» s§’§

T H G LAY LSRY: RES O

Sun, Sept 3 2023 W x“own 9N T

’- .
cMish
A

Digest

AL

R A Y (

SHNA BERU
=N PYO N“PIN Y20

AA [ ]

Vi

Overview

Halacha Highlight

Siman 648 Seif 8:

If the stem from which the esrog hangs from the tree is
removed from inside the esrog leaving behind a hole, it
is invalid. If only some of the stem was removed and
some of the thickness remains so that the width of the
hole is covered, it is valid.

R/

< It is considered deficient. In a pressing circumstance
in which there is no other esrog in town Chacham
Tzvi rules that one may even recite the beracha on
such an esrog even on the 1° day and the same is
true if the p/fum was removed. (M.B. 33)

< Meaning, enough of the stem remains in the esrog

that the hole is covered even though none of the

stem extends beyond the height of the hole. (M.B.

34)

Siman 648 Seif 9:

If an esrog has two or three blisters (m1in, related to
Aramaic translation of the phrase n95 w which is
yin)the esrog is invalid. If there is only one blister but it
covers the majority of the esrog it is also invalid. If a sin-
gle blister appears on the chotem the esrog is invalid
regardless of its size. The chotem is the part of the esrog
that begins to slope towards the top.

< The mwn must rise above the surface of the esrog.
(M.B. 35)

< Meaning it must cover the majority of the esrog’s
surface on both sides. (M.B. 37)

< One sees blemishes on that part of the esrog more
than one notices them on other parts of the esrog.

(M.B. 39)
Siman 648 Seif 10:

Some maintain that when a mn appears on two or
three spots it is invalid only when the spots cover the
maijority of the esrog even though each spot constitutes
only a minority of the esrog. When the spots cover only
a minority of the esrog, e.g., they are all on one side of
the esrog, it is valid. Some authorities invalidate the
esrog when the spots cover only a minority of the esrog
and are on one side.

% The implication is that if they extend to the second
side it is considered to cover the maijority since the
majority of the circumference is covered even though

An uneven chofem

Shulchan Aruch Siman 648 Seif 9
LN Yy ONY

And if it appears on the chofemn

Shulchan Aruch (v 'yo) discusses a mwn on an esrog
and the circumstances in which a mwn invalidates the
esrog. If an esrog has two or three spots the esrog is in-
valid since the multiple spots give the esrog a speckled
appearance. If there is only one spot but that spot covers
the majority of the surface of the esrog it is invalid. If the
™ appears on the chofem of the esrog, the esrog is
invalid regardless of the size of the mwn. The chotem,
Shulchan Aruch explains, is the area of the esrog when it
begins to slope towards the p/fum. The reason a mwn
invalidates an esrog on the chofem regardless of its size
is that the area of the chofem is more visible than other
areas since that is the part of the esrog at which people
gaze (V77 Po A7N).

Poskim debate what is considered the chofem when
on one side of the esrog it began to slope inwards
but on the other side of the esrog it has not yet
begun to slope inwards. Rav Yosef Shalom Elyashiv
(0191 ¥ P DN 17 NN rules that the chotem is defined
as the place where the esrog begins to slope inwards
even though on the other side of the esrog it did not
begin to slope. His reasoning is that once on one side it
began to slope inwards, one looks carefully at the oppo-
site side of the esrog as well. Rav Shmuel Halevi Wosner
(7P PO NN M5N Vav NMY) maintains that each side of the
esrog will have its own starting point for the chofem since
people only gaze at the part of the esrog that begins to
slope inwards. Rav Nissim Karelitz (977 'y m>0 »w vin)
contends that the line between the two spots where the
esrog begins to slope inwards should be considered the
chofem and he finds it unreasonable that the esrog
should have two different starting points for the chofermn
when the chofern represents the top of the esrog.

it does not cover the majority of the esrog’s surface.
(M.B. 41)

% Many authorities follow the first opinion; however,
when the spots extend to the second side it is invalid
since it was explained previously that covering the
majority of the circumference also is considered a
majority of the esrog. (M.B. 42)




