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One who reads the megillah without intent has not fulfilled his obligation. For example, if he was
writing it or teaching it or proofing it, if he intended to fulfill his obligation, he has fulfilled it, and if
not, not.
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One who is engaged in blowing the shofar in order to learn how has not fulfilled his obligation.
Similarly one who heard him blowing the shofar has not fulfilled his obligation. If the listener intended
to fulfill his obligation but the blower had no intent to fulfill it for him, or vice versa, he has not fulfilled

his obligation until both have intent.
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If he ate matzah without intent, for example if he was compelled by idolaters or bandits to eat, he has
fulfilled his obligation.
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They sent a message to Shmuel’s Father: “They compelled him and he ate matzah, he fulfilled his
obligation.

Said Rava: “This implies that one who blows shofar for musical purposes fulfills his obligation”.
This is obvious - the two cases are identical!

It would have been thought that over there the Torah writes “eat Matzah”, and he has eaten, but here it
writes “a remembrance of feruah” and he is a mere mit’asek” - but this teaches us differently.
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R. Zeira said to his manservant: “Have intent and blow shofar for me”.
Seemingly he held that the blower must have intent!

T2 191w NdYNY? Nwn qod .6

IWNIY NI [XD XN ... KXY ... 0N 70N 119 709Y 11120 NAT 7Y NN ... Nwn Tan 7ya 200
'7nn "2 7192 0"annn 209 I aNd M. .. IR RN DR DY 23 1220 NNOIA 79N011 Y'wnl
[I'D 191U NYPNAT 70T NFTIR NYTYT KAY79 K71 . . . INY7 YnIvl RININT Y'un DN )IXT 191IY

['TN X7T (I NX¥N 79K INIXDI2 7aR NI JINT [1'0j71 "7 VPRI DR QVAWY? IR KT AT [1TNT
NIN22 [1ININTD NIND DY KXY RO KX X7 191W NY'PNAT A"URT N7 1'NT X7 X' TN2 07 27977 [N XN
N'NTN 19IUT A"YN 127'N 191IWT7 n¥nn XNIDMY 17TV N1 'NAdl NINd DY AN NIMYI D70 poynnn
M K7 IN7ORA NINY D M L L "IN WA MY RYT [2'071 N¥Nn 7RI INIRDIA DD Y TET
7"np NID XN7V2 POYNn XN 1'W7 YRINA ni7d XN AN zoynn
The Maggid Mishnah wondered at our Master (Rambam), who in the Laws of Matzah ruled that one
who is compelled to eat nonetheless fulfills his obligation, but here requires intent on the part of both
blower and listener, and thus wondered whether the text re matzah was correct . . . and the Ran wrote
that these rulings do not contradict because we see that R. Zeira required his manservant to have intent
when blowing for him, but regarding the one who was compelled to eat we see no one in the Talmud
explicitly disagreeing, and accordingly we don’t push it aside, but rather we say that even though
regarding shofar one cannot fulfill the obligation without intent regarding matzah one can since he
benefits, as is written in the Talmud “One who is mitasek with forbidden fats and/or sexual relations is
liable because he benefited”, and the Talmud itself explained why the case of shofar went beyond that
of matzah, and therefore even though the conclusion regarding shofar is rejected since we hold intent is
required, we accept that one who is compelled to eat matzah fulfills his obligation. And the Ran



explained that the Talmud’s argument was that since he benefits from eating he is not called mitasek,
but one who blows shofar for musical purposes might nonetheless be considered mitasek. ”
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S.V. It would have been thought that over there the Torah writes “eat Matzah”, and he has eaten -
And he benefited by eating, thus he is not a mitasek, for even regarding the obligation to bring a sin-
offering we say “One who is mitasek in forbidden fats and/or sexual relations is liable because he has
benefited”
S.V. But this teaches us differently -
That even though he is a mitasek he has fulfilled his obligation, since commandments do not require
intent.
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There the Torah says “You will eat matzot” and he has eaten, but regarding blowing the shofar we
require direction of the heart and it is lacking
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There are those who think it likely that R. Zeira and Rava do not disagree, that R. Zeira did not tell his
manservant to have intent to fulfill his obligation but rather that he required intent to listen and to make
a sound via blowing the shofar even not for the sake of the commandment, and as a result one does not
require intent for the commandment but one does require intent to listen and to make sound.
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Question: Why are shofar and megillah singled out to require intent when the Talmud says
commandments do not require intent?
Answer: If you are bothered as to how shofar and megillah differ from the other commandments, this is
certainly a deep question, but it is on the Talmud not on my father, and I was bothered by this question
for some time after my father zt”1’s death until I found a rationale which is that the commandments
regarding which they said intent is unnecessary are thise which are fulfilled by performing an action, for
the “body” of that action is the commandment, as for example eating and immersing and reading et al,
but shofar and megillah, since the “body” of the commandment is mere listening to sound if you do not
have intent what of the commandment have you done? But immersion et al even if you have not
directed your heart you have already fulfilled via the action. And listening to the megillah is like
listening to the shofar. Know this from our failure to require the reader of the megillah to direct his
heart to fulfill his obligation, but only the listener, but the reader himself is not under more stringency
than the reader of shema and if he directs his heart to read even though he has no intent to fulfill his
obligation he fulfills it, and prayer and shema are speech before the King of Kings and require special
intent.
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What is direction of the heart? All prayer without intent is not prayer. And if he prayed without intent
he should return and pray with intent.
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One who prayed without directing his heart should return and pray with intent. But if he directed his
heart during the first blessing this is no longer necessary.
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And he, may his Rock preserve him and may he live forever, said - It is proper for you to know that just
as there is service of G-d in speech and in action, [in speech] e.g. the Reading of the Torah and the
Reading of the Shema, and prayer et al, and in action e.g. making a mezuzah or a guardrailing or a
sukkah or ritual fringes or phylacteries et al, so too service of G-d in speech requires an action, for
example when you say “Hear O Israel etc.”, when you say “Hear” you must turn your concentration to
the implications of “Hear” and so with the rest of the verse, and behold this is one of the activities of
your intellect in the matter of the Unification and it is the action, and so with each and every word






