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IMPORTANCE OF ....
The Gemara (Kesubos 69a) relates that Rav Huna instructed Rav
Sheshes to repeat a message to Rav Anan in specific words, and
stated that if Rav Sheshes failed to do so, he would be placed in
Cherem. Although Rav Sheshes complied, Tosafos asks, do we
not see from Yehudah (who satisfied his vow to Yaakov) that
one still requires nullification, even after fulfillment, to be
absolved of ���
 ? Tosafos answers that ���� / ���� is only
necessary when the ���
� (subject of the ���
) is unsure of his
ability to fulfill the condition, such as in Yehudah’s case, where
Binyomin’s fate would be in Yosef’s hands. Rav Sheshes
however, was confident he could repeat the message accurately.
It is interesting to note that Rashi adds the word: “�”����” to
Yehudah’s stipulation of �� ������,  with which he convinced
Yaakov to let Binyomin go with him. Yet, when he tells Yosef
why he is more responsible than the other brothers, Rashi says
that Yehudah was facing ���
 in both worlds. The Binyan Ariel
explains that the Shulchan Aruch (�”�� 228:45) rules that if one
accepts a conditional ���
 in ��� ���� upon himself, it cannot be
nullified because, as R’ Akiva Eiger points out, one cannot be
���� the vow before it takes effect, which will be in �”���. As
such, Yehudah’s plan could only have been based on his
confidence in Hashem’s promise that all the ����	 would survive
Yaakov, since Yehudah knew that Yosef was still alive.
According to Tosafos, Yehudah would therefore not require
����. However, in prior conversations with Yosef, the brothers
all referred to their missing brother as “�

�� ����”, until
Yehudah approached Yosef in 	��� and said “�� �����” – lying
out of fear (Rashi), but undoing with his words, the confidence of
his vow that no ��	 would die before Yaakov. Therefore, it was
now necessary to include  ”��� in Yehudah’s threatened ���
, as
Rashi explains, since a ���
 in  ”��� is susceptible to ����, and, as
the Shulchan Aruch (�”�� 229:1) states: ���� ���� ���� ����	 ��

– if a vow is partially nullified, its entirety is void.

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:
When must one say the same brocho several times in a row ?

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:
(What is permitted to do on Yom Tov but forbidden on Chanukah ?)

Rambam (����
 3:9) rules that if one vows to fast on Shabbos or
Yom Tov or every Tuesday etc…, he must fast on those days,
except on Chanukah or Purim, when he is forbidden to do so.

DIN'S CORNER:
One may not extend an invitation to another where he knows that
the invitee will not accept. This means that he may not badger
him to accept an invitation that is not sincere. He may, and
should however, invite him once or twice, to show proper ����

and avoid an unfortunate impression. (SMA �”�� 228:8)

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....
The Gemara (Bava Basra 7b) states that Rav Chisda had two
sons, both named Mar, and one was referred to as Mar Yenuka
while the other was called Mar Keshisha. Although Rashi and
Tosafos disagree over which was older, it appears that Rav
Chisda himself named and called them both Mar, and the second
names may have been used only by others. However, in a
situation where one had a daughter named ���	 and wished to
give his newborn son the same name, the ������ ���� (3:75)
stated four reasons to discourage it: 1) Since the names we give
today are not based on events, but on ancestors, it would look
like we have two ancestors by that name; 2) A spiritual bond is
formed between the ancestor and child, which could not include
another child; 3)  ��� ���; and 4) A ��	�� (blunder) of mistaken
identities could result. The ������ ���� held that even where a
name was based on an event, any one of these reasons is
sufficient to prevent its double use. Based on this, the � ���� ���
(11:56) questions whether one should also discourage the use of
a girl’s name (Eliezra) and a boy’s name (Eliezer) for a brother
and sister, where both are named for one grandfather. Putting
aside for the moment, the inadvisability of naming a female for a
male ancestor, Rav Waldenburg concludes that although some of
the ������ ����’s theories are relevant, one could name the
brother and sister as requested. The ���� ��� ’�	� (�”�� 58)
claims that even the ���� gave one name to two children, citing
the �� � ��� who suggests that ��	�� �� �
�� might mean that ��
had another son ��	��, who had previously died. The � ���� ���
doesn’t agree with the proof from here, since the �� � ��� never
said that the dead son must have also been called ��	�� – only
that he may have existed.

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:
$�SRRU�&KRVLG�RI�5·�<LVURHO��WKH�.R]QLW]HU�0DJLG��KDG�EHHQ�DVNLQJ�IRU
DQ�HIIHFWLYH�EURFKR�IRU���
���IRU�D�ORQJ�WLPH��2QH�GD\��WKH�0DJLG�WROG
WKH�&KRVLG�WKDW�WKHUH�ZDV�RQO\�RQH�SURIHVVLRQ�WKDW�KH�ZRXOG�EH������

LQ� ²� WKLHYHU\�� 7KH�&KRVLG�ZRXOGQ·W� KHDU� RI� LW�� EXW� ZKHQ� KLV� FKLOGUHQ
FULHG�IRU�IRRG�RQH�QLJKW��KH�GHFLGHG�WR�WHVW�WKH�0DJLG�·V�ZRUGV�DQG�DV
LI�E\�D�PLUDFOH��KH�RSHQHG�WKH� ORFNHG�GRRU�WR�D�VKRS�DQG�� LJQRULQJ�DOO
WKDW� OD\� EHIRUH� KLP�� KH� WRRN� RQO\� RQH� JROG� FRLQ�� ZLWK� ZKLFK� WR� EX\
EUHDG��:KHQ� WKDW� UDQ� RXW�� KH� GLG� WKH� VDPH� WR� DQRWKHU� VWRUH�� 6RRQ�
HYHU\RQH�ZDV� WDONLQJ� DERXW� WKH�P\VWHULRXV� WKLHI� ZKR� RQO\� WDNHV� RQH
FRLQ��$WWHPSWV�WR�FDWFK�KLP�IDLOHG��)LQDOO\��RQH�PDQ�ZDV�DEOH�WR�FDWFK
WKH�&KRVLG�LQ�WKH�DFW�DQG�KH�UHIXVHG�WR�VHW�KLP�IUHH��XQOHVV�WKH�&KRVLG
DJUHHG�WR�VWHDO�WKH� ORFDO�QREOHPDQ·V�WUHDVXUH�FKHVW��ZKLFK�WKH\�ZRXOG
VSOLW��7KH�&KRVLG� UHIXVHG�DW� ILUVW��EXW�KDYLQJ�QR�FKRLFH��KH�EURNH� LQWR
WKH�QREOH·V�KRXVH��7KHUH��KH�IRXQG�WZR�JXDUGV�LQ�IURQW�RI�WKH�WUHDVXUH
URRP�� SORWWLQJ� WR� SRLVRQ� WKH� QREOHPDQ� DQG� WDNH� WKH� WUHDVXUH
WKHPVHOYHV��+H� OHIW�DQG�WROG�KLV�FDSWRU�RI� WKH�SORW��VXJJHVWLQJ�WKDW�KH
WHOO� WKH�QREOHPDQ�DQG�FROOHFW�D�UHZDUG��7KH�FDSWRU� OLVWHQHG�DQG�ZKHQ
WKH�SORW�ZDV�XQFRYHUHG��KH�UHFHLYHG�D�UHZDUG��ZKLFK�KH�VSOLW�ZLWK�WKH
&KRVLG��ZKR�QRZ�UHSDLG�WKH�VWROHQ�JROG�FRLQV�DQG�UHWLUHG�IURP����
��

P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Kagan family.


