M AT NP2 NID
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Intro

R1*T RMOYNT K17

Today we will 7”va learn 7”397 of X912 X212 nNOON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The three statements of >Xmw regarding
NPT RMOOHT RPT 3 3
The laws of the government that do not contravene the 111nt Jn

nmn are Halachically binding. R},-IR ],:t-r
The Machlokes regarding RPDUI’

NPUUb RVIN P27 N3N0

The wealthy people who pay the taxes of the poor who did
not pay their taxes, and in return the government gives
them the fields of the poor that were confiscated;

The Machlokes regarding ann'l .Ixnn

AXAM BN

Whether a raised border or a 231 plant whose roots go
straight down into the earth and stay within its boundary
are considered a separation between two fields regarding

several Halachos. DMMWaN MmN nvp:'a D10IN
‘ The opom 1’5 227 D> regarding J‘p]]'}D NTYWA RNV

onwiIn Ml Tl])P:lb 01337

151 D1 DR PRI PNDO FTWA ARPIO) tbn D'IPD'? ’J'ID'?ﬁ IMXR)
gz: :Jl?(:‘glt]gr]: Z ;:l:ijrgljf?lzfl ](J)-Pﬁgﬁi]s where one of the 1n]Nl’ N01] OXR ”-n’ N
RO DX DIPN

fields was xnv but the person does not know which field
he had entered, and during the growing season a fieldis a
T M because people may not use it as a shortcut,
since they might trample the produce.

Although generally,
TN WAL ARV POO
jxiple)

Any doubt about nRmw that arises in a 7m°n MW, a private -r,n,n n1w13 nRD’U PDD

area, we assume to be Xnv.
However in this case

370 WYHR 117 RDU
This person is v because he holds

MV N2 POD

The stringency of 7n’n mwaa kML PO does not apply ) 'é 2
when we are not certain if the person even entered the ﬂ/

field. It applies only where he certainly entered the field, "nUD
but we do not know whether he touched the mxm.

PRNON DM

This person is X»v because they hold
RPL N2 POO

The stringency of T mwI2 nRMY poO applies even PN
when we are not certain whether the person even entered

the ficld. PPRNON

)
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Dedicated By:

So let'sreview ...

The Gemara cites three statements of Yxipw:

1.

ORIV IR

RYT RMDOHT RPT

The laws of the government that do not contravene the
1m0 are Halachically binding,

2.

And therefore

'RDIDT RMO™IR

PO TY

In Persia the law was that if a person possessed a field for
forty years, he is considered the true owner even though
he has no Jow.

Now, the 0”aw1 offers two explanations as to its Halachic
relevance:

1. Therefore,

MW ' 0" 12 P00 DR

D IR ORI’ R

WP

If a Jew bought the field from non-Jew, he is considered
the true owner, and another Jew cannot claim that the
non-Jew stole the field from him. And even though
generally

AP PR OMDY

A non-Jew cannot establish a i, because they are
assumed to steal; but in Persia a non-Jew can establish a
171N, because

RYT RMOHT RPT

OR

2. Therefore,

MW ' SR 72 00 DR

nriakn]

If aJew possessed a field for forty years only then is he
considered the owner. And, even though generally
PN SRS

DI M

A Jew can establish a npin even after three years; but in
Persia a Jew can only establish a npin after forty years,
because

RYT RMDOHT RPT

1z

Soypll oyt
R1T RMOYNT R1T

The laws of the government
that do not contravene the nmn are Halachically binding.

2

IRDIDT RMOMXR
11w ‘D TY
In Persia the law was
that if a person possessed a field for forty years,
he is considered the true owner even though he has noyw.

The P30 g

/%m/ two explanationsy

ab ty ity Halachic relevance:

2
SHHEY O3 PNd ©b
e N
oprn NO
W Tew possessed a fi
%{/ﬂf /ﬁ//ﬁ‘?x ;«ry on/y/ ?‘%
he considered the owner.
And, even z‘/wa?/uww@/
opn Mo SO
oNE 23
but in Persia a Jew can
on/?/ establish & P aﬁer
/m‘?/ yeary, because
D37 HOOONT HI7

DafHachaim.org

1

OXE ’H D710V D3 PN OH

VY DI SO H3

NN 1P N0
2w Tew boughit the fi o
rﬁn/’jew, %wmi%ﬁ&
true owner, and anather Jew

cannat claim that the now-Tew

stole the (i %mm/um

And even z‘/wu?/u
OPIn 1B 1H 0”OY

A now-Tew cannot establish a

W, in Persia ar non-TJew can
establish & 3pg, because
HI7 HOOOINT HI7
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3,

SRIDY says

RPOLY RYIR 12T NI 230

PANPIR

The wealthy people who pay the taxes of the poor who did
not pay their taxes, and in return the government gives
them the fields of the poor that were confiscated;

The sale of these fields is valid, and therefore even if a
poor person then wishes to redeem his field from the
wealthy, he cannot compel him to do so, because

RPT RMIIHT RYI'T

127 makes the following distinction

RPOVLY '

R30H YR

P27 N RS

Only if the officials confiscated and sold the field to
collect property tax, the sale is valid, but if they confis-
cated and sold the field to collect head taxes, the sale is not
valid, because

131279227 9P IPR RI7D

The head tax is a personal obligation and there’s no lien on
one’s property. Rather, the government imprisons him
until he pays. Therefore, his property was unlawfully
confiscated.

YW 297 712 X 27 disagrees and holds

K370 IR RPOLY RYIN P21 RIW KD

PANPI]

Regardless of whether the officials sold the field for
property tax or head tax, the sale is valid, because

RTIT VW ION

R3O TIVNVD

The law allows them to confiscate anything even a jug of
barley for the head tax, and they can certainly confiscate a
field for the head tax.

Dedicated By:
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2

fpt
NPDU'? RYIR 12277 NMINT 22N
2727 1N1°2T

The wealthy people who pay the taxes of the poor
who did not pay their taxes, and in return
the government gives them the fields of the poor
that were confiscated;

The sale of these fields is valid, and therefore
even if a poor person then wishes to redeem his field,
he cannot compel him to do so, because

R1T RNMOYNT R1T

207 makes f/b&/&%uﬂ'ﬂ?/ distinction
RPOVY NN
72727 NN XY RA7DY AR
Only if the officials confiscated and sold the field
to collect property tax, the sale is valid,

but if they confiscated and sold the field to collect head taxes,
the sale is not valid,
because

NN 227 YPPR RAD

The head tax is a personal obligation

and there’s no lien on one’s property.
Rather, the government imprisons him until he pays.
Therefore, his property was unlawfully confiscated.

V0> 27 293 Ly 2

R2707 IR RPOVY RYIX 2T RIW KD

22727 1Nt

Regardless of whether the officials sold the field
for property tax or head tax, the sale is valid,
because

RTI7 MW 19D
R2979Y *T2YNVN

The law allows them to confiscate anything
even a jug of barley for the head tax, and they can certainly
confiscate a field for the head tax.
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The Gemara proceeds with a discussion regarding

2377 8O0

Whether a raised border, or a 231 plant whose roots go
straight down into the earth and stay within its boundary,
are considered a separation between two fields regarding
the following Halachos

1.

9277023

As taught in »"197, all agree that if a person makes a npin in
one field of a 7, his 7711 does not extend to the 's
adjacent field, and he does acquire the second field,
because they are considered two fields.

However, there is a Machlokes regarding the next two
Halachos

2.

RO

If one set aside 789 in one field, does he become exempt
from R0 in his adjacent field because the 2xm 93 are not
considered a separation and they are considered like one
field?

OR

Perhaps he must set aside 8o separately in the second
field, because the 23m 93» are considered a separation and
they are considered two fields?

Dedicated By:
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P4
2AXNM NN

Whether a raised border,
ora axn plant whose roots go straight down into the earth
and stay within its boundary,
are considered a separation between two fields
regarding the following Halachos

1
921 Y021

All agree that if a person makes a nptn in one field of a3,

his nptn does not extend to the1a’s adjacent field,
and he does NOT acquire the second field,
because they are considered two fields.

2
IRD

If one set aside nno in one
field, does he become
exempt fromnno in his
adjacent field because the
2% XD are not considered
a separation and they are
considered like one field?

Perhaps he must set aside
nND separately in the
second field, because the
23m ¥y are considered a
separation and they are
considered two fields?

Bava Basra 55 -4



-
Yecheskel
Dedicated By:

M AT NI NI2

3.

iallo)

Generally,

TP MWI IRV POO

RNV

Any doubt about nxmv that arises in a 71 mw, a private
area, we assume to be V.

However, there is a Machlokes in the case of

DPWIT N2 NYRad ©IN

1517 01PnY Na57 IR PNDD ATWA IRV

IRD OR) DIPP IR "NDI2I DR VTV PR

One who enters a plain of many fields where one of the
fields had a nxmv, but the person does not know which
field he had entered;

And during the growing season a field is a 7 mwn
because people may not use it as a shortcut, since they
might trample the produce.

3701 WYHR 117

This person is 1170, because t*5X *27 holds

NIV NN POD

The stringency of 7’ mwIa nrmY poo does not apply
when we are not certain if the person even entered the
field. It applies only where he certainly entered the field,
but we do not know whether he touched the mxm.

PRNOUN DO

This person is X»v because they hold

RNV I POO

The stringency of 7 mwI2 MY poo applies even
when we are not certain whether the person even entered
the field.

Now, if there was 2xm 731 between a field that did have a
axmv and a field that did not have a nRpW;

Do we say that even according to 71’5 17 a person who
goes into the second field becomes xnv, because the 73»
azm are not considered a separation and they are consid-
ered one field, and therefore it was not a X2 90, but
rather he certainly entered the field which had the nxmw?
OR

Perhaps according to 7198 17, a person who goes into
the second field remains 7170 because the 23m1 93 are
considered a separation, and they are considered two
fields, and therefore it was a iR’2 poo?

DafHachaim.org

3

NIRNIO
gmem/f?/,
NDD - TN NP2 NNLID pOD
However, there iy & Wac%éwm/z‘/wmo%

DMNWAN MN2 NYPaY 01N
NPNYD NTWIA IRMOVY
™N PN 2NN MN
IRD OR) DIPM IMRY NDI OR YT MNX)
One who enters a plain of many fields

where one of the fields had a nnow,
but the person does not know which field he had entered;

And during the growing season a field is a mn M)
because people may not use it as a shortcut,
since they might trample the produce.
PN/ 7)’/’;@ Y]
PRPLN
Because they hold

NDD NN pOD

0N

NN NN poOD
The stringency of NNDIL poD
TN M2 does not apply

when we are not certain if
the person even entered the
field. It applies only where he
certainly entered the field,
but we do not know whether
he touched the nrpw.

The stringency of DNDID oD
D MwH2 applies even
when we are not certain
whether the person even

entered the field.

Now, if there was 23m H¥p between a field that had nRow
and a field that did not have a nRow...

Do we say
that even according
to ORI
a person who goes into the
second field becomes Ry,
because the 23m H¥p are not
considered a separation,
and therefore
it was not a NN poD,
rather he certainly entered the
field which had the nnpw?

2

a person who goes into
the second field is 2w
because the 23m H¥p are
considered a separation,
and they are considered
two fields, and it was a
NN pOD?
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And the Gemara cites the Machlokes as follows:

1377 9”RPOR 17 says

AXAM AV

310012 PO

RO ARV RO PIv5 HIR

Only regarding npinin a 7's field,

2xm 93» are considered a separation;

But regarding x’o and aRmv poo,

23 93» are not considered a separation;

Because as the 0”aw1 explains

NIV YPIP POON RN PR NN N

Regarding Xxn» 787 1o’ such as ko and iRmY, there is
no separation for two fields that are connected.
Regarding 11 however, there is a separation for two
fields that are connected because

1PV RNV APINT

mIwa S0 e

One must perform a superior pin in each and every field.

While 13 °27 9K pa7 disagrees and says

PPOOM 2R IR7

AIRPIO RO 179K

Even regarding X9 and nkmv poo,

23m 93» are considered a separation;

Because they are no different than npin for which axm 93n»
are considered a separation.

Dedicated By:
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Y/ V4 o P
28NM INNN
72 20112 PPP0DN
R IRMLI NIRD 1YY HaAR

Only regarding nptn in a72’s field,
28N XD are considered a separation;
But regarding nvo and nNp poD,
28M XY are not considered a separation;

Because ay the p "o explain
DIZNND LPID MODN 9N PH ONDO I
Pe;ar/m?/ Lpmps o such abs o and b, there i
no separation fr fwo W that are connected,
?egm/m?/ 9 however, there i w separation for fwo

Wy that are conmected because
103 OOV OPINT
DI7ED 553 pe

One must /aer/arm/ w Superior 3ps
in each and a/er?/ W

YV 7RI W PRI
1’22001 28NN INNN
NRNMIVI NRDY 19'DR

Even regarding nNvo and nNmp pop,
28M) XD are considered a separation;
Because they are no different than npn for which 2¥m ¥n
are considered a separation.
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The Gemara then adds that there is another Machlokes
regarding Naw:

It seems from j3mv °27 9K P27 that

R nawh Har

Regarding naw,

23m 73» are not considered a separation;

While 817 disagrees and says
2091 AR IXDA

naw a5 1>ox

Even regarding naw,

23m 9x» are considered a separation;

And the Gemara explains the Machlokes regarding naw
refers to the following Halachah in a Braisa:

AN ©290 MW NI 30 RN

DINR D30 RO N

If on Shabbos one took out a m'w *xn from a 7 MW
and put it down in a 0277 MW", and then he took out
another 1w 3n, it depends;

271 TR 0V

If in between the two times he carried, he did not become
aware that it is Shabbos or that carrying is forbidden on
naw, the two acts combine and he’s nxvn 27N

Mo bR w3

Ifhe did realize in between that it's Shabbos or that it's
forbidden, it is two periods of unawareness for which he is
M9, because they cannot combine, and each act by itself
had no mw.

However, "or *17 adds: Even 7nx 05vn3; only

A DOR YA

If each time he carried, he put the W»*w *xn down in the
same 0’277 MW, only then the two acts combine. But
OO MMV NY1

If each time he carried, he put the m»'w xndownina
different 0177 Mmwn, the two acts do not combine.

£RI
aNNN RPN
1’2000

naw Payh 19708

Even regarding naw,
28M NP are considered
a separation;

Y P WE /7
Nnaw" Yar
N

Regarding mw,
28M XD are
not considered
a separation;

NN2M D290 MWIY NI RN RN

DANR N2 XN RN TN
If on Shabbos one took out a mw¥n froma
and put it down in a D2 MeN,
and then he took out another “w ¢, it depends...

MNHYYN Nwa

MOD
If he did realize in between
that it's Shabbos or that it’s
forbidden, it is two periods
of unawareness for which
he is o, because they
cannot combine, and each
act by itself had no mww.

TR 0YyNa
2N

Ifin between the two times

he carried, he did not
become aware that it is

Shabbos or that carrying

is forbidden on mw,

the two acts combine and

he’s nron N,

o/’ PI

TR 0YYNa

mMwA "Nwa
MOD
If each time he carried,
he put the mww¥n down
in a different D2 M,
the two acts do not
combine.

DafHachaim.org

nNR MWYI2
27

If each time he carried,
he put the mww»n down

in the same D270 M,
only then the two acts
combine.
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And the Gemara mentions several opinions as to what is
considered a separation in a ©277 MW to consider them
Yl N

1.

127 says

DIP2 NRVM 211 W0 RN

The separation must be the size of a 7 mwa ten o'nov
in height and four onov wide for which there would be an
RINVIRT NOR to carry from it to the 02737 mw~.

2.

MR say’s

oI 190K

Even if the separation was the size of a 572 between 3
to 9 @nov in height, and four o'nov wide, for which there
would only be an 13297 MO°R to carry from it to the mwA
D297,

And according to these two opinions

P00 PR AN XD

naws

If there was 2xm 931 between the two nyrwi he is 27°n
nron, because they are not considered a separation since
they are not the size of a 7’0 mwA, or even a *o1»7d, and
therefore the two acts do combine.

3,

However, 17 says

N7D'9179KR

Any separation, even a piece of wood less than four o'nov
wide, which is a 179 oipi» for which there is no Issur at all
to carry from it to the o177 mw.

And accordingly

PP7OOM A8 I3HN

naw>

If there was 23m 731 between the two nrw he is Mo,
because they are considered a separation and therefore the
two acts do not combine.

Dedicated By:
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What iy considered w separaion i w p> Hl)
to consider them pryt pl

2 1
//,3[ 299

n°9173 19"DR VW RIM
Even if the separation 0N2122 XLV 21N

was the size of a mom2 The separation must be

between 3 to 9 pmaD in the size of a ten Dmop in
height, and four pnop wide, height and four pmsp wide
for which there would only forwhich there would be an

be an p7 10w to carry RDMINT NDIR to carry from it
from it to the D3 M. to the DN MY

And according to these two opinions
P7°0DN PR 2AXNM NN
naws

If there was 2¥m 1¥p between the two nrw he is DRON 27N,
because they are not considered a separation
since they are not the size of a "mn mw», or even a M52,
and therefore the two acts do combine.

3

AR
NYDD 197DR

Any separation, even a piece of wood less than four pmop
wide, which is a W» pipn for which there is no Issur at all
to carry from it to the p2n mwn.

And accordingly

1’27001 2XNM IRNN
Nnaws

If there was 2¥m H¥p between the two nrwy he is Mo,
because they are considered a separation and therefore
the two acts do not combine.
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