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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Menachos 40b) states that if one affixes Tzitzis to a 
four-cornered garment that already has Tzitzis on it, R’ Zeira says 
that it may be worn, as long as he removes the original Tzitzis. R’ 
Papa explains that it was never his intention to add Tzitzis to the 
garment, but rather to replace them. The act of affixing the new 
Tzitzis is considered to be a Bitul of the original Tzitzis, so there is 
no question of ;hxu, kc.  Tosafos notes that sometimes one can 
transgress ;hxu, kc without an intent to do so, but concedes that 
where his intent is Bitul, there is no problem. R’ Yonasan Steif 
was asked what to do where a room seemed to have two 
entrances, and the homeowner was prepared to affix a Mezuzah 
on the right hand doorpost of both entrances. Would this 
transgress ;hxu, kc ? He concludes that the second Mezuzah may 
be affixed on the second entrance with a similar Kavanah, i.e. that 
he only wishes to be tmuh with the Mezuzah that is truly on the 
entrance, and that affixing the other one, whichever it is, should 
not be deemed an act of the mitzvah. The Mishmeres Chaim asks 
why is this different from Tefillin ? If someone put Tefillin on 
both his arms, no one would say that there is any question of 
;hxu, kc since the right arm has no connection to the mitzvah. So 
too, whichever “entrance” is not the true entrance has a Mezuzah 
on what turns out to be its left side, which should also not present 
a problem. He answers that indeed Tefillin has no connection with 
the right arm. However a Mezuzah, vkhj,fk requires two 
doorposts and a threshold. Thus a condition that obligates a 
Mezuzah includes both the right and left doorpost. As such, 
placing a Mezuzah on the left doorpost utilizes that doorpost for a 
participation in the mitzvah that is more than was initially 
intended, which raises a question of ;hxu, kc.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Where would we not allow an Aveil to daven the whole weekday   
Shacharis before the Amud, but would allow him to regularly take 
over from Ashrei-Uva L’Tzion, even without another Chiyuv ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Where is it ruxt to speak to someone directly, but r,un in a group?)  
Teshuvos V’Hanhagos (4:76) cites Rav Shach ZT”L as ruling that 
one may not call a person with a hearing aid, up for an Aliyah on 
Shabbos, since in so doing, one is directly activating the hearing 
aid. However, this does not prevent the Tzibur from davening 
with raised voices while he is also in the room.      

DIN'S CORNER:  
One may accept Shabbos upon oneself from the time of Plag 
HaMincha and on. Plag HaMincha is half way between Mincha 
Ketana and Shkiya. Prior to this time, one cannot accept Shabbos 
and any attempt to do so is meaningless. If he accepted Shabbos 
after Plag HaMincha, all the regular Shabbos prohibitions apply. 
Since this additional period is called Tosefes Shabbos, there is one 
leniency that applies during this time. It is permissible during 
Tosefes Shabbos to ask another Jew (who has not yet accepted 
Shabbos) or a non-Jew to do a necessary melacha, even if on 
regular Shabbos itself it is not permitted. (MB 261:25 & 263:64) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Berachos 49b) records a Machlokes regarding the  
Posuk: ,frcu ,gcau ,kftu, wherein R’ Meir translates the words 
,gcau ,kftu as referring to eating and drinking, which will 
obligate Torah bentsching, and R’ Yehudah understands them as 
a requirement to eat [enough] to be satiated in order to obligate 
bentsching. The Shulchan Aruch (197:4) rules that if several 
people ate together and not everyone ate to satiation, Zimun 
should be said by one who did eat that amount, and the Rema 
adds that if possible, one should also choose one who drank. A 
Katan (minor) is obligated MiDeRabanan for Chinuch regardless 
(ibid 186:2). R’ Akiva Eiger considers a situation where a Katan 
ate a meal just before the evening in which he becomes Bar 
Mitzvah. If he ate to satiation and he is still satiated after nightfall, 
does a new Torah obligation to bentsch apply ? What if he had 
already bentsched before nightfall ? The Chochmas Adam (153) 
ruled that if an Onain (one who is about to become an Aveil after 
a deceased relative’s burial, and who is Potur from all mitzvos 
until then) ate a meal to satiation shortly before the burial, and he 
is still satiated after the burial, he must then bentsch. Why should 
a Katan who becomes Bar Mitzvah be different ? R’ Akiva Eiger 
suggests that the Torah’s obligation applies to a continuous 
period  stretching from eating (vghca hsf) through digestion. The 
Onain qualified under this definition, even if at the moment of 
satiation he was exempt from bentsching for an unrelated reason. 
After the burial, the exemption reason no longer exists, so he 
must now bentsch. However, the Katan was not a tcuhj rc at the 
time he ate, so his eating doesn’t qualify, even if he later became 
a tcuhj rc. Similarly, the Shulchan Aruch (j”ut 188:10) 
establishes that one recites vmr in bentsching following Sholosh 
Seudos, even if one bentsches after Shabbos has ended, because 
we follow the beginning of the meal, which took place on 
Shabbos, at which time the obligation to say vmr took hold. 
However, if one began a meal before Shabbos, and it continued 
into Shabbos, no vmr obligation has been established.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A certain elderly Rav who lived in Tel Aviv used to walk through a busy 
area populated by businesses, seniors with time on their hands and little 
children, playing under the watchful eye of their mothers. The Rav 
walked slowly, with his long beard and long coat, and everyone who 
noticed his Hadras Panim opened a path for him as he walked through 
their midst. He remarked to a relative that he walked for health reasons, 
as per his doctor. “But I often return home in worse health than when I 
begin. It is because I see all around me pure and innocent children, 
without a Kipah, who eat without reciting a brocho, and it literally 
sickens me”. The relative asked him why he didn’t choose a different 
area to walk in. The Rav replied “It is because I want those children to 
be aware of what a Rav in Klal Yisroel looks like. If I would have the 
strength I would organize campaigns and protests to educate and 
expose Acheinu Bnei Yisroel to Hashem and His Torah. But in my 
condition, the most I can do is to conduct a private protest by walking 
among them, even if I find it difficult”.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Grossman family. 


