CHAPTERII

KIRUV A5 A RESCUE MIGsION
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here is a Torah obligation to save a person’s physical life. This is

deduced either from the verse, “Do not stand by [idly] over [the

spilling of] the blood of your neighbor,”™ or as an extension of
the obligation to return lost objects. The mitzvah to return a lost item
includes the obligation to return a lost body, i.e., to save his life when it
is in danger of being lost.?

The mitzvah of saving a single life is considered one of the greatest
things we could do. Chazal teach that anyone who rescues a single Jew
is considered as if he rescued the entire world.?

There is an additional source—ona 'm.* This conveys that we must
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50 The Laws of Outreach

save a life (including our own) even if it requires transgressing a Torah
prohibition in the process.> We must even violate Shabbos to briefly
extend the life of a person who will not observe any more mitzvos. So
great is the intrinsic value of a Jewish life that we are allowed to break
Shabbos to extend that life even for the shortest duration.®

What about saving a life in a spiritual sense? Is it obligatory to
rescue the Yiddishkeit of a Jew who would otherwise be lost to the
Jewish world?

The Torah views spiritual existence to be of greater value than phys-
ical life. Accordingly, some authorities maintain that this is the basis
for the requirement to save a spiritual life as well.” Other authorities,
however, maintain that we may not apply mitzvos that were directed at
a Jew’s physical well-being to their spiritual existence.?
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Kiruv as a Rescue Mission 51

In any case, the preceding logic would not be sufficient on its own
to permit Shabbos desecration to save someone from losing his or her
Yiddishkeit.

There is, however, an additional principle. Chazal assert that it is
preferable to violate one Shabbos in order to allow a Jew to observe
Shabbos many times.’

We will see that this is the logic used in order to justify the classical in-
stance of spiritual lifesaving: the case of a Jewish girl captured by non-Jews
who is in danger of losing all her Yiddishkeit. While her life is not in danger,

one is required to break the Shabbos in order to save her Yiddishkeit.*

The source for this halachah is a Gemara in Shabbos which prohibits
one from committing a minor infraction on Shabbos in order to save an-
other person from a more substantial sin.'* Tosafos and other Rishonim
question this Talmudic principle, since there are other instances when
Chazal seem to say the opposite. Tosafos concludes that there are sev-
eral exceptional instances when one may commit a smaller sin to save
another Jew from a more severe transgression.

One such instance is where the sinner was not negligent; rather
he was totally faultless in the matter.’? For example, a person who
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52 The Laws of Outreach

woke up on Shabbos morning thinking that it was a weekday, and
erroneously violated Shabbos is considered negligent. However, if he
was not at all at fault, we are responsible for him to the extent that
we are entitled to commit a smaller transgression to save him from a
larger one.'® The classical case of a Jewish girl who was taken captive
is an example of one who is faultless. Thus, we are obligated to break
Shabbos in order to save her.

A second instance where one could sin for the benefit of another Jew
is in order to allow him to fulfill an exceptionally important mitzvah, for
example, freeing a slave for the sake of procreation or for a communal
mitzvah, such as completing a minyan.

According to the logic of Tosafos, we only need one of these fac-
tors—that either the sinner is faultless or the transgression is being
done for the sake of fulfilling a mitzvah of paramount significance—to
justify transgressing a more minor law to prevent someone from com-
mitting serious violations of halachah. In practice, however, since we
cannot be certain about either of the factors it can only be justified if we
combine both factors, i.e., it is a case where the sinner is faultless and it

involves an exceptionally important mitzvah.
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Kiruv as a Rescue Mission 53

This is the source for violating Shabbos in order to save a captive
girl from losing her connection to Judaism, for the significance of the
one who desecrated Shabbos is considered miniscule compared to the
woman’s lifetime of keeping mitzvos.'® The Beis Yosef writes that both
resolutions of the Tosafos are applied to justify violating Shabbos to
save the captive. For it is certainly a great mitzvah to allow a lifetime
of mitzvah observance and even violating Shabbos on a biblical level
is considered insignificant compared to the spiritual danger that she
is facing. (Even though breaking Shabbos can hardly be considered a
minor sin, but compared to the sin that this girl is in danger of do-
ing—violating Shabbos and not keeping mitzvos all her life—violating
Shabbos once is a relatively minor sin.)* In addition, the captive is
certainly not at fault for her situation. Thus, breaking Shabbos to save
this girl from captivity would be mandated by Tosafos.'”

The Rashba argues with Tosafos and does not allow any exception to
the principle that one may not sin to save another Jew from greater
sin even in the case of possibly saving one’s spirituality. The case
that the Rashba was addressing was regarding saving a girl who had
been abducted by a Jewish apostate who was bent on alienating her

from Torah and her nation.'® The Rashba did not permit desecrating
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54 The Laws of Outreach

Shabbos in order to save her even though failure to do so would likely
doom her to a life without mitzvos. The Rashba’s view is that it is
never permissible to do a lesser sin to save someone else from a more
substantial sin."?

The Ritva maintains a middle road between the aforementioned
views. According to the Ritva, we do not require someone to sin for the
sake of saving his friend. But it is perfectly legitimate for a person to
decide that he wishes to do so0.?’ The Beis Yosef rules according to the
position of Tosafos that not only is one allowed to break Shabbos, but
we force a person to break Shabbos to save a captive who is abducted by
non-Jews and in danger of losing all her Yiddishkeit.” This is true even
if the captive is a minor.??

In the event that danger to her Yiddishkeit is the result of her own

choice, there is no justification to violate Shabbos to rescue her. But
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Kiruv as a Rescue Mission 55

even in this case, the Elyah Rabbah states that it would be permissible
to transgress a rabbinic injunction in order to save her.??

In any case, it is apparent that the only case in which a Shabbos
violation would be permitted would be when a Jew’s entire connection
to Yiddishkeit is at stake. A single act of forced idolatry, for example,
would not be deemed sufficiently significant to justify a violation
of Shabbos,?* for Shabbos transgression is just as great as idolatry.?
Clearly then, the parameters of spiritual lifesaving are different than
those of physical lifesaving. In the case of physical lifesaving, we saw
that even a moment of life justifies Shabbos desecration. In order to jus-
tify violating halachah for the sake of spiritual lifesaving, there must be
a danger that a Jew will permanently lose his connection to Yiddishkeit.

The commentators explain that the underlying principle to justify
breaking Shabbos is Chazal’s assertion that it is preferable to violate
one Shabbos in order that a Jew will observe Shabbos many times.?

The Nachlas Shivah explains that the rationale to justify breaking

Shabbos to rescue an abductee is that we should break the Shabbos

t.27

to save a life—and a spiritual life is no less important.?” Hence,
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56 The Laws of Outreach

he extends the logic of saving a captive to other cases of spiritual
lifesaving.”®

The question posed to the Nachlas Shivah was regarding a son that
ran away in order to convert to Islam. There was a chance of getting him
back, but this would involve Shabbos desecration.” This was clearly a
case of the individual’s responsibility for his actions and hence would
not be permitted according to the aforementioned ruling of the Beis
Yosef. However, if the principle being used is that saving a life takes
precedence over Shabbos, then we must save a person even when he is
at fault for being in the situation.*

We would instruct any number of people to attempt a rescue while
breaking Shabbos, if necessary. Even if it is doubtful that the rescue
exercise will be successful, we are bound to make the attempt in a situa-
tion of doubt, just as we would in the case of physical lifesaving.*

The Nachlas Shivah adds other arguments why such a person should
be rescued on Shabbos. This type of responsibility may be close to being
considered faultless (D385 17 My°wo) since his decision was the result of
the seductions of missionary activity—and there is a chance, if not an
expectation, that after some time he will regret his decision.*?
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Kiruv as a Rescue Mission 57

Furthermore, it is certainly a most substantial mitzvah to save
someone from losing his or her Yiddishkeit.* If so, this would justify
breaking Shabbos in any case.

However, as compelling as the logic of the Nachlas Shivah is, it was not
accepted in practice, as demonstrated by the Sh'vus Yaakov. He points
out that the Rema, unlike Tosafos, ruled like the Rashba, and would not
allow Shabbos desecration to rescue the abducted girl whose spiritual
life is at stake.?* Certainly, he writes, the consensus of the Acharonim is
not to be lenient in the case where it is the fault of the subject.*® In ad-
dition, we cannot learn from saving a physical life to saving a spiritual
life. In the former, we should rather transgress even serious mitzvos
(except for the three cardinal sins) rather than die. This tells us, in
practice, to value physical life over spiritual life. So, despite the fact that

intrinsically spirituality is more important than our physical bodies,*®

we would not save someone who was negligent.*”
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58 The Laws of Outreach

Rav Asher Weiss rules that the halachah is like the view of the
Sh’vus Yaakov, i.e., that we may not apply to outreach all the halachic
dispensations that would apply to physical lifesaving. Chazal only
permitted breaking Shabbos for the sake of physical lifesaving and
not spiritual lifesaving.®®

Rav Dovid Cohen*® pointed out that, even though there are other
poskim who use the Gemara in Yoma as the source to allow Shabbos
desecration to save a captive, they do not use the logic of ona 'm—the
classic source of the requirement to save lives. The rationale allowing
us to break Shabbos has nothing to do with lifesaving. Rather it is a
component of the logic that it is preferable to violate a single Shabbos
than to violate Shabbos many times.*

There is an additional factor to consider. In the case of saving a cap-
tive girl, she is already observant. And, even though we do not know
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Kiruv as a Rescue Mission 59

whether our efforts to save her will be successful,* we are trying to
maintain her existing commitment to observe the Torah. In the case
of kiruv, the doubt is much greater. The Jew to whom we are reaching
out is not yet committed. We are trying to create a new commitment
to Judaism and this does not justify Shabbos desecration on our part.
It is difficult to assess what the chances are that such a person will re-
turn—now or in the future—and we will quite possibly end up breaking
Shabbos for someone who will continue to desecrate Shabbos.*?

In order to justify breaking Shabbos, it would also have to be clear
that the person in question cannot experience meaningful growth on
any other day other than Shabbos, and that the situation is so urgent or
the opportunity so unique that the choice is genuinely between reach-
ing out on Shabbos or not reaching out to him at all.

All this is with regard to the outreach professional himself breaking
Shabbos. There is a further discussion as to whether one may cause
another Jew to break Shabbos by inviting him to your home, etc. Some
of the logic we are applying here will apply there as well. Thus, we will
see that, according to Rav Yitzchak Berkovits, the condition that the
Shabbos desecration be absolutely necessary means that one always has
to try to invite a person to weekday lectures and activities first. Only
when the person seems to have stalled in his growth process could he
be invited for Shabbos.*

Besides, our breaking of Shabbos for the sake of outreach would seem
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60 The Laws of Outreach

to be counterproductive in the long run. We cannot introduce people to
the Torah by breaking the very laws we are asking them to keep!

Some rabbinical authorities have applied these principles to situations
such as associating with Conservative and Reform, or giving co-ed classes
for the sake of kiruv.** However, the classical responsa do not use these
principles as a justification of such matters. Contemporary poskim compare
outreach endeavors to lifesaving activities when it comes to the issue of
precedence, determining who should be the beneficiary of kiruv when there
are limited resources.*” In addition, contemporary poskim have dealt with
the seder adifus—the prioritization preference when outreach clashes with
other mitzvos that one is engaged in,* and they have determined to what
degree leniencies for kiruv situations due to extenuating circumstances
apply.*” Rav Asher Weiss stated that we regard kiruv as being almost tan-
tamount to lifesaving.*® We must relate to kiruv with intense seriousness.
While the position of the Nachlas Shivah may not be practiced, he stated, it
is an indication of the greatness of the mitzvah of kiruv.*

The bottom line is that the poskim have not allowed one to transgress
Shabbos and other mitzvos in order to save the Yiddishkeit of someone
who is not yet Torah observant.
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