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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Pesachim 37b) records a Machlokes regarding 
bread that was initially cooked and subsequently baked. The 
Tanna Kamma holds that as long as it was baked eventually, it is 
called Lechem, and one is obligated to separate Challah from it; 
according to R’ Yehudah, only that which is baked first (and not 
cooked first) can be called Lechem, and as such, there is no 
Challah obligation if it is cooked first. R’ Yehudah derives his 
position from the Posuk: sjt rub,c ofnjk ohab rag uptu – where 
we see that Lechem is that which is baked in one oven, not a pot 
and an oven. Rashi notes that the curse inherent in this Posuk 
which requires 10 women to bake bread in one oven is the 
apparent lack of firewood. But doesn’t the Gemara (Beitzah 17a) 
suggest that a woman should fill her oven with bread because, the 
more loaves baking together, the better each one will bake ?  The 
Kehilas Yitzchok points out how later generations relieved 
themselves of Maaser obligations by bringing their grain into 
storage via the roof (Berachos 35b) or in its outer shell to serve as 
animal feed (Pesachim 9a). Chazal viewed such strategies as 
acceptable, and if one may employ such a vnrgv on his Maaser 
obligation, there is no reason why one could not do the same to 
exempt himself from Challah, by first cooking the bread before 
baking it (according to R’ Yehudah). As such, one could 
understand the curse inherent in the above Posuk as reflective of 
the general starvation foretold in the Tochachah, in spite of which 
one would be obligated to separate Challah from all the baked 
bread. If so, should they not have employed the above vnrgv and 
cooked their bread before baking it, to exempt themselves from 
Challah and provide a little more bread to their families ? Rashi 
therefore informs us that there was a shortage of firewood, which, 
if the women were forced to bake together in one oven, they 
certainly did not have enough wood to first cook the bread.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would someone be Yotzay something by the Shliach Tzibur 
saying it, even though he doesn’t hear him or see him ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When may one answer Amein to a brocho while in the middle of one ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (51:2) cites the Magen Avraham’s opinion 
that while one is in the middle of rnta lurc (or jc,ah) one may 
interrupt and answer int to other berachos, but not if the other 
brocho is rnta lurc. This is because those 2 berachos are not 
mentioned in the Gemara. a“g  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one wishes to travel to Eretz Yisroel but his parents need him, 
then if he is currently busy fulfilling the mitzvah of Kibud Av 
V’Eim, he must continue, and not leave them. If he wishes to go 
to Eretz Yisroel for reasons associated with Chinuch for his own 
children, then he may leave his parents and go. If his parents 
don’t really need him, but they like to know that he is nearby, he 
may also leave them and go to Eretz Yisroel. (Teshuvos 
V’Hanhagos (2:449)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Mishna (Arachin 31b) states that since we derive from the 
words: u,kutd ‘hv, ohnh that one who sells a residence in a walled 
city may redeem it up to a year, the buyers would hide on the last 
day of that year to prevent the seller from delivering the money 
and taking back the property. Therefore, Hillel established a vbe, 
allowing a seller in this situation to deposit the money with Beis 
Din and forcibly repossess the house. The Sefer HaAgudah on 
Gittin (132) learns from this that without Hillel’s vbe,, the seller 
would not have been able to argue that his inability to redeem was 
an xbut caused by the buyer’s disappearance, since he should have 
shown up earlier and not waited for the last day. The Agudah 
maintains, if one swears he will do something within 30 days and 
then on the 30th day, circumstances beyond his control prevent 
him from fulfilling his word, he cannot claim that it was an xbut, 
because he also should have taken care of it earlier. However, the 
Chasam Sofer (n”uj 42) questions the validity of this association 
because a seller is given a year to redeem for this very reason - he 
may not come up with the money until the last day ! The Magen 
Avraham (j”ut 108:11) points out that if one planned to daven 
(e.g. Mincha) when he still had time (but didn’t), and then later 
finds that it is too late, he is considered an xbut and he may make 
it up at the next Tefilah. According to the Agudah, why should he 
be able to claim xbut if he waited until the last minute ? R’ Akiva 
Eiger (ibid) distinguishes the Agudah’s case of a property where 
if the money is not handed over, no transfer of ownership could 
occur. Missing a Tefilah, as long as there was no overt 
negligence, is exactly the situation for which Tashlumin was 
arranged. A man once gave his wife a Get to be effective after 30 
days, provided he did not return home before then, appear before 
her and make up with her. When he arrived before the 30th day, he 
discovered that his wife was hiding from him, and he was thus 
unable to reconcile with her. The Mabit (2:177) ruled that had he 
arrived in town and done nothing to find her and present himself, 
the Get would have been effective. However, as he had done all 
that he could in trying to fulfill the condition, the Get was deemed 
null and void.       

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A certain Rosh Yeshiva came to the Chazon Ish and asked him how one 
can remove from oneself vkhft ,ut, - the desire for food. He had been 
working on it for a while, but he still sensed and enjoyed the taste of 
food. The Chazon Ish replied that he did not have a specific suggestion 
for that, but it seemed reasonable that a person is impressed by 
something only as long as there isn’t something else that impresses him 
more. No one pays attention to something cheap when in possession of 
something expensive. So the Chazon Ish proposed that if one immerses 
his entire self and all his senses in Torah study, he won’t feel a desire for 
anything else, concluding with a remark that “we don’t believe that the 
[author of the] Ketzos sensed a taste in a piece of Kugel”.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


