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IMPORTANCE OF ....

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....

The Gemara (Moed Katan 8b) explains that we do not marry
during Chol HaMoed because of the rule: vjnac vjna ihcrgn iht.
Tosafos cites a source which derives this from: ,tz guca tkn,
where Lavan wanted to wait until after Leah’s Sheva Berachos
week was over before letting Yaakov marry Rachel. Tosafos
compares it to the rule: ,ukhcj ,ukhcj ,uumn ihaug iht – we do not
bundle the performance of (several) mitzvos together, because we
need one’s heart focused on the one mitzvah, and we do not want
him to be distracted from it. This rationale is not the usual basis
for the ,ukhcj rule, which is that bundling mitzvos (e.g. purifying
2 Metzoras, giving bitter water to 2 Sotah women, etc..) gives the
impression that performing mitzvos is a burden. However, if the
rule is based on an inability to focus one’s Kavanah on more than
one mitzvah, according to the opinion that performing mitzvos
does not require Kavanah, there should be no ,ukhcj rule at all.
One possibility could be that the ,ukhcj rule would not apply
where one did 2 mitzvos with no Kavanah at all. But where one
had Kavanah, adding a second mitzvah would be a distraction
which the ,ukhcj rule sought to prevent. The Rambam (,ca
29:13) rules that one may not use one cup of wine for both
Kiddush and bentsching, as they are both D’Oraisa, implying
perhaps, that where one mitzvah is D’Oraisa and the other
D’Rabanan, the ,ukhcj rule would not apply. If, as some hold,
mitzvos D’Rabanan do not require Kavanah whereas D’Oraisa
ones do, this distinction may be based on Tosafos’ rationale.
However, if one is in doubt if he recited Birchas HaMazon, he
must say it again because bentsching (the first brocho) is
D’Oraisa and doubts are resolved strictly. The Magen Avraham
(j”ut 184:7) rules that he must also say the berachos D’Rabanan
of bentsching to avoid kuzkz. So too, if one performs a mitzvah
D’Oraisa with Kavanah, perhaps he should do the D’Rabanan
with it also with Kavanah, which would create a ,ukhcj problem.

The Mishna (Kesubos 57a) states that from the moment a woman
agrees to marry, she is to be given tweve months to prepare
herself. This is derived from Lavan’s request to Eliezer that Rivka
be allowed to wait ruag ut ohnh before marrying Yitzchok. The
Posuk says that after Yaakov worked seven years, he said to
Lavan: hnh utkn hf h,at ,t vcv - give me my wife for I have
completed my days. Rashi explains that those “days” refer to the
“ohsjt ohnh”, the singular days that his mother Rivka had
instructed him to stay with Lavan. The Ramban asks why Rashi
found it preferable to derive this reference. Could the days not
simply mean the seven years he had agreed to work for Lavan ?
The vru, hrsj explains that knowing Lavan, Yaakov should have
suspected that when he would come for Rachel’s hand after seven
years, Lavan would slyly demand that Yaakov now give her 12
months to prepare. Why didn’t Yaakov make his request after six
years ? The answer is that Rachel was at least 14 years old at this
time, since Yitzchok told Yaakov to go marry one of Lavan’s
daughters, implying that he had daughters at the time. Since
Yaakov learned in the Yeshiva of Shem and Ever for 14 years on
the way, Rachel and Leah must have been at least 14 by now, and
a 14 year old girl, who is a ,rduc, may only demand one month of
preparation. Still, Yaakov should have arrived a month early to
make his request, anticipating that Lavan would demand an extra
month. Therefore, Rashi explains that Yaakov did approach
Lavan one month before concluding his 7 year contract, which
was exactly 7 years after his arrival at Lavan’s house. Since the
Posuk says: ohnh asj ung cahu - Yaakov resided with Lavan for
one month before beginning to work for pay, 7 years later was the
exact fulfillment of Rivka’s instructions, without having yet
completed the 7 years of labor, as Rashi had explained.

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:

If one has regularly given Tzedaka to a poor person and now hears
that he is not (so) poor, may he stop giving him ?

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:
(May one disparage someone for not performing mitzvos ?)

One may disparage someone who is excluded from l,hng which
usually means he has transgressed a utk that makes him ineligible
to testify. However, Chazal have listed many areas where one is
called a gar for doing or neglecting to do something. In such
cases, where he has been warned and continues his behavior in a
rebellious (kug ,ehrp) way, he may also be disparaged.

DIN'S CORNER:

If one is Machmir where a mixture has at least 60 times more
Heter than Issur, and refuses to eat from it, such behavior is
gca rtcn cegh. First letters of gca rtcn = oa and last letters
deemed to be like Apikorsus. (Pischei Teshuvah s”uh 116:10)
of all 3 = rcg in whose yeshiva Yaakov learned for 14 years.
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