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Intro

092N IVNRMNI R D12
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WP PO PR I ’DI’ nt.' ’Dl, nt
Ifsl);nelone s]tolclan item but the owner was not yet wr»», 1n1w13 1]’&\’) 15\” 1]’ Rw

neither of them can make the item w7pn,

PDVIPRY 05 7

The 233 cannot make w7pn an item that he does not own;
IMWITIPRY 195 170

And the owner cannot make w7pn an item that is not in his
possession.

The application of 1317 *27 to several other Halachos ]1’79

Lat)
A person cannot redeem his *»27 07> fruits that are R
mwaa.

o

A person cannot make his item ownerless that is 1R

e ' I7ON

Today we will 7”v1a learn ©" 97 of KPP X312 NOON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

1nv °27's Halachah of

RWIN
A person cannot transfer his item to a 5w through a 70w
aRwI, if it is 1IMwI IR,

NARWIN
The fruits that grow on a four year old grape vine are I I

considered *»27 072. Like 3w qwyn, these fruits may only
be eaten in Y erushalayim. However, he may also redeem
the fruit with money and take the money to Yerushalayim,
from which he will buy food to be consumed there. The
original fruits may then be eaten in his own city.

wMn

If a person redeems his own "W WY or '3 07> fruits
with his own money, he must also add a wmn, one fifth, to
the j975 amount, because the Pasuk states

TTOYHH WR SRY DR DN

HY QO Irwnn

And there is a mw 771 from 3w WYH to *va71 DI,

)
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The Halachah of

oo

vPY YAV W

vpPH IR VHW

While harvesting grain, if he drops two stalks, they belong
to the 01p and the landowner must leave them there for
the poor. However, if he drops three or more stalks they do
not belong to the 0”1 and the owner may retrieve them.

The Braisa mentions a Machlokes in the ways the owners
would make their fruits 797 to spare the 0”1, who did
pick three or more stalks, from the Issur 5.

The Machlokes regarding

aysiraR bl R ulsrib!

One who bought a barrel of wine from o'm> from which
he needs to separate mIwYm MmN, but he has no
containers in which to put the MWy Nu1IN; may he
separate MWV MmN verbally or not?

DafHachaim.org

LVPY DIV NV

Ways the owners
could make their fruits 39N
to spare the DD,
who picked three or more stalks,
from the Issur DT.

1 NN
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned the following
ruling of jrv 27

D57 WRTI R 5

WIPNG PO PR TIW

If someone stole an item but the owner was not yet wx»»,
neither of them can make the item wpn:

DV IPRY 05 M

The 233 cannot make w7pn an item that he does not own.
MWL IPRY 05 N

And the owner cannot make w7pn an item that is not in his
possession.

The source is in the Pasuk;

D WIP A DR WD WNY

Hw I

Y 5 R

Just as his house is something he owns, so too, all wTpn
can only take effect on items that he owns. And
MW

W2 59 R

Just as his house is in his possession, so too, all w7pn can
only take effect on items that are also in his possession.

The Gemara now questions 30y *27%:

7 30 027 IR D

73WH DN 7357 PAY 7'RM

1371 17 says we always follow an anonymous Mishnabh,
and there is a mwWH ONO in 1w WY1 NHOH which states
Y3707

TR MINTPIMR PIRO P

The common people would place clumps of earth around
their fields of *v11 073, to indicate to those who steal these
fruits that they may not be eaten without 1175, without
redemption.

And the Mishnah concludes

DWIIRY MV DR PIPID PYNRM

1557 mwnn S S5 i v 5o

The pious people would actually perform the j775. They
would set aside money and state that all fruits that were
already picked shall have their Kedushah transferred onto
this money.

And as Rashi explains

IV PIOT VIR REOR

NPTO 0N P91

Apparently, even though the fruits were no longer in the
PYIY’s possession at that time, the 1790 is effective even
for something which is 1mwn11rR?

DafHachaim.org

e

0°YYan VXRMN 8D 12
WITPNY 179137 1R 1NNIW

MY NN MY NT
MBI 1IRY 1DV 11°RWY

The owner The2ia
cannot make wTpn cannot make wTpn
an item that an item that
is not in his possession he does not own

The source;
e PR rPE MR 7R 22 B

VX WYL
w5 ;ﬁé Wp p N

2

74 1IN 271 MX I
2MIVN anvu3l a3ya jine "Xl

Yl Iy _n3op - 3l
a2
MTIN DINTP AN PINED A

People would place clumps of earth around w23 DI
to indicate that they may not be eaten withoutpTo

DOIINY PPN DN P PR
Wor M oy S s mphin b

The pious people would actually perform thepTo

ODED3 DT YVO HNdH
211970 DO DYIDN
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The Gemara initially wants to reword the Mishnah:

i PRI S R RS

2 VRSN 52 RIYR ROR

The pynz did not state this AFTER the fruits were already
picked and 1mw121rR, but rather BEFORE the fruits were
picked, and were still \/mwn3; and even though at this time
the py1ix did not know if someone will steal these fruits,
the jr79 takes effect through the concept of 7772, The jr79
takes effect retroactively when the fruits are later stolen.

However, the Gemara concludes that this is not so,
because 131’17 says

TAR 2T DR ROIT 2N PVIR

The pyiz, regarding °»27 073, and X017 °29, regarding VRS,
are of one opinion, and X017 27 clearly says that V5375
was stated AFTER the fruits were picked; as the Braisa
states regarding VP>;

AR AT 1T

IR T A7 HYa I

APON R OV D7V WRYW 5

A7 127 says that the landowner would state in the
morning that all fruits that the poor people will take later
today shall become ownerless; so that if they took three or
more stalks, which are not b5, they be spared from the
Issur 51. And even though at this time the owner does not
yet know if the o»1v will actually take three stalks, the
apon takes effect, because he holds

7w

The apoi takes effect retroactively if and when they take
it.

RD17 17 disagrees and says

IR 2 TINYH

WO R DI IORHW D3

The landowner would state in the evening that all fruits
that the poor took earlier today shall become ownerless.
Apparently, he holds the 705 takes effect even though the
fruits are YMmwo2 PR,

Dedicated By:

The Gemara inii
wandy ty reword the Wi ;

1M YPTIn 73 XN X

™M "UgINnn 73" XX XYX
Thepvix did not state this AFTER
the fruits were already picked and1mwH21 1N,
but rather BEFORE the fruits were picked,
and were stillimwN2

Lven z‘/wa%/m‘ thiy time the VY3 Al not bnow
%wmeow will steal these /ny,

the 1130 takey %&a‘ ?%/W?ﬁ/ the: concept of 29193

The Gemara concludes this is not so,
because)anr 1) says:

TNX 12T NMHIX XVIT 2271 'VIIX

AFTER 1

And gorz »9 clear say
4

that Gp/f> b way stated
wily were /mcée/

AN7IP

NOYT 29
29y My
M
o™y R 92
\pEn N

The owner would state
in the evening

all fruits the poor took
earlier today

shall become ownerless

AWW%/, he holdy

the PO takey

even z‘/wa?h/ the %mo'z‘y
are 1p/hp y'/:?
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The owner would state
in the morning
all fruits the poor people
will take later today
shall become ownerless;

The o3 tukey effect,
because he holdy

2299 0
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Therefore, the Gemara concludes that although the bno
mwn of pyix holds that 1179 can take effect for something
that is 1MwI2IN;

13n 27 however disagrees and holds that wTpn cannot
take effect on something that is 1mw7211R, because
MOWR RIINR RO

130y 721 follows another nwn ono in our Perek that states
AT IR VI PR

593 "5wn ohwn

If a 21 stole from a previous 21, the second 213 is exempt
from paying 59>:

DSWH RS POURT 215

He does not pay 593 to the first 233, because the Pasuk
specifies

WRA AN 2N

DN TP R

It does not belong to the first 21.

But why does he not pay 59> to the owner? It must be
because

IMWIIRY 205

It's not in his possession.

And v »27 favors this 73w» bno because it's supported
by the Pasuk

Y VIPIADR WP D WIRY

MW AN

M2 5 R

But wéy/owﬁarwz‘/m?/éa

DafHachaim.org

The Yemarws concludes

because NOWN NIINR NPND:
20077 N 207 PN
baa wmown oo

% t///&/) yc‘/
ty the owner? . ' ecame .
Prxe rran 255

It must be because
whp ﬂfté of

DN 73

W %M/WJ/ thiy YW pro
because &?"J/ia/z%zoﬁ‘e/ é?/ the Pasuk:

e P P IR B 7D BN

Whp 5 5&' Whp 1pp W
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The Gemara now elaborates on 37 *17's statement of
TAR I2T IR ROVT 22N PYNR

The pynz and X017 27 are of one opinion.

1.

MR says

TR 727 IR ROIT 2T PYUR AP I'RTIRD R

Had 1nv »27 not stated that the py1x and X017 27 are of one
opinion, one might have thought that they do not
completely agree; and

ROIT 277 715 PR PYN

The pyux agree with k01727 regarding vpb, because
RNIPN 13277720 2027

MM RIIR DI

If they hold that the o5 made a mpn for those who steal
17 070 fruits, they certainly agree that they made a mipn
for the poor who legally collect vpb fruits. However,
PYNRT 75 5 ROIT AN

Perhaps X172 does not agree with the v, because
o”

RNIPN 132717517207 RN

M 5IR

RNIPN 1127 791720 RS

The o»on made the nipn only for 071y who legally collect
vPb, but not for those who steal "ya7 07>.

DafHachaim.org

\//)/ v

ROIT 27 PY1R
TNR 927 10X
The ryy3 and Forz »

are o% one o/}omon/

e
1N 17RT IRY R
TNR 727 1R ROIT 227 PYNN

One might have thought that they do not
completely agree

'Y ROIT 127 N MR PYNN
PYNRT Y RDIT 2277

Perhaps no17127 does not The pynx agree with NDIT12)
agree with the pvny, because regarding vpb, because

N5 ITAVT NN DD 2020 O
NDIPD 22D NDIPD 920 112D

Rb 233 ban WM ROMN DY
The pwon made the npn If the pwon made a npn
only for pmp who for those who steal w2y D12,
legally collect vpb,
but not for those who steal
1127 D).
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2.

R17says vice versa;

TMR 927 1R ROYT 727 PYUR PIAY I'RTIRD R

One might have thought that

ROIT 277370 5 pyux

The pyuz disagree with Xo17°37 and only regarding 07>
p17 does the 170 take effect for imwn11R because the
YR are PR 27 who holds

RI77 M2 PN VYD

1w WY fruits do not belong to the owner; nevertheless,
PIWIA RO PPZIR 770 PIvD

Regarding 79 the Pasuk does consider him the owner in
that he must pay an additional W, one-fifth, as the
Pasuk states

PHY Q0P IPWHI VYR WR ORY HR3 DR

VYN RIOAT TP

wPIN oM

And

VYL VTR VTR WA

There is a mw 774 through the word wp from 3w wYH
to v171 072

The Pasuk ofv17 017> states

oYonwIp

And the Pasuk of 3w qwyn states

WP R PYITION PIRT VI PIRA TOVD 5N

VYN D NOT VIR N

NI 23 PONT IR

W2 RIDAITPOPIR TO ]’Jlf?

Just as regarding 3w wyn, although the fruits do not
belong to him, but regarding 179 they are considered his
own, and in his possession.

V27 DI NOTMMI VTR R IR

NPT 0 INDT PR

PIIWI RIAT ORI IR YD

So too regarding *»v17 013, although the fruits do not
belong to him, but regarding 179 they are considered his
and in his possession. Therefore, the pv1x hold that the
7o takes effect because the *v27 075 are considered in
their possession.

However, regarding vp5 where the fruits do belong to
him, the pynx disagree, and hold

5 IR0 T R TPIIVIA PIVR D

The 9pon can take effect only while they are in his
possession; but

79 901 3P RS PIwI2 TS

The 9pon cannot take effect after the o71p picked them
and they are no longer in his possession.

DafHachaim.org

AP
1N 97RT IRD R
TNR 927 1INKXR ROIT 127 PYNN

One might have thought...

RDIT 2297 109 1Y Pynx
The pvx disagree with NDIT12)
and only regarding 27 D
does the 1o take effect forimwi212R
because the pyax are YNp 123 who holds

N M23 10w IWDH

1w WY fruits do not belong to the owner; nevertheless,

MMPI2 RIHDN) MHPIN MTO )’JDb
Regarding p1o the Pasuk does consider him the owner
in that he must pay an additional wmn, one-fifth
as the Pasuk states

iEmm o i bl oy
roh qov rrian
WPIN PDIK) YYD RIDN MNP
And

MWWDLY T UTp MDA
fromo»wwwp towar pd:

The Pasuk of "2 D2

DroTen hD

The Pasuk of 12w Ywvn
PR i oo
PHE DR PG Do
P N1

YR P12 RE A7 U3p ;Qe
AP D773 [ s EVE
ok )
2P L) DIt

Wyp A PPI3 U3 N

A1 DIRE 7 EVE
P3O /7)//

2MDp L) Dpprt

Therefore, the PL1JX hold
The 079 takes effect because the 1) D2
are considered in their possession.

However,
Regarding pr where the fruits do belong to him,
the pvny disagree, and hold...

Pmw mb 1o MmN MNN 1D

MO PO WD RD WD POV WDT NN
The pon cannot take effect  Thepon can take effect
after the pmp picked them only while they are

and they are no longer in his possession.
in his possession.
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Similarly, the Gemara proceeds

VTR

SVOVHR RNDTIR 177209 KD

A person cannot write a IXwA7, a power-of-attorney, for
moveable items that are not in his possession; for
example, they entrusted with a 1w, a guardian; based on
137 27's ruling that one cannot be w>7pn an item that is 1R
MW7, so too, one cannot transfer to his agent an item that
1S IMWIIPR.

The Gemara cites a second version:

MIPRT RIR

VTR

77937 SOSOPR RNINN 137200 RS

A person cannot write a IXw1;1 for his moveable item that
the "mw denies his claim, because

RIWPWI DT

There is a concern for a false impression, as Rashi
explains

PR D VOTOTH POVS 1T

The owner gave his agent an item that the 9w claims is
non-existent.

However

17202 77795 R IR

He may write a nxwn for poobon that the ww did not
deny, because that is considered 1mw-a.

DafHachaim.org

f)/;ng I
MIVHVHPR RNINX 122210 RY

A person cannot write a nNwI, a power-of-attorney,
for moveable items that are not in his possession
for example, they entrusted with a yow, a guardian;
based on pnr 27’s ruling
that one cannot be wTpp an item that is 1M 1NN,
so too, one cannot transfer to his agent an item
that is1mwH21N.

The Gemara cites a second version:
Y395 W - T fok
171937 MHVYVNR RNIMX 122N XY

A person cannot write a nNwI for his moveable item
that the ymw denies his claim, because

NP ITIDT
There is a concern for a false impression, as Rashi
explains
THO 933 DD 507 97N MOED 7
The owner gave his agent an item
that the yow claims is non-existent.

J920D MDD RD DIN
He may write a nkwn for pbodop that the mw did not
deny, because that is considered 1mwH2.
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