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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Sanhedrin 60b) states that if a man slaughtered an 
animal with the intent to gather and use its blood to worship  
idolatry, R’ Yochanan invalidates the Shechitah itself, while 
Reish Lakish does not. The Gemara establishes that even Reish 
Lakish would still find the man liable for Avodah Zarah, similar 
to one who worshipped a mountain, where although the mountain 
does not become Avodah Zarah thereby, the worshipper is still 
liable. Tosafos (Chulin 39a) asks: if Reish Lakish would find him 
liable after the Shechitah, it must be because of his stated intent to 
later worship Avodah Zarah with the blood. How is this different 
than one who says “I am going to worship Avodah Zarah”, where 
he is not liable yet, because he may change his mind before 
actually doing it ? Tosafos answers that since he already did a 
physical act, i.e. the Shechitah, we do not give him the benefit of 
a doubt that he might change his mind. The Maharsham (1:118) 
cited this Tosafos as support when ruling to permit an Agunah to 
remarry, where her husband had threatened to commit suicide, 
and had written a letter to his parents stating that he was about to 
do so, and then a body, purportedly his, turned up. The 
Maharsham argued that although people tend to exaggerate, the 
fact that he wrote his parents a letter constituted a physical act in 
furtherance of his stated plan, and we may assume that he did not 
change his mind. The Gemara (Sanhedrin 109a) states that the 
people involved in building the tower of Bavel all had intended to 
use the tower when completed, to worship Avodah Zarah. The 
Beis HaLevi asks Tosafos’ question, pointing out that they did not 
complete the tower, and so, they were left only with an intent to 
worship Avodah Zarah. Couldn’t they have changed their minds ? 
However, as Tosafos answered, their physical act of building the 
tower removed that possibility, as the Posuk indicates with the 
words: ,uagk unzh rat kf … ,uagk okjv vzu.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Where in davening do we find 8 words in a row beginning with k 
which illustrates the axiom that sometimes more is less ?     

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(If buying a vtb ,hky is a mitzvah, why isn’t buying a  vtb vrhs ?)  
The Magen Avrohom (j”ut 24) states that uvubtu hke vz encourages 
the purchase of a vtb ,hky to fulfill the mitzvah of attaching 
Tzitzis to it. The Mishmeres Shalom suggests that this only applies 
to what is itself a vumn ka tmpj.  Adding Tzitzis to a Talis changes 
the Talis and creates an entity called vumn ka ,hky. A Mezuzah 
does not change the house or the door to which it is affixed into a 
vumn ka tmpj so uvubtu hke vz will not apply to it.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
A Chasan does not say Tachanun on the day leading up to his 
Chasunah, even if the Chupah will be at night, because he is 
fasting and the day is like Yom Kippur for him. Technically, the 
Tzibur should say Tachanun in such a case, even if the Chasan 
does not walk out, but if they wish to “celebrate with him” and 
skip it, they may. (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 5:50)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Mishna (Machshirin 2:7) states that if one finds an 
unidentified infant in a city whose residents are 50% Jewish, the 
Halachos that apply to this infant are to include Chumros 
associated with both possibilities – that he might be a Jew, and 
might not be. The question is raised: what about Shabbos ? Does 
not the Gemara (Sanhedrin 58b) derive from u,ucah tk vkhku ouhu 
that a non-Jew may not observe Shabbos ? The Panim Yafos 
suggests that a non-Jew is only prohibited from observing a 
Shabbos which starts with the day, followed by the night, as the 
order of the Posuk: vkhk ouhu indicates. To observe it as we do – 
starting Friday night, is not prohibited, so the epx child could do 
so. The Binyan Tzion (1:126) does not find the order of vkhku ouhu 
compelling, as the phrase is found this way throughout TaNach, 
and suggests instead that the concept of vftkn to a non-Jew 
comprises “work”, which might include activities related to 
employment or heavy lifting, but not the 39 Melachos. Thus, the 
epx child could do something Mutar to us, but strenuous, to 
violate a non-Jewish “Shabbos”.  The Maharam Shick (j”ut 145) 
quotes the Chasam Sofer’s suggestion that if such a epx person 
wore Tzitzis on Shabbos, it would be “carrying” for a non-Jew, 
who has no mitzvah or need to wear it, but perfectly acceptable 
for his Jewish persona. The same three theories would seem to 
apply equally well to one who is studying/training for conversion 
to Judaism. Since technically he/she is still a non-Jew, the need to 
“practice” might not be a sufficient excuse to justify abrogation of 
u,ucah tk vkhku ouhu by Shabbos observance. However, in light of 
the above, the vcuj hnka (s”uh 56) suggests that there is therefore 
no need to force a would-be-Ger to specifically violate Shabbos 
each week by carrying or writing etc.., as was often the custom.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Yitzchok of Ponovezh was present at a town meeting, called together 
to discuss certain community matters. The participants with the loudest 
mouths were invariably those with the most money and the least 
education. As they jockeyed for influence, each sought to establish his 
authority by reference to his Yichus (former leaders, bankers, etc…) and 
the meeting quickly degenerated. R’ Yitzchok stood up and got their 
attention. “Rabosai, let me tell you a story. Once, the donkeys 
(representative) came before the Heavenly Beis Din, and complained 
that wild animals lived freely in the forest, without human dominance, 
able to feed themselves, and even the other domesticated animals, who 
are dominated by humans, are fed abundantly. ‘We are beasts of burden, 
given no rest and little food, beaten constantly, and our very existence is 
defined as slave labor for humans. If that is what is meant for us, we will 
accept it, but at least give us the ability to speak, so we may relieve our 
pain by grumbling’. Their request was granted, and one donkey was 
chosen – that of Bilaam, as a first “test case”. However, as soon as 
Bilaam reacted to the donkey’s speaking with disrespect, the donkey 
began to boast about his Yichus - … hkg ,cfr rat lbu,t hfbt tkv. In 
Heaven this was viewed as a failed experiment, and a decision was made 
to withdraw speech from the donkeys, stating that if veh,a (silence) is 
good for the wise, it is certainly good for donkeys !” 

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


