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And they uprooted their feet to go to a synagogue, etc.

Overview

The cited Xn™72 states that if people left in middle of their meal in order to go to
Shul (presumably to ‘daven’); when the return they are not required to make neither
a 711K 71972 (on what they already ate), not a 711w&A 71572 (for what they are going
to eat).
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From this X072 here it seems that if one forgot to ‘daven’ and he reminded
himself in middle of a meal, and he davened -
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That he is not required to recite even a MWK 7592 —

mooIn presents and rejects an opposing view:
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And this which 2y 21 9''977 brought proof from 27:7 192 99 not in accordance with
mooIn -
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For the X 13 there explains the ruling of 27 that it is forbidden to drink, since it is
impossible to drink and ‘bentch’ simultaneously, so therefore when returning
from shul, there is the requirement to recite 1''%;192 (for the past meal) and wash
the hands (for the continuing meal) —

! See ‘Thinking it over’.
2 See the previous Jawa 71"7 'o1n that according to another Xn»12, even when one is not required to make a X"3,
nevertheless he is required to make a 711wX1 7972 (for whatever he intends to eat now). However, according to this
XN*"13, one is not required even to make a WX 71272 if he interrupted his meal in order to daven.
3 Presumably when in the Xn*12 it states that they went to shul, it was in order to daven, and yet they do not require
any new 11273, not even a A1WXR" 1372, Additionally, the Xn»92 is discussing leaving the meal; it seems obvious that if
one davened in place, he certainly is not required to make a 11372.
4 See (PDIX 1191) W"R1 "0 footnote # 3 that this could be 777> "2 vy ", the son-in-law of >"w.
5> The xx there cites the story of 277 >7n%n (see later ¥,3p, and 7w 7"7 2,8 'O [TIE footnote # 10]), where X2» '3
told them that once they decided to bentch, they can no longer drink wine. See the '0Wn there Rnw™n 7"7 (in 1°211)
614"y 9"377 is arguing that just as by 277 >7°n2n, they cannot drink the wine since they decided to ‘bentch’, and one
cannot drink and bentch at the same time, therefore since we cannot drink while we are bentching, it is considered as
if we stopped drinking, and a new 17572 is required, similarly here by the davening, since one cannot eat and daven at
the same time, it should be considered as if they were ny7 m°0n from the meal, and require both a X"2 and 27> n%*v1.
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mooIn rejects this proof:
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It is no roof, for only regarding 1''»;193, which is an interruption and the ending

of a meal do we say this concept that one cannot drink and ‘bentch’ -
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However, regarding prayer, even though it is impossible to eat and daven at the
same time, it does not matter, and no new n>72 are required.

Summary
There 1s no need to either bentch or make a new 11572, when one leaves his meal to

go daven.

Thinking it over
Mmoo writes 'vawn 18o7'.8 It would seem that it is more than ynwn, it is 121, evident!
Why does 'on write vawn?!®

7 mpoIn seems to be saying that the notion of X"X 7777 *7:72 31721 ®Xnwn, does not mean that practically one cannot do
two different things at the same time, but rather that these two things are conceptually opposed to each other; bentching
indicates stopping to eat, and drinking indicates continuing to eat. They are two opposites, therefore since bentching
indicates stopping to eat, one cannot continue to eat/drink. However here, davening does not indicate at all a cessation
of eating, therefore the fact the we cannot eat and daven at the same time is irrelevant.
8 See footnote # 1.
% See 7" N1 17 2,8p M1RN.
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