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In yesterday’s 97 we learned that our 7w cites 717 1 a

holding 7712w, while »R quotes 777 "3 as holding 1772 PR

Rav said; PR 307 prvanmb RS -

We do not accept the ruling of our n3wn that 77921 v, because

PR taught in a Xn»72 that 777 "3 holds 7712 PR
This view is supported by the Mishnah of

oMo Pan 1 1o - One who bought a barrel of wine from
om> from which he needs to separate mawYm» niman, but he

has no containers in which to put the mawym mman.
The Mishnah provides the following solution.

He verbally separates miwym niin within the barrel, and

the wine becomes permitted immediately based on that
will physically separate out the mawv» mman later.

PR 7127 - This is the opinion of X1 7 who holds 7721w,

PIOIR PYHRW "N oY N 7 - They forbid the wine.

The Gemara’s current understanding is, because they hold px
1772, Therefore, Rav accepted the view of »x and this mwn,

rather than our mwn.

PIVINH PRY RIPD IR ROW -

Ula says that »X’s version is incorrect because our mwn is
more authoritative. The xnoon that lists 777 '3 along with

DY 27 and PYHW 27 as not accepting 77’71 is incorrect.
Inp o - OR -o3np oan o -

This Machlokes is split into 2 pairs.

AT 27 is actually aligned with X123 who hold 79772
while pynw "oy " hold 1972 PR,

The Gemara proceeds to ask;

77792 PR DY 72072 -

Does or "7 indeed hold 77712 px as reported in the Rnooin

about mwYm NIIN?
It seems that we have three sources where *o» "7 accepts
17772

First, 21702 7p DR INPOW W31 NW -
If two women who are both 271 to bring bird m317p buy
sets of birds together, or give the money to a jn> without

identifying which money is for which woman, the 7> can

choose which birds will be an 75 and a nxon for each

women. Assigning specific birds to each woman has to rely

on 77711 because the 170 is now retroactively determinin
which woman owns each pigeon!
INAWI DN 37 IR -

121 answers that this is not a case of 7772. We are speaking
about a case where the women specifically authorized the 72
to decide who owns each bird. The determination of owner-
ship is being done as of the 1277 - the time of the offering,

and not retroactive to the time of purchase.
The wvin is that of X701 29 who taught;
79 WY R D5V NRY2 R ROR MWIOND PYPR PR -

The designation of each bird as a 15 or nXvn can only be

made either by the owners at the time of purchase, or by
Kohein at the time of the nmay.
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The second Braisa where it seems that *ov "1 holds 772w is
the following;

VYY PIRIPR LY DO NAR TR D AR 930D WKW PIRAOY -
The Halachabh is that if a 92m owns produce which he then
gives to an YN 0V, he must separate mIwym nun before
giving it to the yIxn ov. If he buys produce directly for the oy
yIR1 he does not need to separate the mIwYm NN, because
it was never his.

In this case, an yIxn DY asks a 79an to buy produce for him, and
the 72n buys produce for them both.

The Braisa quotes "oy 7 that the 12n does not have to take
mwYn before giving it to the YN DY, because by dint of the
principle of 7772 the produce that he gives to the yarn oy
was designated for the y7x8 0V in the first place, and is not -nD’N
considered to be something that the 7an is giving to the oy
PR,

In contradiction of our Mishnah, this Braisa is saying that '3
oy holds 7772 w.

The X2 answers - 19K - that we wrongly attribute this
opinion to "oy ", it should be attributed to the 1321

ond
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. Finally, a Braisa which cites *ov " as follows; oYY S R

©O1 117 1HYNW YOO HY S5 a2 b ww Twn MR - [=&0=Ta Bt Ry b e

If somebody says that his 7w qwy» should be redeemed on a

still undetermined coin that he will pull out of his wallet, the
70 works, apparently relying on 77721

Here too, X3 answers - 79°R - switch the Xo7) to read that ™
01 holds the 179 does not work.

OON

1339 =)

AN RPN RID PR ,RTADOPN NN DNOKRT IPIN RO -

Generally, we would not correct 2 Braisos to reconcile with ?
one Braisa or Mishnah. On the contrary, we should correct N1 1P SN0 ARBRT DM N
the Mishnah of the wine to reconcile with the 2 Braisos. Tokle) ’np?: NP .n DN

The Gemara explains that we must anyway correct the last
Braisa, because the latter part of the Xn»12 says that even
01 would agree that if the person says that the 3w Jww» men Yo
should be redeemed on a 7w7n Y50 - a new coin that comes
out of his wallet, and he only has one nwTn »50, the 779
works.
The clear implication is that only in that case which does
NOT require 7772 does *o» "1 hold that the 170 works - but in
. the xw7 when we would need 7772 the 79 does not work.
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779275 5 133972 19°9R T RIN R RN 1M1 375 83775 0K -
The xma tries to find which R holds 7792 PR even on issues 1R3 295 827 7Y% e
that are 32775, 2 9 19 13992 90N NIN R N
We have two suggestions - both regarding y»nn 117y which 1
is 17>, ennd N

MEINW D91 PN DY 2791 2370
First, there is an anonymous Xin in a Xn»72 that says;
PR A2WAWD 737 ..A3IRW DI PR S 2700 707 MWD IR
DPYIVVY -
If a person says he will make an 217 on behalf of one of five
people - if he decides before naw which person the 117 is
for, it will be valid. If he decides on naw, it is NOT valid,
because we cannot rely on 7772 to say that it works retroac-
tively before naw for whomever he chose.

Second, the »om hold in a Xn»92 that if a person puts out an
217v and says that he wants to decide each naw whether to
use the 217, he cannot decide after naw starts and rely on
7772 that it was an effective 217 from before naw.

. (written b’kitzur, you can show before Shabbos/ after
Shabbos)
nnw " disagrees and says we can rely on 7772 for this 2179,

777275 5T Ppw 1275 1PYnY R -

The 2 asks how we can say that pynw "3 relies on 7772 if
we just had a xn»72 earlier regarding the wine, where he
holds 72 pR?

The X2 has a few suggestions of how to reconcile pynw 'v's
opinion regarding 77°72: Zif
-1- First, 99°R - we have to switch the opinions in the X932
we just quoted and have py»w 7 say that we cannot rely on j 1 D 5 N
the 1179°» when he decides who it will be for after naw started.
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-2- The X3 suggests that maybe w”3 holds 7772 PR regard-
ing RNIRT DT -

and 7712w regarding 13177 017 - but concludes

75 PR 1327972 RIW RY ROPNRTL RIV KD 7772 779 TPRT IRD -
Those who hold 7712 v, maintain so even for Rn»IRT -
RIW RY ROPIIRTIRIW RS 777275 7097 18D

7o b a97a -

Those who hold 77712 PR, maintain so even for 13277.

-3- PIAIPPVW IPRWT PYAT DN IRY MR KT -

Perhaps, pynw " actually holds 7772 w. However, pynw
won't accept 7712 when it comes to MW MmN because
there is a specific requirement for the remaining food to be
clearly recognizable. This does not mean that the 7m0 has
to be precisely identified, but just that there is some produce
that is clearly NOT a1, but phim.

-4- Finally, maybe py»w "7 holds 7772 v, but when it comes
to 7N on the wine he would not rely on it because of the
possibility of

TN YR ROW - the barrel holding the wine might crack, and
the 2170 will never actually be taken. Even if you hold of
1773, the act that causes the retroactive clarification has to
actually happen.
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