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rogtures in the “Jewisn fresg™, were two lengthy articles

¢ntitled "Using a Shaving iachine or a Rawor” {June 7% end Tdearing @
Teurd and the uUse of 2 Shaving Wachine” (June 13}, +h were written by
Sditor Habbl Sholom Wlass.

confusion and consternation amongst “"Jewlisn rresz” readers were the
aftermath of these articles. Even cursory study reveals them to te
agounding in unfortunate errors, mnisconceytions, misguotations, and de-
letions, which have quite serious halochic implications., The theme of

thaege articles also seems to infrin

most prominent Torah Sages. )

After the release of each article '
cluding the undersigned) forwarded "Letters to ths
fress” In these correspondences, Rabbl Klass was
lacies in the articles He was requestea to corre
bepefit. To our dismay, not only did the "Jewish
these letters, and therevy rectify the errors of T
pove appalling, in Rarhl Klass' second article the

Itiolied manifold both

Fainful

quatitatively and guanti
as 1t is, we ave faced wilth no other

verversion of halochic liter
dolim found
with

axnnae the ature
fo: our 4 ese

in th articles., Silernce
curuncles guch gZrave issues can
nezlect”, or even "acguiescence"

the
considerate vublicatiocrn,
the

chalilohn.

Reiected oy "

J

Jewlisr
mn

ore

o communal good,

It is not

[0

our intention or purpose to utili

weaandt ersonal view

i

2 on the issue of shaving -

s na

pnell simply review same halochic literature

Ly Panni Flass,
1A

[S PRI

in an effort to protect an unvitiing

raachines.,

e on the authoriity of some of our

many individuals (in-

to the "Jewlsh
of the fal-
ct them Ffor the public'

oditor™

awvare

ade

rress” refuse to print
ne first article, but -
original errors vere

tatively.

choice but to public-

and apparent disregard

fTuace of inac-

e
28

"benign

this, a

decication

nnounﬁeuent to
Not by any means.
which was misrepresented

public from being mis-




Lzt us quote Rabbi ¥lass ani corntrast his words with the facts, amply

supnorted oy documentation and gource refexvence:

4201 LLA3S: Today the majority of religilous Jews use sheving machines

and it is veramitted under «ll circumgtances...1lt is prohibited
to declare it an issur...just az it 1s not z2llowed to permlv
that which is prohibited so is it not allowed to prohitit that

which 1s permitted.

FACT _Only one week previous to the publication of this column by
Rabbi Klass, the "Jewish Fress” printed an unequivocal state-
ment on the subject of shaving machines issued by the venera-
ble Ponovezher #osh Yeshiva, Rabbl Zlozor lenachem I, 3hach,
Shlita. Rav Shach, in response to inguiries, replied simply
and directly. He quoted the saintly Chofetz Chalm (sefer
"Likutel Halachos”") who wrote that "it is prohibited, and one
may not bhe lenient in this matter”. [Note: In the bilography

of the Chofetz Chaim written by his own son, it is related (p.

1) that the Chofetz Chalm often evclained that in published

works he only included laws wh¥ich are a nmust for every Jow.

“Holy minpagim’ or “extra chassidus” the Chofetz Chalm would

never impose on another, wrote nis son. In conclusion, Rav

Shach wrote "It is also well Vnown that the Crazon Ish ruled

that the use of all shaving machines 1s for

®he Chofetz Chaim and Chazon Ish ars considered the
greatest Toran luninaries of our sge. Their halochic authority
epted by the entive Klal Yisroel., dho in our times

would dare dismiss thelr ruling?




orsover, the Chofetz Chalm and Chezon Tsr zre far froa helng
alone in congidering The shaving maching To be halochically
equivalent with a razoc. AS the prasent “hief Rabbi of Jeru-
salem, Radbbi I. J. wWelss, Shlita, writes 1n hls own €4T tensive
responss abeut shaving machines (Fincras Yitzehok 113

“I gearched through the works of our zr =%est halochic autho-

< 3
rities in nops of disclosing some jus stification for the wide-

sypread custom to be lenient in the use shaving machlnes,
only to find that they are all in agreenent that shaving
machines are forbidden.” The Chief Rabbi is quick to point
out that the Chofetz Chaim banned even the hand clippers used
in his day, although they did not give as close a shave as our

‘electric snavers,

mha brother-in~-law of the Chazon Ish, +he famous Steipler Gaon,
Shlita, bears witness that the Chazon Ish was @ven opposad to

giving shaving machines to Jews wno would otherwise use a razor.
nabbhi Weiss lists other roskia who ogpsssd thelr use, including .

the roknowned Rav Aheron Yotler. The grzzitest Torah Sages of

our times, representing all major Jewish communities, are in
IMLSON in Pro: cribing shaving machines. 7Tans of the most dis-
tinsuishaed Gaonilm of our generation write so in vhelr appro-

pations to sefer Hadras Ponim-Zokon {(an S00 page encyclopedic

work on the cutiting and growith of the besrd in halochlc per-
snectiva). any similar prohibitive ozinions are clted in this
sefer, (rart II, chapter I) such us the illustrious Rav Chailnm
Grer of Vilna (as related by his studsint, Rav Yitachok Hutnar);
the Rozatchover Gaon; Rav Frame, former Chief Pabbi of Jer-

usalem; among ity others.

Yet, in spite of the ruling of all these, our mogt prominent

'y

k)

halozhic authorities, Rabhi klass had the audacity to proclairn

1
in a newspaper that the very shaving oashines whicn they pro-
1]

1" EE N S

nibited are "pormitited uader all circunmsliunces”; and even

went so far as to write that he who bans them has '"prohibited

5 Bt " - NP T K . 4. K « . .
that wrhich is permitted™, and it is nrcohicited to declare 1t

an issur*!!! To disgrace our ('dolei Yisrozl in this manner

is arrvogance of the highest order and 2 gross decepbtion of the
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CaSs:

Gaovim 2 xply

-y

public who are unaware that these Torah glants ruled the use
of shaving anzchines to be a grave Transgre @ssion,

It is simply ludicrous to say that thase most eminent scholars
of our veople were unaware of the arguments mentioned by kabbi

¥lass in his articles

thav igssved their decizions.
irn the CGemara 1n NMakkos 21a,

lind of shaving which involves destruction?

that which iz done by

the Gemara 1s spe

GQuite to the contrary!

(and tae

the use of a razor.’
cific in regards

This

pravalent custom to shave) when

the
say 1t 1is
that

"our Rakhis taught...which 1s

You musT
Thus we seeg

t0 a razor.

‘emora (as explained by Rishoniin)

states that anv instrument whose function can be described as

t

snaving which involves
neans rnot leaving
fined by Poskin ]
the

soecifies razors

scripture is iss
only

the obeard halrs.

destruction”

is prohibited.
ur limited to razors
simply because in 7T

evample of an instrumsnt which

[Note: "Destruction” here

over the minimum mneasure of eacn halp)as de-

Hot just razors. Nowhere in

alone. The Cemora

21lmuadic times they were the
both

"cuw” and "destroyed”

Shaving machines of today also accomplish the

same. They are therefore halochicslly identical with razors.
?¢ put it bluntly, the very Zemora consirued by Rabbi Klass to
bz a source of leniency is in reality just the opposite!
indzed, many of the previously rmcniionzd suthorities cilte this
very Cemora as a major basigs to prohiiit shaving machines., For

a total treatnent of this
(2, ¥.D., 21});
Vs

Zoxon {po,

Clrielkas Yaals

1-18, ;u3—358).

cit.

Ynen we use a rasor we have

idan", tearing and cutting,

with a2 razor is liable
the prohibition
‘g

Ly

akin,

o

iibhition of cutting on
121,

explains that o

3

joh
[
-
.r:'
ma

r of cutting our

see resvonsa:  Nodanh B'Yehuda

2

S inchas Yitzchok (loc.

P
)
O
-
[Gat

and 2% length in Hadras Fonim-

the violz*ion of "Serita" and "Ge-

and 3rauzl sald "one wro cuts him-
one of these Two accounts”...3ome
cf sghavinzg with a razor to the
face...7re Shulchan Oruch, Yoren

razor blade are we in

Lut nos




FaCT:

[e)

h

©

er nonsense! There 1s no source in any halochic work for

[&p]
[

These 2xplanations of the issur - including trhe Shulchan Cruch
misquoted by Rabvdl lass. Accovdlng *o
stunding, the Toran should have prohinitod

-~

of 3hnuel

the face - not Just the live

also suffered a mistranslation Ly Xabhbi Fluss. The Talimud
uses the word for "instrusent”, not "razor",
The Abarbanel offers an explonation thet 16 was a feminine

custom to ghave with a razor.(!!) Therefore, a man shouldn't

1
~do =0 (Vayikra 19:27).

No such. Abarbanel! The Abarbanel wrote that the Torah forbaae

the shaving of the bsard since "ons who shaves resembles women,

wno don't have beards” (Vayilkra 19:27). According to this Abar-
A

AN w» THour ﬂ

banel, aﬂﬁ method of Amm&bMM+uwQALbed - Suegnas depllatory

powder'and close cutting cliprers - are improper. »(see sources

cited in Hadras Fonim-Zokon op 139-140). Also, the Ybn hazra

referred to by Rabdbl Klagss writes that the Torah exhorted
against shaving the beard becauvsze "the heurd wasg created to

enhance the beauty of men's appearance”, and u“erﬂiﬂre 1t

3
-
”

should not bhe removed hy any meens. {see 1old pp 66-67)
ectior of the Ibn Gzra wes deleled by Rapbli Klass!

»

4 shaving machine ls compered to a scissor, as the Yoreh De2ah

<

(ibid 1&1:10) cesc

3

ribes it, "sciozors which are sinilar to a

razor are vermitisdi’”.
Falzel! Shaving machlines are cowmparec to razors, not sclssors,
as we documanted previousl: T sciszors that tr almud and

ne
{oren peah lahel as exenpt from 1liavnility leave over a notice-
(see Ran on Rif to Lakkos loc.

2.3 Rashi loc. cit.; Ro
in sadirag Fonlm-Zozon pp 589
e

A to Mozir 40%; and sources cited
]

achines do not.

S
0-£82). 3Zhaving
.

-,

(Rzad any of the advertisementis or literature of shaving
machine companies. All 2ocuman®t how the machines give a ‘“razor
close’ shave.) Hence the ruling of the Shulchan Cruch regar-
ding c¢lose-cuttine scilosors quoted by Zabbl Flass as a source

of leniency is totéllv irr

v
ot
D
<
0
&
<3
ct
O
A

ne question of shaving

nachines,
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Annther point: The Shulchan Crucr ((Hid.:3) rules that close-cutiing

sclusors should not n2 used on the "pevoes'" of the head, which extend

{

T s ey LA R £F PR o . N . - L. P
well below the curs (Ibid.:9). Hence, zonvons whu shaves his besvd

cioss~cutting selssors, bubt aogs not leave long sldeburns

2Ll pelow the cars, le simulianeouvsly trans_ reesing the ceclglon
the saze shulceran Cruch just a few lines earlicr concerning Tne

205" 01 the hend!

HalZaon Rabbl Hen¥in stated: Shaving with a razor is pronibited
ic¢

nut a shaving maching 1s cons li%e scissors wnlch is per-
mitted since the cutting blade does not touch the skin., (Ail-

dose L'Israel p. 145)

A total misrepresentation of Rabbi Fenkin's opinion! For some

reason Rabbl Klass decided to delete the continuation of Rzabbi

Henkin's words in this same essay. After obs erving that the

common proctice nas become to chave even with machines, Rabbil

Henkin strongly criticiues and disputes the prevalent custom
he

against the will of the Toran’. Snaving machlnes whose

-

)

of shaving the beard, calling all methods of removing -

i

beard

blades do not touch tne skin mentioned by Rabdbi Henk’n obvi-
. L. VERY . .. .
ously are not those which give a,close shave, as evident irom

virer ¥Kolel who studlied

2ll the a2bove, Indeed, a memosr of the
with Paobi faniin in his later years velutes that Rabbl Henkin
expiicitly %told nim that the nawer models in use today are for-
bidden., Zegides, many nanuiscturers of shaving machlines and

a)

experts 1n the {fleld adnit thet the rplades of the machine oo-
casionally do mzie contact with the =kin (see responsa. iinchas
Crelkas Yaa-ov loc. c¢it.). In his sefer,
Rabki Henwin goes on to cite responsa which vehemently opposs
all fTormg of sbnving. Rabbi enkin continues to offer several
other reasons way #ny memwop ¢ shaving 1s contrary to Torah.
Lenivnt vulings on this matter bhave theiyr place only in sit-
vations of danger and dJdire necessity, as g the case in other
similar laws, ®abbhl Tenlkin noints out. Former colleagues of
Rubbhi Venkln relsts that he would often rebake even Rabblnic

zssociates concerning this matiter (see Hadras ionim-Zokon p.

-+

38). Altnougn thewv refused to print it in their paper, the

"Jewisch Iress” adnitted to uws in a private letter that Rabbi

'w,n 17 owas indeed conviaced to decide to forblid shaving ma-




de do not issue a decree on ths communility unless we inow the

majority of the people will abide v it. and, we do not lay a

nArasnin on the c

O
=

ammunlty unless the majority cmn erdure it.

dnother distortion! This rule only apnlies to enact~
o)

s (see Rambam damy im 2:5), not Toruh pr ions (such as

320N

o

shavivg). Regarding a commandment which is sr

Led by the

I

[0 B S

i
i

forah, our Sages have enlighitened us to the fact that "the Holy
ne Blessed be Fe does not come witn undue hardships on His

peonle” (gvodah Zoran 3Ja; cf. also #idrash Shenos 34),

Quote? the Cnasam Sofer, Crech Chaim 159, ac a source of lenien-
cy in the use of shaving machines.

Another zZross misrepresemtation ! The Chasam Scofer is one of

tae major sources to forbid shaving machines. 1In his responsa

(Yoren Deah 139)the Chasam Sofer Torhids the use of oven sgis-

sors which cut the beard close to the skin., He adds {ch. 110)

A

that this is the accepted bindinzg decision of the Remo. 1t is
obviocus why Rabbl Klasse chose not Lo mention these facisions in
hig articles! Yost componly quoted regardin; shaving maAChines
is another responsa of the Chasam Sofer Foanﬂ in Crech Chaim
12, There the Chasam Sofer evplaine that 1f an instrument
noth cuts and romoves the beard hairs sythereby not leaving hairs

lonyz enousn to grasp bets one's n2il and the skin beneath

the neil, then this instrument - even if it is constructed 1i
& selssor -~ is consldered the same a3 a rawos accoraling to ha-
locha.  Cur zhaving mechines are werfeot examnles of wat the
Chasan Sofer was sreaking about. It iz bazed unon this Chasanm

er that many foskim prohibited zshaving machinss, Little

wondar why Rabdbbl Hlass deleted also thiz chanter of the Chasam
o)

declds
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Ter defends znaving., e is refeering, how-

v

:ver, to shaving with either: 1) depilatory crear - wnich was
The common nethod of shaving in the Chasam Sofer's region (as

the Chasam Sofer writes earlier in this chanter); or: 2) shears




Ao,

ANEYES A

BRI

lose cutiing scicaors the Cnasan So7er alrosdy ruled quln

2 2hove.  Lven creams and Lk

Loasan sofer only if thclir pae of physical

3
dancsr, wa ocourred in flerman rusades,
whose orizinating from countries whin® wore not affected by the

Crusades, such as Joland, as well as Yorah schnolars in all
reglons, never were included in any lenient ruling, points out
the Chasan Sofer, (UOW’ﬂrnLur @1l the nbove see iinchas Llozor
, . o

Yitzhar 68; 1ol i'vaser 1:18~10;

5
<

ir and many
other responsa cited in Huedras Fonim-Zokon p. 213 £1.)

Continued to quote the ssction of this chapter where the Chasam
S 53 to the sefer "Aylim" which testified Lhat The Gaon

2
Rabhi awn- 3o ™1 ah wag loan-~ ol«,ﬁva
[A0DL ernasasm A Zariran was ciLean- &S 21,

"his testimony has besn rejected Ly thne i oskim. Firstly, nothing or

the sort is printed in the sefer "Aylic” in any of its editions,
cen noted by many scholars (see Hinchos Alozor loc.

ndly, long bafors the tiiwe of the Chasam sSofer, the ros-

7osef (eh. 25) already vacordsd witness trat the Caon

ren sazariah heard. Indeed, to this dav the
this Gaon is etill existapt - showing hinm with a full
]
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Chasan Sofer scen this responsa Divrei
any mention of this matter at all (Ua:cnei Tesh-

wlrzor loc. cit.: ok, z1.). The only allusion

zarian' saavisg his beard is to be found in
responsa f'h. 70 ) - a wori whose authority has long been

repudiated (s20 responsa P, Yankov zmdin 1:45; et, 2l.). Anyvone can
visit a library to see a coby of this rezvonsa Zeer fisel. Thera,
onz will Tind that the Beer Lisaek 1tself guys that Rabbi Menachem
Azarish merely trimmed his beard in places not includad in +he
Poran precert (such as certaln areas under the chin! - See respon-
sa Divrel Yosef loc. cit. at length),

According il Ashaker ch. 3%: "Sven of the laws of

e Toron, kidrabanim, our Sascs zay, "leave Israel

alans,  better +that ney  violate innocently  and not inten-
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quote

’i\,f "i(.(',"i'."

nlalning That this male does

in scripbure

gucth noz shavling the penrdl
snulechan Cruven {Grech Chnaln

misleading

your neignhor’

The Gaon, Rabul #osne Feinst

demn hundrads of thousands 0

use of shaving machires.

tn @ pronl
(anvy of e 613 ¢
Trig is elso the ruling
G0%) . sucording to Rab
mitpvalh ol YYou

A ATy e . o TN ey §
naver applicavled

ein, rPaT‘z11f that you

£ religlous people,

Altnhougn this heter i1z not found in any of
printed works, we will assume that wnat Rcb01 Klassg

is truz, It is; however, v
Rav Telnztaln o
4z Ffor

even brne

Hashulchan {Urech Chaim 151:1
clean tzfore the Holv Arck ie
shatl  Comgoguently, 1ts oree

by

o

this

ority
of

rurther

o ‘(l

e an O F ¥ >
a deg oi thne b
2 atlio o2 ancour

much as soitle, 7T Sy A e lenleant noziln were enthrs
tious anout theitr own boards.  Nether should Zhis Pm&t
isnorcd ny Ravel dlass,  (ferentheticzlliy, 1t is not

e

some shaving

of

oy e

X

Tion expli-

OM%andmentS) -

of the
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e
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Rav Feinstein's
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lei

ma

perimnitted the

re

t con-
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shall surely rebuke

machines




PACT:

™A,

%

-10-

&—— tne "Jewlsn Press" wrote in oa
private correspondsnce to the undersgizncd:  “3o as not to
embalfass the Gaon “JPbL Felnstein, who Tmad ziven the heter on
e ——e——

shaving machines, wae will not rubli

[0
e

cour letters®i also
sae below.

we Follow the Teth Yosei in the Tur “Yorenh Dean 242 and the Ha-
os i{lalmoniies, Rambam Talimud Toran 5:3, about abiding by a
Gadol HaDor even 1f he is the only one. '

r Hagahos iaironides! Thes

(D

tv0 sources

4 .

Mo such Beth Yosef
otligations of a studant to hi:

I~’O

Clscuss only the

2

master, Be-

v

~,
O

sldez, by no means the opinions cf any contemporary rosek
al

enjoy NNivers acceptance. Z2ach one's rulings are contested

by their fellow scholars. Concerning our topic, several of

the ('dollm who lssuad prol:ibitive decisions concerning

shaving macHY¥Es are considered by manvy as “Godol HaDor”, such
{= o
~

P . S H A e K= ey B VL. S o SR, . : - Kal
sav Shach and Stelpler Gaon of Tnel Traxk, and Daven Jeizs of

da Tollow. .. the Shaeh in Yoren deeh =znd of ch, 2042 waich states

that waen two Fosklm dispute a din {=nlocha) we follow the

”

A hiatant disgtortion ol the Shachi!

given uo o bottuc

Torah 1ot An weeordancs with T {Avoln Jit1i)e
The Shach is relferring only to disyutes over Rabbinic ordin-

ancss, not auestions of Torsh commandcents (such as shaving).

Qerardics Torern pronibltlons, tne 3huicn 1o cmphatic., e follow
e more gtrinzeat view, even 1f its zropoaent is of lesser

Somrs thn The ol T the moere 2 ODLY:Y OY) Y3

RS VETIRIOD B AS N 't avocate o via WLl oplrnion, says

the Shach.  The annlication of thig »ule to our jissue is ob-

viouz,

R s T




