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QUESTION OF THE WEEK:
When must one who left out something in Shemona Esrei #1,
and then included it in repeating Shemona Esrei (#2), be required
to repeat Shemona Esrei again, but not if he left it out in #2 ?

 

(What is the connection between Shevat, Vayigash and the winter ?)

Pri Megadim ( ” 685) quotes the Levush who quotes R’ Eizik
Darshan’s cryptic statement that when Rosh Chodesh Shevat
falls on a Wednesday, the winter will be cold and snowy, and the
(sign) for this is
. Many Meforshim explain this as
follows:
‘
‘ ‘
– if the 3rd of Shevat falls
on a Friday, there will be a lot of snow. An alternative acronym
states: ‘
‘ ‘
.

    
     



 
 

DIN'S CORNER:



If one began a meal on Shabbos and continued it until after
Shabbos (such as Sholosh Seudos), he still says
during
bentsching since we go according to the beginning of the meal. If
Chanukah or Purim are on Sunday,
is not added here,
but
for Rosh Chodesh may be. (MB 188:33)
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The Gemara (Bava Kamma 80b) resolves a question about R’
Akiva’s Drasha that:
,
which means that two witnesses must establish all the pertinent
facts about the matter of their testimony, and not rely upon
testimony of others. Thus, the Gemara suggests that if two
testify to the theft of an animal, and two others testify that the
thief sold the animal, according to R’ Akiva the thief would not
have to pay 4 or 5 times the value (as is normally required)
because the
to the sale have no basis to believe that the
animal was stolen. However, the Gemara rejects this theory,
comparing it to testimony against an
, where the
who testify to her infidelity were not witness to her marriage.
Since the
to her marriage independently establish her
marital status, the two sets of
are not mutually dependent
and each is deemed “ ”. So too, the
to the
do not
need the
to the
to obligate the thief in paying
,
rendering them both “ ”. Tosafos adds that although
to an
’s infidelity would normally depend on the
to her
marriage to prosecute, if she were
- publicly accepted as
married, there is no dependency or lack of “ ”. Chasam Sofer
( ” 148) was asked to rule in a case where a younger brother
suggested that his older brother might not have been the father’s
Bechor. Although 2
testified that the older brother was their
mother’s
, and 2 others testified that the father had not
been married before, would not their testimonies be
?
The Chasam Sofer held that since the older brother had always
acted as a Bechor by fasting
, he is considered
and
is not necessary. As
testimony regarding his being a
such, testimony of the father’s previous non-marriage is “ ”.







  



 

 

  









 





 
 







  



A Lesson Can Be Learned From:
7KH5RSVKLW]HU5HEEHW]LQZDVDQLQWHOOLJHQWHGXFDWHGZRPDQZKRZDV
QRWDWDOOUHOXFWDQWWRFKDOOHQJHKHU KXVEDQG LQ PDWWHUV RI+DODFKD RU
&KDVLGXV2QHGD\VKHDVNHGKLPWRH[SODLQWKHPHDQLQJRIWKHGDLO\
EURFKR


ZKHUHPHQEOHVV+DVKHPIRUQRWKDYLQJEHHQ
FUHDWHGDVZRPHQ:KDWGLVWXUEHGKHUSDUWLFXODUO\ZDVWKHQRWLRQWKDW
WKDWWKHUHZHUHPDQ\LJQRUDQWERRULVKPHQZKRKDGQRNQRZOHGJHRI
WKH 7RUDK EXW ZKR DSSDUHQWO\ ZHUH JLYHQ WKH RSSRUWXQLW\ HDFK GD\
ZKHQ VD\LQJ WKLV EURFKR WR DUURJDQWO\ FODLP WKDW WKH\ ZHUH ´EHWWHUµ
WKDQ ZRPHQ DOO ZRPHQ HYHQ D ZRPDQ VXFK DV VKH ZKR ZDV VR
REYLRXVO\ RQ D KLJKHU VSLULWXDO DQG HGXFDWLRQDO OHYHO WKDQ WKH\ 7KH
5RSVKLW]HU DVVXUHG KHU WKDW VKH QHHGQ·W IHHO LQIHULRU WR DQ\ RI WKHVH
PHQE\YLUWXHRIWKLVEURFKR :KHQ HDFK PDQ VD\V


 LQ
WKHPRUQLQJWKHZRPDQKHLVUHIHUULQJWRDVWKHREMHFWRIKLVJUDWLWXGH
LVQRQHRWKHUWKDQKLVRZQZLIH:KLOHKHPD\IHHOVRPHZKDWVXSHULRU
WRKHUZKHQVD\LQJLWXSRQIXUWKHULQWURVSHFWLRQKHZLOOUHDOL]HWKDWKH
LVRIIHULQJWKDQNVIRUQRWKDYLQJEHHQJLYHQDVSRXVHVXFKDVKH

    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:



Shiur

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....

The Gemara (Nazir 23a) states that if two people roast a Korban
Pesach, and one eats it
(to fulfill the mitzvah) while the
other eats it as an
(in a gluttonous manner on a full
stomach), the one who ate
is called a
while the
other is called a
. Resh Lakish questions how we can consider
him a
; did he not fulfill the mitzvah, albeit in a less than
perfect manner ? Tosafos notes that it appears from here that a
gluttonous eating is still deemed an eating capable of fulfilling a
mitzvah, despite a Gemara (Yuma 80b) which says that if one ate
as a glutton on Yom Kippur (evening after having eaten his fill
beforehand) he is
, because such an act is deemed injurious.
Tosafos therefore distinguishes between an
where one
is so full that he is revolted by food, such as in the instance of
Yom Kippur, and where he is full enough that he is not desirous
of food, but can still enjoy it somewhat, such as in the case of
Pesach. Since the Gemara (Pesachim 70a) states that one should
eat the Korban Chagigah first so that the Korban Pesach is eaten
, we see that one is to be full when eating the Korban
Pesach, or rather that the Korban Pesach is what should fill us.
Therefore, the conditions under which one eats the Korban
Pesach are specifically where he has eaten until nearly full, but
not so much that the thought of more food is nauseating to him.
The
applies this to the statement in the Hagadah:
– all who are hungry
should come and eat, so that they will reach the point of nearsatiation before eating the Korban Pesach; all who are in need of
only the Korban Pesach, since they have already eaten their fill,
should come immediately and partake of the Korban.
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