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Review Sheet on Dinei Ikar Vetafel in Berachos (Siman 212)

Ikar Vetafel in a Mixture

Shulchan Aruch (212:1): He brings down that the rule of ikar vetafel dictates that you should make a beracho on the ikar and thus patur the chiuv beracho on the tafel. This rule applies both in a situation of ikar and tafel that are separate or mixed. (We will see more exact qualifications ahead).

Mishnah Brurah (212:1)/ Biur Halacha (212:1 “Im Haikar Meurav”): The Achronim argue as to the exact definition of a “mixture”. The Derech Hachayim and Pri Megadim hold that even a mixture where the foods are recognizable one from the other (i.e. salad) is considered a mixture in this regard since they are eaten together. The Chayeh Adam says that the definition of a mixture is only when the foods are so mixed together that they are unidentifiable as separate entities anymore (i.e. some types of chulent). Lemaseh the Biur Halacha says that we say suffeik berachos lehakeil and therefore even by a salad we consider it a mixture and make one beracho on the ikar and patur the tafel.

Mishnah Brurah (168:45): He mentions a case of a spread on a thin cracker (not baked together). He says that if you eat spread on a cracker and the cracker is tasty (and therefore not just being used to hold the spread) you make two berachos. This seems to be a mixture where the two foods are eaten together but recognizable and yet we are making two berachos! (How do we rectify this with the Mishnah Brurah in Siman 212?

Vezos Haberacho: He explains that the Mishnah Brurah holds that we can rely on the Chayeh Adam (to make two berachos) in a mixture of foods where the items are on top of one another in layers. In such a case it is very possible that the Derech Hachayim and Pri Megadim would agree that it is not really a mixture.

Now that we have a clear definition of a “mixture” we need to know how to determine what food is the tafel in the mixture.

Mishnah Brurah (168:45): Even in a case where there are foods on top of one another in layers if the two foods are baked together they take on the status of “one tavshil” and should be treated with the halachos of mixtures.

Mishnah Brurah (212:1): He gives 3 basic examples of how to determine the tafel. 1) When one of the ingredients in the mixture is only added in to enhance or prepare the other food in the mixture it is automatically the tafel, 2) When both foods in the mixture are things you want to eat for there own sake then in a stam case the majority is the ikar, 3) When both foods are in the mixture for their own sake but one is by definition less chashuv then the other it is automatically tafel even if it is the majority (i.e. vegetables with broth).

Biur Halacha (ibid)/ Mishnah Brurah (212:5 meduyak in his words): From the words of the Derech Hachayim there is seemingly a fourth category. 4) When you have a mixture of two foods that you would have eaten for their own sake but in the mixture one of them is “the main reason” you want to eat the mixture then you make a beracho on the chaviv even if it is the minority. (Even though the Achronim say that the concept of chaviv doesn’t make a tafel into an ikar or even justify making the beracho on the tafel first that is only in a case of a tafel hameshamesh but in a case of a stam mixture of two foods that you would eat for their own sake then chaviv can certainly help to determine the ikar. According to this approach when the Mishnah Brurah says we determine the ikar of such a mixture based on the majority he means only in a case where you have no other way of determining the ikar but if you have in your mind a clear ikar then you don’t need to come on to the majority. 

The Achronim argue as to what the rationale is for determining the ikar by majority.

Taz (202:1): He holds that using the majority to determine the ikar in a mixture is a function of tafel hameshamesh. Just like we see that foods that are only eaten to serve another food are tafel so too foods that are the minority are subjugated in their importance and become tafel.

Gra (202:3)/ Shar Hatzion (208:34): They disagree and say that using “majority” to determine the ikar in a mixture (with two foods that you would eat for their own sake) is not a function of ikar vetafel it is a function of giving a “name” to the mixture. The Torah says that you determine the “name” of a mixture (either heter or issur) by the majority. The majority doesn’t tell us so much what the ikar is but what the mixture is. Once we have a name for the mixture anything else in the mixture is called by the same name and indirectly becomes tafel.

Ikar Vetafel with Separate Foods


Tafel Hameshamesh

Shulchan Aruch (212:1)/ Mishnah Brurah (212:2,4): The Shulchan Aruch brings down the Mishnah from Berachos 44a that there is a concept of ikar and tafel where the tafel is only being eaten because of the ikar (but not for its own sake). In such a case the tafel doesn’t require its own beracho whether you are eating it together with the ikar or after the ikar. For the beracho on the ikar to apply to the tafel you need one of three conditions. 1) Either the tafel must be in front of you on the table, 2) if it wasn’t on the table then you needed to have the tafel explicitly in mind at the time of the beracho, 3) even if it wasn’t on the table or in your mind if it is a food that you normally eat together with this ikar then it is as if you had it in mind. If you didn’t have these conditions then you have to make a separate beracho on the tafel, however in such a case you only make a Shehakol on the tafel and not its normal beracho. Furthermore if you had one of the necessary conditions from above but in between eating the ikar and the tafel you had a shinui makom then you also need to make a separate beracho on the tafel.
Mishnah Brurah (212:3,5)/ Shar Hatzion (212:9)/ Mishnah Brurah (212:5): Although the simple meaning of Shulchan Aruch is that as long as the purpose of eating the bread is to neutralize the saltiness that is enough to make it a tafel even if you are hungry or you want the herring more. However the M.B. says that is not really true it must be that you have no desire to eat the bread at all except for the purpose of neutralizing the saltiness. (This is really dependant on a machlokes Rishonim. The Rambam holds that the bread must be eaten totally for an auxiliary purpose and not for itself at all. The Meiri and the Tur hold that as long as the main function of the bread is to neutralize that is enogh to make the bread a tafel even if you are hungry for it or just prefer the fish.)

Lemaseh: The Mishnah Brurah says in the name of the Shlah that since it is very difficult to know whether you are only eating the bread for the auzilliary purpose and not for its own sake at all therefore it is praiseworthy to refrain from using bread in this way. The exception to this is using bread in this way at the end of a meal when you are totally full. It is safe to infer from this Mishnah Brurah that this warning of the Shlah only applies to bread and Mezonos (which have unique chashivus and are very rarely tafel) however using other foods as a tafel hameshamesh is not a problem at all even if you are hungry or you get enjoyment when eating them. (The rationale for this chiluk is that by all other foods since they are serving a clearly tafel function that is sufficient since they are not inherently chashuv like Mezonos or bread)

Rema (212:1)/ Mishnah Brurah (212:5): The Rema holds that if the tafel is chaviv to you then you should make a separate beracho on it first. The Mishnah Brurah brings from Rishonim and Achronim that this is not the halacha lemaseh. We hold that since in our case the only reason you are eating the tafel is because of the ikar, therefore it isn’t shayach to apply the din chaviv.

Mishnah Brurah (2121:5): There is a case which resembles tafel hameshamesh but isn’t. If you drink some whisky and eat some crackers but your kavanah is to enjoy both then you make two separate berachos. 

Tafel Hamelafes
Mishnah Brurah (212:6): He mentions another category of tafel, which are foods that are eaten as accompaniments to other foods. He gives the example of cheesecake. Even though the cheese is tasty and enjoyable and you want to eat it nevertheless since it’s function now is to accompany the cake it is tafel. (We assume the cheese is accompanying the cake because the cake is Mezonos). This type of tafel is only patur from a beracho when you actually eat it together with the ikar. (If you finish the ikar and there is a little bit of the tafel left over you don’t need a new beracho on it). 

The Mishnah Brurah in another place seems to contradict what he said above.

Mishnah Brurah (168:45): Here the Mishnah Brurah holds that if you have Mezonos and spread and you want to eat both then you make two berachos. Why doesn’t he automatically assume like he says in 212 that assumedly the Mezonos is the ikar and the spread is just an accompaniment?

Rav Moshe Feinstein (Orach Chaim Vol. 4:43)/ Vezos Haberacho (Birurei Halacha 42 pg 314): They explain the chiluk as follows. It depends on the nature of the foods and how you relate to them. 

1) Mezonos and another food: If you would eat the other food right now by itself  (i.e. crackers and tuna fish) then you make two berachos (unless they were cooked together. If you enjoy the taste of the other food but you wouldn’t have eaten by itself right now then we say min hastam it is just there to accompany the Mezonos.

2) Two non-mezonos foods eaten together: If you relate to one food merely as an accompaniment to the other then the other is tafel. For example some people would view cottage cheese as an accompaniment to the cucumber (just make Ha’adamah), whereas others would view the cucumber as an accompaniment to the cottage cheese (just make Shehakol). If you would want to eat both on their own merit (one is not an “accompaniment” to the other) then you make two berachos even though you are eating them together.


Eating the Tafel First:

Rema (212:1): The Rema says that if you ever eat a tafel first you make a Shehakol on it (food that is eaten in the normal way but without intent to get the real enjoyment of the food itself)

Mishnah Brurah (212:9-10): The simple meaning of the Rema is to always make Shehakol in cases of eating the tafel before the ikar. Many Achronim argue and say that anytime you make a beracho on the tafel you always make its normal beracho.

Lemaseh: The M.B. says that lechatchilah you should always try to avoid this situation since it leads to a suffeik berachos.

Ikar Vetafel with Solids and Liquids

Not Cooked Together:

Magen Avraham (168:30, 212:3): The Shibolei Haleket quoted from Rashi that if you dip your bread in wine the wine is tafel because it is just accompanying the bread. The Magen Avraham brought a proof for this from the Tosefta that says if you have rice and wine the beracho on the rice paturs the wine. (The Magen Avraham there adds that in truth it really depends what your intention is. Min hastam we automatically assume you are eating the wine as an accompaniment to the bread. However if you have kavanah that you really want to eat both for their own sake then you need to make two berachos. If you only want the liquid and the solid is just to help it go down then you only make a beracho on the liquid)

What is not clear in the Magen Avraham is whether he learned the Tosefta as a case where the wine was absorbed in the rice or not. 

Shulchan Aruch Harav (212:13, 204:17): He clearly learns that the Magen Avraham meant even if the wine is not absorbed in the rice there is still a good proof from the Tosefta to the din of Rashi because we see that when you eat liquids and solids together the automatic assumption is that the solid is the ikar and the liquid is just there to be an accompaniment (it is irrelevant whether the liquid is absorbed in the solid or not). (Of course if you have specific intention that you want both for their own sake then you need to make two berachos and if you only want to have the liquid you only make a beracho on it). 

Machtzis Hashekel (ibid): He understands the kavanah of the Magen Avraham differently. He says that the Tosefta was specifically talking about a case where the wine is absorbed in the rice. Just like in that case of wine absorbed in rice (min hastam) the liquid is batul to the solid (like the laws of a mixture) so too the liquid is batul in Rashi’s case of dipping bread in wine.

There is a fundamental nafkah minah between these two understandings in the Magen Avraham. 

Tehilah Ledavid (End of Siman 168): According to the approach of the Shulchan Aruch Harav the principle of the Magen Avraham is that liquids and solids just don’t have the status of a mixture at all unless they were cooked together. Therefore whether the liquid is the majority or the minority, whether it is absorbed in the solid or not we say min hastam the liquid is just to accompany the solid and you just make a beracho on the solid.  If you want to eat both for their own sake you make two berachos and if you only want the liquid then you just make a beracho on it. (This is very consistent with the shitah of the Shulchan Aruch Harav in defining a mixture with regards to ikar and tafel. He holds if the foods are recognizable one from the other they are not a mixture unless they were cooked together)

Shar Hatzion (168:61)/ Pri Megadim (205:5 M.Z.): The Shar Hatzion points out that the Magen Avraham himself in 212:3 holds that solids absorbed in liquids are treated as a halachic mixture. He says that if you soak bread in whisky before your meal you just make a beracho on the bread because of the din of “Kol Sheyeish Bo Chameishes Haminim”. (In other words a liquid absorbed in a solid is deemed a halachic mixture and all the laws of mixture apply). He contends that this is the true meaning of the Magen Avraham even in 168:30. (Of course based on this approach in the Magen Avraham it is difficult to explain why the Magen Avraham says to make two berachos on a liquid absorbed in a solid if you want to eat both of them for their own sake or one on the liquid when you only want it.)

The halacha lemaseh for Ashkenazim in cases of liquids absorbed in solids is as follows.

Mishnah Brurah (168:65)/ Rav Shlomo Zalman Auerbach and Rav Eliyashiv (quoted in Vezos Haberacho pg. 318): The Mishnah Brurah brings down the halacha by dipping bread in the wine and says that you should make two berachos if you want to eat both separately (like the Magen Avraham before the Shar Hatzion mentioned the stirah). Lemaseh-Rav Shlomo Zalman Auerbach and Rav Eliyashiv explain that if you are just dipping the bread in the wine as “a convenient way to eat two separate foods” not as “one entity” you should follow the eitzah of the Mishnah Brurah 168:65 (and make two berachos). However if you relate to the solid and the liquid as “one entity” you should only make one beracho like the Shar Hatzion (either on the mezonos or the majority as by all mixtures). 

Mishnah Brurah (ibid): Based on this he says that if you want to eat cake and coffee by dipping the cake in the coffee it is preferable to make two berachos. One way to do this is say a Shehakol and drink some of the coffee first then dip the cake and make Mezonos. The more preferable way is to make Mezonos on the cake first (like the din kedima in berachos) without dipping and then make a Shehakol on something like sugar to cover the coffee or on the coffee itself if nothing else is available.

The poskim discuss the halacha in a case where the liquid is not absorbed in the solid and wasn’t cooked together (i.e. soup with soup nuts or noodles that were added after cooking).

Ketzos Hashulchan (58:4)/ Sefer Veten Beracho (pg. 69): He says that if the liquid and the solid were not cooked together they don’t have a din of a mixture. Therefore if you are eating both the soup and the Mezonos for their own sake you should make two berachos.

Vezos Haberacho (pg. 117 quoting Rav Eliyashiv and Rav Sheinberg)/ Rav Moshe Feinstein (Orach Chaim Vol. 4:43): They disagree and say that if you relate to the food in front of you as “one entity” then it is treated as a mixture and you only make one beracho (either Mezonos or the majority). If you relate to it as a convenient way to eat two separate foods then you should make two berachos. (It is appropriate to follow this shitah since the majority of poskim hold this way)

Cooked Together

Mishnah Brurah (208:23): He has a suffeik whether a soup consisting of broth and barley is a halachic mixture. He says that since the liquid serves a different function (more like a drink) it is possible that the two are not a mixture. On the other hand since they were cooked together perhaps they are a mixture (i.e. one entity). Therefore you have to make two berachos. You shouldn’t make the Mezonos first in this case because there may be no need for another beracho after that. Therefore you should make Shehakol first (preferably on a different food) and then the Mezonos. It is clear from the explanation of the Mishnah Brurah that this concept of making two berachos would not apply to non-mezonos situations because in those situations since there is such a small amount of other foods they are certainly tafel and you wouldn’t have to make a separate beracho on them (i.e. vegetable soup with just a few small bits of vegetables) 

Mishnah Brurah (205:11): Here he qualifies and says that the above case is only when there is a small amount of mezonos in the soup and it is clear that your ikar kavanah is to eat the broth. However if there is a nice amount of mezonos in the soup and you want to eat it for its own sake then the whole bowl of soup is viewed as “one entity” (since it was all cooked together) and gets the status of a mixture. Therefore in such a case you should make one beracho- Mezonos. (We learned in M.B. 205:13 that this rule essentially holds true by non-mezonos foods as well since we say that min hastam the liquid is tafel to the solid in such a case) 

Beracho Achronah in Ikar Vetafel Situations 

Shulchan Aruch (212:1): He says explicitly that the beracho on the ikar paturs the beracho on the tafel both by beracho rishonah and by beracho achronah.

This is certainly true when you ate a shiur of the ikar and have a chiuv to make a beracho achronah on it. The poskim discuss what to do if you ate a shiur of the tafel for a chiuv beracho achronah but not of the ikar.

Mishnah Brurah (212:10): Many poskim extend the advice of the Mishnah Brurah (not to eat the tafel first) to this case as well. They explain that there is a parallel between the case of eating the tafel first (where you have to make a beraco on the tafel) and our case of making a beracho achronah on the tafel (because you didn’t eat enough of the ikar to make a beracho achronah)
Chazon Ish (Orach Chaim 27:9): If you are already in this situation he holds you should make the regular beracho achronah on the tafel (like the opinion of the many achronim in M.B. 212:10)

Rav Moshe (Orach Chaim Vol. 4:42): He argues and says that in such a situation since it is a suffeik what beracho achronah to make (as we saw from the M.B. 212:10) therefore you should make Borei Nefashos (this is the least common denominator of beracho achronah).

