-
eskel
Dedicated By:

AT A AT

7"01
Intro

Today we will Be*H learn y'» 97 of 79t 7712y noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

Whether it is permitted to benefit from the following
items that were worshipped:

1720 PO WOIY IR
A tree that was planted without intent to worship it and
was later worshipped;

HTOTIV 97 1R
Stones that were dislodged from a mountain on their own;

aas !
Mountains and animals;

15 IINNWnY 1% 9
If one set up an egg to bow to it;

1> minnwnb nrab 9pt
If one setup a brick to bow to it;

M2 ORI T W
Whether items that are attached to the ground and were
worshipped, are permitted for use as a 12p?

And

T I23P2 123 YWID

Whether it is permitted to use them for the nam, which
merely assists with the j27p?

TNV W
Do items that were worshipped and are forbidden to wipn,
become permitted if they undergo significant change?

1979 RN RIIM KNP
When we have two options, we always make a 7m 5p
that teaches a stringency, not a leniency.

M2 723 PIORA

Whether the offspring of an animal forbidden for use as a
J127p are permitted?

The Gemara discusses

MY PO I

W17 PO MY

Whether the animal was first v171 and then it became
pregnant, or the reverse.

NIV DR MT DING

Whether one may sprinkle the water of the 317x 779 on
Shabbos, which is 1312971 710K, to become 7770 on MO 27V
so that he can partake in the noo j29p.

DafHachaim.org

172Y PNO2N WLIVW PR

YTOTIVW 90 1A

N9 MNNWAY NX212 P
n% MNNWAY N112Y Pt

22 HNR 921NN TaYvI O

T2Y12 MW W
12239 XRININD RINM RNP

N2TH 2229 PNOKRN

172°Y D2 Y2
1271 N2 1127y

N2AWN NR AMT MRTN
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So, let's review:

The Gemara earlier brought a ;320 777 32 °0v 227 nonn
whether

1720 PO WOVIV R

A tree that was planted without intent to worship it and
was later worshipped, becomes forbidden or not?

The Gemara now cites a Rn92:

MY DRI D377 DR 072107 0710D1

02 JPTIVI PITD N

Ifidolaters worshipped a mountain or hill, the mountain
does not become forbidden, while the idolaters are
executed by the sword.

However,

PP NN DY NN

9702 TV PNOR 1

Ifthey worshipped grains or vegetables, the grains do
become forbidden, and the idolaters are executed by the
sword.

The Gemara explains that the Braisa rules that the grains
become forbidden, because

R AT 2°07 217

The Braisa reflects the opinion of 3717 9”201 *23, who
says that

JIOR 172 MO W3

Something that was planted and subsequently worshipped
is forbidden, because

DR T NOON AW
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From the Gemara earlier ...
PV D7 95 o/ mﬁ/v/ﬁ/‘/

172V D2 WLVIVW 19X

A tree that was planted without intent to worship it

and was later worshipped,
becomes forbidden or not?

099N NXR OYT721YN 0"1DYN
myaan NI
79702 T PINN N
Ifidolaters worshipped a mountain or hill,

the mountain does not become forbidden,
while the idolaters are executed by the sword.

However,

MmMpP°N NRI D?VITN DX
7702 TV PNOR |0
If they worshipped grains or vegetables,

the grains do become forbidden,
and the idolaters are executed by the sword.

The ym éecom&%aréi//em because
R NTIN? Y92 Y01 29
who say that
TOR 172Y D2 YLV)

Something that was planted
and subsequently worshipped is forbidden,
because

DTN T NDON )n2a ¥
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The Gemara then cites a related np,bnn between X711 727 712
pnY a7 regarding

IOV I 1R

Stones that were dislodged from a mountain on their own:
MMOR IR TN

DML IR T

One opinion holds they are forbidden, while the other
opinion holds they are permitted. And the Gemara
explains:

ininlgilalataluiy

Because, the stones are like

PIM AN N

Mountains and animals, even if worshipped, remain
permitted.

Now, we could argue

A 1w IS

Perhaps only a mountain, which is attached to the ground,
is permitted, and

071 NHY1 Pw Annad an

Perhaps only animals, which are alive, remain permitted?

However, we derive this Halachah from the mwi 73, their
common characteristic:

pie=iien]

I DIR T NOON I PR

PININ DR T NOON 1712 PRY 37 9N

Mountains and animals are not made by people, and
always remain permitted. Therefore, these stones, which
were not formed by people, are also permitted.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara then cites a related spihy between
13N 727 RN 2772
regarding
Y7571V 90 02X

Stones that were dislodged from a mountain
on their own:
WE 30/ WE Fh
mamn MMOR

Because, the stones are like

PN NPN2) M

Mountains and animals, even if worshipped,
remain permitted.

Ps

L]

b
22N DY

Perhaps only a mountain,
which is attached to the
ground, is permitted.

nnNAd Nn

DN NDYI DY
Perhaps only animals,
which are alive,
remain permitted?

v
However, we derive this Halachah from the

myn TN
their common characteristic:
DN I]N NPN2)
Jn2 PNY 12PN
DTN T DDON DTN YT DDON
PN 200)
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The Gemara asks, however, that we can differentiate as
follows?

2w MW T30

7792 INWI RY 1PV

Mountains and animals have not changed significantly
from their original form, while these stones have changed
in that they became detached?

The Gemara answers

27 OW NHYA NN RN

We derive this Halachah that the stones are 9m» from the
mwn 78 of a blemished animal, which HAS changed, and
mountains;

Alternately,

W 1R N A

From an unblemished animal and a withered tree, which
has changed.

However,

MMOR IR TN

Because

12VNN M NIPWN PRY 2N 005

RV RPTHD RDORT 3'YRT

N'TIN RY

The Pasuk says to despise 7717t n2v. This instructs us not
to expound any possible leniencies. Therefore, we do not
make this 2m 5p, and the stones are forbidden.
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P4

JNW MW TYND D
)20 NI RD P

Mountains and animals have not changed significantly
from their original form,
while these stones have changed
when they became detached?

v
M) DL DY NPNIN NN

from the mwn T¥ of a blemished animal,
which has changed, and mountains;

v

|VpY )b’ND) NP NPNIAY

From an unblemished animal and a withered tree,
which has changed.

HOW@{/W. .
1aM? 227 XN 27 212
regardn
197971V 90 12X

Stones that were dislodged from a mountain
on their own:
W Fh/
mamn

WE Fh
MMOR

%

1No Dnb
BIHEE =DM 73&‘9‘%‘: '1‘»;‘%»
NIDND NITH NDNT 3”DRT
NDN NS

The Pasuk says to despise m1 nTb.
This instructs us not to expound any possible leniencies.

Therefore, we do not make this ym 5p,
and the stones are forbidden.
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The Gemara seeks to attribute each opinion to their
authors, and as a possible proof, cites the following
inquiry:

TR Ya

71N, who was one of X1 '7's sons, inquired:

5 InnwaS NXA

nn

If one set up an egg to bow to it, does it become forbidden?

The Gemara, at first, assumes

7> MPNWM 1> NNNWnS

He set itup to bow to it, and indeed bowed to it; and

7o RVIDRP

N9 PRI NG

JUYN MR

YD MR R

He was inquiring whether setting it up is considered a
significant action, and it's forbidden, because it does have
DIRT NOON.

Now, we can infer

PR

RO KD

If a person did not perform any action, it would certainly
be permitted because it does not have 07X 7 noon.

If so,

n"w

VI RN

We can infer from here that X’r 3712 hold that it only
becomes forbidden if

DR NOON 7AW’

A person performs an action?

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara seeks 1o altribute each gpinion
ty their authorsy

MpPTN D2
1, who was one of Nnn '3’s sons, inquired:
N MINNWNY PR (PT
1N

If one set up an egg to bow to it,
does it become forbidden?

N MNNWYWM 1Y MINNWNY

He set it up to bow to it, and indeed bowed to it; and
>/ Loy &p
NNDPT RN
AVWYN NN R
NOYN NN R WX

He was inquiring whether setting it up
is considered a significant action, and it’s forbidden,
because it does have DTR T nDO.
v
Wow, wes can L
Pt RY
RI0MM KXY

If a person did not perform any action,
it would certainly be permitted because it does not have

v
L,
n"Y
1OT XN 7212
We can infer from here that n»n 2122 hold
that it only becomes forbidden if

DTN T NDO)N N2 w1
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However, the Gemara rejects this proof:

Perhaps

AOR 19PT RYT 'V 72 MANWAT

Perhaps X1 ’7°12 hold that if he had bowed to it, it would
certainly have become forbidden, even without 1’ noon
DR,

And their inquiry is in the case

"5 IINNWRL X2 9P D

7o MPNWI R

They were discussing a case where he only set it up to
bow to it, but he did NOT bow to it.

The Gemara however interjects that this cannot be the
scenario of their inquiry, because this would be no
question;

It depends on the following

RPY 127 HRYHW? 227 nbnn

IORT IRND

TP ANOR YR S0 D190 NTAY

7NOR

TV IV TY IORT IRDY

Mo RO R

According to the opinion that a Jew’s idol becomes
forbidden immediately, it would be forbidden;
According to the opinion that it only becomes forbidden
when worshipped, it would be permitted?

Dedicated By:
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P

NOPT RYT A”YR 1Y MNNWAT
NMON

Perhaps non 512 hold that if he had bowed to it,
it would certainly have become forbidden,
even without DTN T DO

And their inguiry & in the case
N MNNWNL DX HPTW NAd
N MNNYWHN XM

They were discussing a case where he only set it up
but he did not bow to it.

Pe

o

This cannot be the scenario of their inquiry,
because this would be no question;

It /WL/A/ o z‘/w%a%w ‘
R2MPY 227N SRYNW? 229 npf?nb

IMRT RN
T2V NV TY ORIV YW NIT NTAY

IORT RN

NYD XY XN

According to the opinion that
it only becomes forbidden
when worshipped,
it would be permitted.

ATOR - T NNOR

According to the opinion

that a Jew’s idol becomes

forbidden immediately,
it would be forbidden;
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Therefore, we must say that their inquiry is in the follow-
ing scenario:

15 MINNWAS 72 977 0

15 MNNWI R

15 MDY 0121 TV R

He set up the egg to bow to it, but did not, and then an
idolater bowed to it.

And the Gemara points out that SXw R 7777 27 ruled in
a similar case:

15 InnwnS 1S 9w SR

1% MNNW D210 T R

170N

If a Jew setup a brick to bow to it, and an idolater bowed
to it, it becomes forbidden.

However, their question is that perhaps there is a
difference:

AN9’PT RIDPHDT R nra5

N5 7% YR

NIV R RPODTIR

Perhaps only a brick becomes forbidden, because its setup
is noticeable, and so his act is considered significant, or
perhaps there is no difference?

The Gemara answers
N
Leaving the matter unresolved.

DafHachaim.org

% MNNWAY DX HPTY NAd
N MNNWH XM

N9 MNNWM 0%2010 721V XN

He set up the egg to bow to it, but did not,
and then an idolater bowed to it.

The Gemara pointy out that
é///é WE D7D PI
rilled in a similar case:
nd> MINNWNS N»25 gpTw SNow
nd> MNNWN D221 721V R

MIDN
If a Jew set up a brick to bow to it,
and an idolater bowed to it
it becomes forbidden.

However, their o iy
that /}er/wpy there iy & /%Z@Vmw
NNDIPT RIDPNT RN N12Y
RY N¥1a Yan
RIW XY RPOT IR

Perhaps only a brick becomes forbidden,
because its setup is noticeable,
and so his act is considered significant,
or perhaps there is no difference?

v

N
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The Gemara records another related inquiry:

M mnnwnn

mmD D PIAR

If someone bows to a mountain, can the stones be used for
the namn?

The Gemara explains that this depends on two factors:

1.

M2 HIR M1 TAVI W

23 DYR 92002 7203 PROIR

Items that were worshipped while attached to the ground,
are permitted for private benefit.

And the question is whether they are forbidden for use as
a129p, or not?

2.

M2 D3R I T2 W IR

T 2P 129 YWID

N2 IR

Even if such items do become forbidden, perhaps this is
only for the 127 itself, but they are permitted to be used
for the nam which merely assists with the j27p?

The Gemara answers

P

DR )

VYTN? VYN PV

M5 72N NOR

An item used as payment for mi1, which is permitted for
private use even when detached from the ground, is
forbidden to be used for wpn even if it is attached,
because the Pasuk says

252 TN A PINR RN R

And

TN RIV RO WIS RIW RS

The Pasuk does not differentiate between attached or
detached items.

If so,

T2D3

VPTIY WIZN2 MORY

PTIPR

MY I NORY

An item that was worshipped, which IS forbidden for
private use when detached, certainly should be forbidden
to wpn even when attached?

DafHachaim.org

2

I MNNWNN
N2TNY 1NN 1”M12AR

If someone bows to a mountain,
can the stones be used for the natn?

- 1 -
M2 ber Y2mma Tav) W
M2 bR 22npa Tam) JAR

And the question is whether they are
forbidden for use as a)2p, or not?

-2 -
M2 beR 22mp2 720y W 57NN
RDIN - 0T )29P2 )27 YWID
Even if such items do become forbidden,
perhaps this is only for the)p itself,

v
m bp
1ANR AN
VPTNY WIYN2 IMNY
M229 921NN2 NONR

An item used as payment for mar,
which is permitted for private use even when detached,
is forbidden to be used for wpn even if it is attached,

because the Pasuk sayy
=50 =~ 56 firm XP=m N
921NN ROW R5 wibn Now NS

The Pasuk does not differentiate between attached
or detached items.

IF SO,
Tay)
VPTNY WIYN2 NORWY
M227 9121NN2 NORWY T 1R

An item that was worshipped
which IS forbidden for private use when detached,
certainly should be forbidden to wTpn
even when attached?
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The Gemara points out that we could make the inverse 5p
aloliniH

YT HIR WIDN2 MORW TapI 7N

pinPpRehigtoneinitel

An item that was worshipped, which is forbidden for
private use when detached, is still permitted for wpn
when attached, as the Pasuk says

DPIOR D0 R D00 DY DPROR

And

MO RIV RN VYTN? RIW RO

The Pasuk permits attached items and does not differenti-
ate between private or Wpn use.

If so,

VPTI> WIYNA IMNY INR

MY IV IV PTIVR

An item used as payment for mi, which is permitted for
private use when detached, is certainly permitted for wipn
when attached?

The Gemara answers

RIIM Rp

17279 RIS

When we have two options, we always make the mm5p
that teaches a stringency, not a leniency.

Therefore,

M HIR JVANI TII W

If someone bows to a mountain, the stones may not be
used for the mam.

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara pointty ot
thatt we: could make the inverse yim fo:
7291 NN
VTN KRR WIYN2 NMORY
M229 921N2 1IN

An item that was worshipped,
which is forbidden for private use when detached,
is still permitted for wTpn when attached,

ay the Pasuk sayy
o oY DN
/oa)/s)ﬁ PIIDD s

235 RIW R LPTHD RIW RS
The Pasuk permits attached items
and does not differentiate between private or wTpn use.

Z%w,
JANR

VPTHY WIYN2 IMMNWY
M229 921NN IMNW T I1R

An item used as payment for mor,
which is permitted for private use when detached,
is certainly permitted for wTpn when attached?

v

RIDIM RNP
122299 XRIDIND

When we have two options,
we always make the ymm by that teaches a stringency,

ﬂb@f@ﬁ/’&,
M2 beN Y2nma T W

If someone bows to a mountain,
the stones may not be used for the nar.
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The Gemara cites a similar inquiry:

aReiabalorbRaligtaliifory

mman2

If someone bows to attached stalks of wheat, can it be
used for flour for mnn?

And the Gemara explains:

T MV W

TIVIA W PRIN

Do items that are forbidden to w7pn become permitted if
they undergo significant change?

The Gemara cites a Xn11 as proof:

m215 7235 PIORI D

oM M

The offspring of an animal forbidden for use as a j27p are
permitted.

However,

JOIR NMYHOR 127

TR 27 holds they are forbidden.

Dedicated By:
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DOVN NNPY MNNYWNN
NN 1N

If someone bows to attached stalks of wheat,
can it be used for flour for mnin

P4

And the Gemara w&w/y
TaVI2 W W
TADI2 NY PNIN

Do items that are forbidden to wTpn become permitted
if they undergo significant change?

N2t 2235 PNOXRN 95
0IM» MM

7}/’;@ Y
IOR
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The Gemara explains the np>m>:

MANR T2 IBROAIITIOR

T2V 910251 137w I

Their Machlokes is in a case where someone first was »217
the animal and then it became pregnant. In this case, Rashi
explains,

920 RDP RIN

I oDM AN

920 ORI

MOR DM AN

They are arguing whether an animal is forbidden if only
one of its parents was forbidden. ®

However,

W71 POIN MY

PIOR 53777727

If someone was p117 a pregnant animal, the fetus also
becomes forbidden, because the fetus was also ya7a.

Clearly,

TAVIA PV PR

A significant change, such as a fetus being born, does not
permit this prohibition.

However, according to another version, the Gemara
differentiates:

onn

N2 ROWM AN RIPYD

]

RANP ROV O RIPVD

Being born is not considered a significant change,
because a fetus is also called an animal. However,
grinding wheat into flour is considered a significant
change, because wheat and flour are two totally different
things.
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The gemam/ WM/ the, /J/')/ﬁ/u/.'

DIPE WP DRV W M) P IME
172°Y D2 1Y2NIWI PPN

Their Machlokes is in a case
where someone first was van the animal
and then it became pregnant. In this case..

IR0 Wé P 2P0 P L)
PO DO DN O IDIW O DN Of
7@ are WW whether an animal M/%oréb‘//m

% m/?/ one o/ ity parenty way /oré&//m

However,

11271 NMD2N 1127
PPNOR HON 12T

If someone was van a pregnant animal,
the fetus also becomes forbidden,
because the fetus was also »27>.

Clearly,
7212 MW PR

A significant change, such as a fetus being born,
does not permit this prohibition.

However, accor/m?/ ty andther version,

RON onn
0N RIPIYN NNN2 RIPIYN
RNONP RNWM NNN2 RNWM

However, grinding wheat into Being born is not
flour s considered a significant considered a significant
change, because wheat and flour ~ change, because a fetus

are two totally different things. is also called an animal
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