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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Shulchan Aruch (j”ut 566:6) states that on a rucm ,hbg, 
(public fast day), one who is not fasting should not be called up 
for an Aliyah. If a non-faster was inadvertently called up, the Bach 
says he should be allowed to say the brocho while the Taz argues, 
claiming that the brocho would be a vkyck vfrc. The Chasam 
Sofer, in the year 5571 was ill, and was compelled to eat on Tisha 
B’Av. After having eaten, he wondered (j”ut 157) what his 
response would be if his Talmidim wanted to give him an Aliyah 
at Mincha. He concluded that there was no problem, and that he 
could go up for the Aliyah, even vkhj,fk. He reasoned as follows: 
The problem with giving an Aliyah to a non-faster is his lack of 
connection with the Tzibur. It is similar to three people eating at 
one table together, and a Kohen eating alone at another. There is 
no need to honor the Kohen with bentsching for them because he 
has no ,up,ua (partnership) with them. Here too, a non-faster has 
no ,up,ua with the fasting Tzibur and can therefore not be thmun 
them by laining and/or by being vkug. However, on Tisha B’Av, 
the non-faster who was forced to eat is still obligated to complete 
the fast - he is permitted to indulge (eating etc..) only as far as 
necessary. Since he is still as chujn in the fast for the rest of the 
day as everyone else, he has ,up,ua with the Tzibur. Furthermore, 
since Tisha B’Av is a Moed - a Yom Tov during which there is a 
cuhj to lain, everyone is equally chujn in the laining and can be 
vkug.  The Chasam Sofer also held that according to this rationale, 
even if everyone in the Tzibur had been forced to eat on Tisha 
B’Av, there should still be a basis to lain kjhu during Mincha, 
unlike other fasts where a (cur) Minyan of fasters is needed. 
However, he declined to rule accordingly vagnk vfkv without 
further analysis.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Which Tzedaka request must be given priority from among the 
following: an institution that assists those with diminished 
eyesight, or those with diminished hearing ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When will a Psak be influenced by the Posek’s location ?)  
Tosafos (Sanhedrin 5a) states that in matters of r,hvu ruxht we 
rule according to the Psak of Chachomim in Eretz Yisroel who are 
wiser, since the air of Eretz Yisroel makes one wise, whereas in 
financial matters, such as to extract money, the Chachomim of 
Bavel were deemed superior.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
One may not greet a friend (hello, good morning) on Tisha B’Av 
nor send him a gift. If one is greeted by another, he should gently 
inform him of the ruxht and ask that he not be angry over the 
response. One may also not converse with another or walk out 
during the  ,ubhe on Tisha B’Av morning so as not to be distracted 
from the Aveilus. One may also not engage in work Tisha B’Av 
evening and during the day until Chatzos if the task will take more 
than a few moments and will potentially distract him from the 
Aveilus. (MB 554)    

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Megilah 15a) quotes R’ Elazar in the name of R’ 
Chanina saying that one who repeats something in the name of the 
one who originally said it, brings Geulah (redemption) to the 
world. The ejmh hcfuf (Maamar 1) notes that all the Tanaim, 
etc… and Chazal in general have always been very careful to 
comply with this statement, and wonders why the Shulchan Aruch 
makes no mention of it, other than a brief Remez in the Magen 
Avrohom (j”ut 156) that one who does not do so, transgresses a 
utk (a”g). He cites a similar question raised by R’ Yissocher Dov 
of Belz who asked, in light of all the Issurim one violates when 
speaking Lashon HoRa, why doesn’t the Shulchan Aruch come 
out with a clear Halacha  against it ? The Rebbe answers by 
reference to the Gemara (Bava Basra 164b) which quotes R’ 
Amram in the name of Rav that Lashon HoRa is one of 3 daily 
sins that one cannot avoid. To spare Bnei Yisroel from constant 
censure, the Mechaber and Rema decided to hint at it rather than 
state it clearly. The ejmh hcfuf suggests the same may apply to one 
who does not credit a statement’s author properly, as to claim 
others’ Torah thoughts as one’s own is very tempting, and hard to 
resist. What if one arrived at a conclusion already stated by 
another, but through a different analysis or for a different reason ? 
Must one still credit the statement’s originator ? The sus hsxj says 
no, citing: of,t ,ta hsck kfut tk …ofk rntu, where Moshe 
recounted how he determined that he was unable to govern Bnei 
Yisroel by himself, when that observation was made by Yisro 
saying: lsck uvag kfu, tk. Why didn’t Moshe quote Yisro ? It 
must be because, as Rashi explains, Moshe’s concern was that as a 
judge his liability for judicial error was too great, whereas Yisro’s 
concern was that Moshe would simply be worn out by judging 
everything himself. Moshe did not quote Yisro because he had 
arrived at Yisro’s conclusion for his own reason. thbgs t,xerpt 
(4:371) disagrees, claiming that it is always good to give credit for 
the original statement, especially where one’s own reason and/or 
analysis may be inadequate. Citing Yisro and his criticism could 
have been deemed Lashon HoRa, so Moshe remained silent. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A judge commented to R’ Chaim Brisker that the Torah states an 
ineffective deterrent to bribery. Since the Posuk says: sja je, tku 
which only makes it a “crime” to take a bribe, there is nothing to deter a 
litigant from constantly trying to corrupt a judge with a bribe. At least in 
secular law, the judge concluded, both giver and taker are held 
accountable and will be punished. Therefore there is less chance of a 
bribe. R’ Chaim responded wisely, “Since both the giver and taker will be 
punished under your laws, they will undoubtedly conduct their bribe in 
private, and each will cover the crime for the other. However, in Jewish 
law, the judge will not consent to take a bribe, even in private, because 
there is nothing to deter the giver from going around bragging how he 
bought his way out of a difficulty. Since the giver cannot be prosecuted 
for the bribe, he won’t bother to protect the judge, and the judge won’t 
trust him. As such, the Torah way provides even more deterrent !     
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Wercberger family. 


