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IMPORTANCE OF ....   
The Gemara (Kesubos 33a) discusses the requirement that one 
must be adequately warned of the specific consequences of his 
sinful act beforehand, in order that he be punished accordingly. 
The question arises, if one is warned that striking someone and 
killing him will be punishable by execution, does that also include 
a warning that if his victim survives, he will be punished by the 
lesser punishment of Malkus instead ? Tosafos suggests that the 
need for a specific warning is based on a cu,fv ,rhzd, and even a 
warning that an act is punishable by one form of execution does 
not include another form of execution. The Meforshim note that 
the 3 groups of Makos in Egypt corresponding to c”jtc a”sg l”ms 
were categorized separately due to features unique to each group, 
e.g. l”ms – activated by Aharon with a staff; a”sg – by Moshe 
without a staff; and c”jtc - by Moshe with a staff. However, all 3 
groups were consistent in that Pharaoh was warned before the 
first and second in each group, but not the third. The Panim Yafos 
cites the Gemara (Kidushin 20a) which states that if one 
transgressed and repeated his transgression, r,hvf uk vagb – it 
becomes in his eyes, permitted. The Gemara (Avodah Zarah 2b) 
states that when Hashem saw how the Goyim don’t observe their 
seven mitzvos, irh,vu sng – He released them from observance. 
As such, for each specific group of Makos, a warning was issued 
to Pharaoh for the first two because each vfn punishment was 
different. But no warning was necessary for the third, since they 
were now operating under a “r,hv”. The Rambam (vmnu .nj) 
brings his Nusach of the Hagadah, and the Hagahos Maimonios 
(2) notes that the 3rd vfn in each group was not preceded by a 
warning because all 3 occurred together each time, i.e. ohbf 
included elements of ihja and laj, and the Makos of ihja and 
laj included elements of the other two. This is indicated by an 
acrostic formed by placing the 3 Makos in a column:             such 
that reading up forms each of the 3 Makos as well.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If someone has g"k trouble with his eyes, must he be tmuh the 
obligation of oudr, sjtu tren ohba by hearing it from another ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Where would a thief not have to pay back the money if used for a vumn ?)  
Rashi (Kidushin 52b) states that if a thief wishes to betroth a 
woman with money that he stole from her, it is valid provided the 
lusha had previously been made. This indicates that she was kjun 
and the thief/husband need therefore not make restitution.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one recited a brocho over food and was then presented with 
more of the same type of food, he need not say another brocho 
even though he did not have the second item in mind. However, if 
the second item is a different type, albeit requiring the same 
brocho (e.g. first he ate fish and was later given beer), he must 
say another SheHakol, unless both items were before him or he 
had specific intent to include both. (MB 206:20-23)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Menachos 34b) states that although the Tefillin Shel 
Rosh (Tefillin worn on the head) has four Parshios – each in its 
own compartment, while the Tefillin Shel Yad (Tefillin worn on 
the arm)  has all 4 Parshios in one compartment, if one has no 
Shel Yad but has 2 Shel Rosh, he may convert one Shel Rosh into 
a Shel Yad by covering the Shel Rosh with a single piece of hide, 
giving it the appearance of a single compartment. The Gemara 
cites a ruling which permits converting a Shel Yad into a Shel 
Rosh, as the Shel Rosh has a higher degree of sancity, but 
prohibits converting a Shel Rosh into a Shel Yad, as such would 
be lowering its sanctity. The Gemara explains that this ruling was 
made regarding used Tefillin, and since the Shel Rosh was worn 
on the head even once, it may no longer be worn on the arm. 
However, where the Tefillin are new, since they were never used 
yet, conversion from Shel Rosh-designate to Shel Yad is 
permitted. This distinction supports the view of Rava who holds 
that mere designation is not legally significant. As such, making a 
Shel Rosh in the first place does not mean it is a Shel Rosh until it 
is used as a Shel Rosh. However, according to Abaye who holds 
that t,khn vbnzv – designation as a Shel Rosh which takes place 
when one makes it a Shel Rosh is meaningful, the only way to 
convert it to Shel Yad would be if one had that possibility in mind 
when it was made. R’ Akiva Eiger (Teshuvos 2) points out that 
the Gemara (Sanhedrin 48b) elaborates on the Machlokes of Rava 
and Abaye, and even according to Rava, sanctity can be conferred 
by designation, even prior to first use, as is done with the Eglah 
Arufah. Should it not certainly be the case with regard to Tefillin 
as well ? If so, even if not yet used, a Shel Rosh sanctity should 
not be compromised by conversion. He suggests that even if 
sanctity can be conferred by designation, since Rava holds (and 
we rule) that t,khn utk vbnzv generally, the sanctity itself is basic, 
and is not subject to rules restricting it from being lowered to a 
different level. As such, conversion can be done. a”g 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Eizel Charif once made an appeal for an important communal need, 
stressing the importance to the wealthy members of the Kehila. Rather 
than have the Gabbai go around for pledges, R’ Eizel suggested that 
everyone include a substantial donation for this cause when they 
received an Aliyah during Krias HaTorah. The next Shabbos, when they 
reached Krias HaTorah, suddenly the Shul had quietly emptied out, 
leaving behind barely a minyan of the poorer people in town. When 
Krias HaTorah was finished, the Shul had once again filled up. Before the 
davening resumed, R’ Eizel stood up and said: “How appropriate are the 
words of Chazal ! Before Krias HaTorah we are accustomed to say the 
Posuk: lhbpn lhtban uxbhu …‘s vnue van rnthu irtv gxbc hvhu, and 
Rashi explains that lhtban refers to ktrah htbua, for he who hates 
another Jew is deemed to hate Hashem. Today we have seen how those 
who have no feeling for another Jew fulfilled lhtban uxbhu by running 
out. It is only after Krias HaTorah, when we return the Sefer Torah to 
the Aron HaKodesh, that we say: ktrah hpkt ,uccr ‘s vcua – 
welcoming back the distinguished (ktrah hpkt) for whom it is now 
‘safe’ to return. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


