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n‘,:z Sj’l REVISITING THE HALACHIC DATELINE

In response to Rabbi Prescott’s comment, “I am
unaware why the writer seems to reject the opinion of the Bnei Tziyon,
Rav B. Rabinowitz-Thumim, the Atzei Sodeh and the Alei Yonah,” I would
like to clarify a few points.

First I will identify these Gedolim, as many may be unfamiliar with them.
The Bnei Tziyon, Rav Dovid Shapiro, originally a talmid of the Munkatcher
Rov, wrote his dateline teshuvah in Tammuz 5715 (1955) in response to
Rav Chaim Zimmerman’s sefer 1non 1a8. The sefer Atzei Sodeh by Rav
Shmuel Dovid Segal of Baltimore, an expert on zmanei hayom, was first
published in 1971. The Alei Yonah, Rav Yonah Mertzbach, was a rov in
Germany and subsequently the Rosh Yeshiva of Kol Torah.
His original maamar on the dateline appeared in a kovetz
in 1971. Rav Binyomin Rabinowitz-Thumim printed his
article in the kovetz HaPardes 1952. As we can see, each
of these Gedolim printed his shittah only some years after
the debate that took place during World War II.

My issue is not with Chabad per se, as the late Lubavitcher
Rebbe zt”] (in a letter written in 1949) did in fact consider
the opinion of the Bnei Tziyon, Rav Dovid Shapiro.The
issue that I have is that travelers whose Poskim clearly
follow either the Chazon Ish or Rav Tukachinsky would not
agree with following a minority opinion, especially when
it comes to chillul Shabbos. Interestingly, in the Lubavitcher Rebbe’s
letter there, he refers to the opinion that the dateline is at the end of
the Asian mainland (six hours east of Yerushalayim) as a n> nyT, and
doesn’t give it much weight. On the contrary, this would pose a problem
for Chabad in Hawaii, since they are using this opinion as a tziruf. This
question has been dealt with by the Rabbanim in Chabad. Hawaii poses
less of a problem for travelers from the yeshivah community, who would
normally follow the Chazon Ish.

As to Rabbi Prescott’s question why I ignore these four Gedolim, we
need to realize that they were presenting a chiddush which went against
the opinion of the overwhelming majority. The dateline question was
originally brought up in the 1880’s (see Rabbi Szimonowitz’s article)
and again famously during WWII, and continues to be an issue today. All
the known Poskim who are followed in most areas of halachah deal only
with the Chazon Ish and Rav Tukachinsky, and don’t even mention this
third possibility. (See Taarich Yisrael, an encyclopedia of information
about the dateline, for a full list of these Poskim). Therefore, most

Based on the essay “vIN 110w 07707 722”
by Rabbi Zvi A Solomon, Preface to Kavod Avos

Parshas Vayeitzei recounts that just as Yaakov happened upon Har
HaMoriah, the sun went down, and Yaakov fell asleep. The Medrash
notes that the phrase “Yaakov slept in that place” implies that he slept
only that night, and not in his 14 previous years in Yeshivas Shem
va’Ever.

Often this Medrash is used to illustrate Yaakov’s noteworthy
preoccupation with Torah study; but if the intended lesson is
extraordinary self-sacrifice for Torah, shouldn’t it be mentioned
explicitly? Furthermore, in the following passuk the words 1mwn yp»1 -
he awoke from his sleep - are interpreted by the o’ %va to be read as
Y»>11n1wnn, he awoke from his learning. This reveals the remarkable fact
that Yaakov was learning even while sleeping. If so, why did Yaakov stay
awake for the previous 14 years? Couldn’t he have slept and learned, as
he did on Har HaMoriah?

The following background can provide the answer:

Chazal refer to Sefer Bereishis as Sefer Hayashar, because it chronicles the
corruption of mankind's yashrus as a result of the sin of Adam Harishon,
and the restoration of yashrus as the nation of Yeshurun through the
efforts of the Avos, the yesharim. Sefer Mesillas Yesharim is the roadmap

contemporary sefarim about the dateline discuss only the opinions of
Rav Tukachinsky and the Chazon Ish.

A partial list of Poskim of the previous generation who agreed with
and followed the Chazon Ish or Rav Tukachinsky’s opinions includes:
Rav Alexander Moshe Lapidus, Rav Yeshaya Kahana of Chortkov, Rav
Simcha Zelig Reiger, Rav Shmelke of Zvhil, the Imrei Emes of Gur, Rav
Aharon Kotler, Rav Yitzchok Zev Soloveitchik (the Brisker Rav), Rav
Yosef Eliyahu Henkin, and Rav Yisroel Gustman. And from the recent
generation: Rav Avrohom Yaakov Pam, Rav Chaim Kreiswerth, Rav
Shlomo Zalman Auerbach, Rav Elazer M.M. Shach, Rav Yosef Sholom
Elyashiv, Rav Shmuel Wosner, Rav Yechiel Zilber, Rav Dovid Feinstein,
Rav Yisroel Belsky, Rav Bentzion Abba Shaul, Rav Nissim
Karelitz, and ybl’c Rav Chaim Kanievsky and Rav Moshe
Shternbuch.

Furthermore, it is questionable if we can combine these
four additional opinions. As Rabbi Prescott himself
mentioned, each authority arrives at his conclusions
for different reasons; consequently, each has a different
dateline, which means each opinion is rejected by the
other three. According to Rav Shapiro, the line is 9 hours
east of Yerushalayim, because that is where the first sunset
took place at m»wn nx12. However, according to Rav
Rabinowitz-Thumim and Rav Mertzbach, the line is at the
"4 Bering Strait, which is the end of the Asian land mass. See
Shach in nX711°992 an1 1970 YT NP, who says that one may not combine
minority opinions that happen to coincide if they reject each other’s
reasoning. The Maharam Schick (Orach Chayim siman 1) says that we
follow the Shach when dealing with an Xxn» X7 110K, but in that case it
would be only one minority opinion versus the overwhelming majority.

In the end of the day, I did suggest a possibility using the principle of
chazakah (based on Rav Yaakov Emden; Rav Shmuel Mohilever also
agreed with this): that one may assume that it is Shabbos for him when
it is Shabbos at the place he set out from until he definitely passes
through the dateline. Based on this, we can defend the minhag in many
circumstances. When someone travels to Hawaii from the USA he retains
his chazakah that the day has not changed, and he may assume that it
is still the American day. Similiarly, when traveling to Japan from the
Asian mainland one may retain his chazakah. Accordingly, one should
try to travel to Hawaii only from the east (the United States), and to
Japan only from the west (the Asian mainland).

Moshe Boruch Kaufman

to re-attaining yashrus, hence its title. It teaches that the greatest human
achievement of the ish yashar is kedushah. The kadosh is so connected to
Hashem that his mundane needs are the very means of avodas Hashem,
and provide Hashem with a dwelling in our world. This is in contrast to
the tahor, who serves Hashem despite having animalistic limitations, a
necessary evil. The Av whom Ramchal showcases as a kadosh is Yaakov
Avinu, because he attained the madreigah of kedushah.

Now for the answer to our question. Yaakov was in the process of climbing
the ladder to become the kadosh, the Ish Hayashar. He was not born that
way; in Yeshivas Shem va’Ever he was still on the level of a tahor, and his
physical activities, including sleep, were just a necessary evil, sleep and
learning being mutually exclusive. Certainly he was an exceptional tahor
to be able able to sacrifice sleep for 14 years. However, deprivation and
abstinence were not the end goals. The goal was to suffuse sleep with
hashra’as haShechinah by learning while sleeping. Yaakov achieved this
milestone only on the night he slept on Har Hamoriah, not before.

This is why when Yaakov woke up he declared in amazement, “Surely
Hashem is present in this place and I did not know it!” There wasn't yet
hashra’as haShechinah there when he went to sleep; Yaakov transformed
Har Hamoriah through his sleep, achieving the milestone of kedushah.

This is what the Torah wants to bring out.




nb'ﬁn" n"y SHABBOS IN AMERICA

Rabbi Shimon Szimonowitz, Machon Aleh Zayis

Rav Avrohom Yehoshua Soloveitchik, shlita, once spoke at length
about the International Dateline. He related that when the Bnei
Yeshivah were considering escaping Vilna to Japan at the onset of
WWII, his father, Rav Yosef Dov (affectionately known as Reb Berel),
was reluctant to join them out of concern about the halachic questions
regarding the status of Shabbos in the Far East. Accordlng to Rav
Avrohom Yehoshua’s account, it was his father who
alerted the others to the question. And even Rav
Elchonon Wasserman came to Reb Berel for help
in understanding the sugya and the difficult Baal
HaMaor on the subject.

How did Reb Berel himself come to learn about this
esoteric issue?

Rav Simcha Zelig Reguer once showed the Brisker Rov,
in the presence of his son Reb Berel, an interesting
letter he had just received. In the letter, Rav Baruch
Ber Leibowitz wrote that he had heard from “the
Rebbe” — Rav Chaim - that there was a question
regarding which day is Shabbos in America, where Rav
Baruch Ber found himself at the time. He asked Rav
Simcha Zelig to clarify the issue for him. Of course
Rav Simcha Zelig quickly wrote back, informing Rav
Baruch Ber that there was actually no question at all
in the United States regarding which day is Shabbos.

How could Rav Baruch Ber have made such a mistake?
Can we say that Rav Baruch Ber misunderstood Rav
Chaim?

One possibility is that Rav Chaim was discussing
Alaska, which is located on the American continent
but with only a narrow strait separating it from the
Far East, and subject to the halachic question. See
Rabbi Kaufman’s article in last issue.

But perhaps if we explore how the question was first
presented to the European Rabbanim in Rav Chaim’s
lifetime, we can discover what impelled Rav Baruch ¥
Ber’s question.

Rnhbn Reuben_ Grodowsky,

ight, arrived in Syracuse y:smd.y to present a lecture series in
which they will appeal for financial aid for the unfortunate Jews

In an article in the newspaper HaMaggid (1872, #10)  of the Coatinent.
Chaim Zelig Slonimsky wrote about the halachic

status of Shabbos vis-a-vis the International Dateline. It is beyond the
scope of this article to reproduce Slonimsky’s entire letter, but here is
the opening statement.

Nowadays that business is being conducted internationally on a
large scale, both by land and by sea, and the steamboats are carrying
thousands of people from one end of the world to another, it’s
inconceivable that it won’t happen that a Jewish businessmen will cross
the Pacific Ocean which separates Asia from America and will thereby
encounter the halachic dilemma regarding Shabbos. Because between
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Rav Berel with Rav Avrohom Yehoshua

d Rabbi Baruch D. Liebowits,

the people living on one side of the ocean and the other side of the ocean
there is a difference of a day. The day which the Americans consider to
be Monday, is Tuesday for Australians. Take for example a Jewish man
who departs in a merchant vessel from San Francisco to do business
in Melbourne... Or perhaps in the opposite scenario, Jewish merchants
depart from Bombay to a destination somewhere in America, like San
Francisco, etc...

He ends:

It’s appropriate for the Rabbis, the Geonim of our time, who are
: : concerned with spiritual matters and fulfilment of
mitzvos, to investigate this matter and issue halachic
guidance for the masses who may encounter this problem.

Chaim Zelig Slonimsky

Slonimsky wrote three more articles on this subject
in HaTzefira; they were subsequently cited - and
derided - by the Chazon Ish in his kuntres called
Eighteen Hours.!

But in the 1870’s Chaim Zelig Slonimsky still
enjoyed the respect of many Rabbanim,” who took
up his challenge and responded to his query. Notable
among the Rabbanim was Rav Alexander Moshe
Lapidus, who responded to Slonimsky in an article in
HaLevonon (Year 9 #34). Rav Shmuel Mohilever also
addressed the question in HaLevonon (Year 11 #9).

In 1876, R* Mordechai Tzvi Weissman published
Slonimsky’s query with the Rabbinic responses in
a slim volume he named Divrei Chachamim. The
volume was prefaced with approbations from Rav
Shmuel Mohilever and Chaim Zelig Slonimsky.

Considering that it was this discussion that Rav
Chaim was probably referring to when he brought up
the subject of the dateline and Shabbos, it now makes
sense that Rav Baruch Ber thought the question was
relevant to traveling from Europe to America, since
traveling to the United States was included in the way
the question was originally presented.

So Rav Baruch Ber actually remembered accurately
that “the Rebbe” had said there was a question
regarding which day to keep Shabbos when traveling
to America, and therefore he sought Rav Simcha
Zelig’s reassurance that the issue was not relevant to
him - since to reach America he had crossed the Atlantic Ocean and
not the Pacific.?

st Toota.
Long identified with ]twu‘h educational activities in Poland,

* A typographical error crept into the printed version of the kuntres of the Chazon Ish, providing
the source of Slonimsky’s articles as “HaTzefira, number 321.” Really it was issues 1, 2, and 3.
2 Slonimsky was a disciple of Rav Binyomin Diskin and a friend of many Rabbanim (Netziv, Rav
Yitzchok Elchonon, etc.) who were his contemporaries. Originally he was considered a devout
Jew who was also knowledgeable in worldly matters. Although he remained a practicing Jew until
the end, in the 1890’s he wrote something which caused him to be shunned by the mainstream
rabbinate. His children, as was common among the maskilim, were totally estranged from Judaism.
3 Rabbi Moshe Baruch Kaufman pointed out to me that in Rav Simcha Zelig’s teshuvah on the
dateline (reproduced in the sefer Kav HaTa’arich), he seems to be saying that San Francisco itself
is also subject to the debate.
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