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In the previous 97 we learned a n>m of ™13 12 3Av 1 and the
o»on whether a sleeping person acquires a naw onn.

M112 1309 2239 71957 M2 12 VW 227 IR TR 12 2PV 717 IR -
We pasken like *11 12 30 7 that a sleeping person is 7)p
1w, and acquires a DINN of 2000 MNR.

The xm) offers three explanations of why it was necessary to
state this explicitly after we already have a general rule of
1Y 5P 270 105N -

We always follow the more lenient opinion in P17y mabn.
First, had we only said 713 12 j3nv 72 1257 we may have
thought to follow his opinion

RIS PARMPS 12 -

Both leniently - regarding the sleeping person having 2000
NN to move about, as opposed to being restricted to 4 MnN -
And stringently - regarding

AW PR Ipon *3on - that an ownerless object is limited to
its 0N, as opposed to following its eventual owner.
Therefore, he said 2372 5p1n 3270 1057 - that we only
pasken like *m3 12 13mv "3 where it results in a X)p.

Had we only said 2172 52151 1272 71057 - we may have
thought that this is only true where the disputants are equal -
D27 DIPPIA DN T DI T -

Either 2 individuals or 2 groups - But where we have a

DA OPPI T -

an individual versus a group, we do NOT follow his lenient
opinion - rather the more stringent view of the many.
Therefore, he also said 91 12 1307 "33 7257 - that we DO follow
even an individual's lenient opinion.

R17 disagrees with this explanation, because 217D is 132770 -
and he holds that in all issues 1312177 we always follow the
more lenient view, regardless if it isa 7 ora 0’27,

The xm disproves Rava’s assertion from two sources where
we follow the 0’27 even XIM>:

-1- 899D 17 cites a Mishnah in 773 noon where "2 rules
leniently like the 7r» ny7 of 1Y5X °27. Once "7 realized that
the 027 disagree with 71YYx *27 he indicated that he would
not have paskened this way, but will let his decision stand,
because PrTI NYW1 Y5V T0Y MYOR 127 RIN T -

We may rely on R’ Elazar in extenuating circumstances.
Apparently, Rebbe held that we generally follow the
majority opinion, even though the 1357 in question is only
.

-2- N'WIWn 17 cites a Braisa regarding - 7 nvmnw - a
person who found out about his relative’s death more than
thirty days after it happened - where X2'pp 7 takes the more
lenient view of 7nX DY XKOX M3 7vR - Only one day of
mourning is observed, and the o120 say; WHWI YW MM -
The full 7 and 30 day periods of mourning must be observed.
Upon which p3nv '3 said;

PR 2T 7257 PPN D27 S0 T RIN ANRY 01pn 5O
o -Wherever you find a dispute of a lenient view of a
7 and the stringent view of the 01, we rule like the

Pw OWn

YN 92 2P 29 R
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With the exception of the above Halacha, where we follow
R2pY's lenient view of only requiring one day of mbax -

because Al issues g

5aRa Spmoin 279 1900 - ‘7 \

We always follow the opinion of the 51 in the laws of NmA7 0 :.1
MR, The 0,,1?, 2 epceptions are

The implication is that in other areas of 71257 that are 13277

we follow the R9mM> 0717 17 IS
The only 2 exceptions are; :N: :1 .l v :
-1- Y Spnn a7 nobn -

-2-5a8a 5o a7 19N -

MR RO 17 - Rav Papa gives a second approach to explain

why we had to state explicitly ™72 p3ry 72 725 Zn_d
We may have thought that the rule of 2172 519273 1950
only applies to m7xn 117Y but not to P»nn *217Y, which are AN 85D 21
. generally more 71n - more stringent. We may have fhou?éf that. ..

)
X 219°Y2 v

"R 17 gives a third and final answer that we may have rd

thought 2172 511 1275 1957 only applies to 137Y Y, the 0

remainders of an 217°p, but not to 217 n>’nn - establishing an \

217y in the first place. wR 29

We find this distinction regarding the minimum amount of We masy have fﬁ(/a%f that. ..

food needed for Pnn 217, which is required only for n>mn
7Y - anew 17Y, but
RITW 531208 1PV WV -

219°»3

The remainder of an existing 117y is valid even with just tiny x J
amounts of food.
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The X2 goes on to teach some guidelines of poo - deciding

Halachic disputes in the Mishnah: YT'3A1 35 PIIMEA O Y3191 YR NPy 3 b

19ANK 72791 PP O 221911V RIPY "D 71957 - . . .

We pasken like »”7 and like *27 versus individuals only, but 3)76 3)06 3).96

not versus many - But we do pasken like *o1 *17 even versus (=) k= =) =) NIPY 3

o v v X ¥ v
many individual many individual many individual

There are three approaches as to how strongly we follow

these guidelines: 3 2 1
-1- 71957 MR 'OR 27 - we actually pasken this way. oY a9 N30 DN 29
-2- PO IR RIN T2 R?M 27 - in certain cases we pasken this TARRIINNID AN NIR 2 N
way but do not declare these rules publicly. PRA] o »_Dbﬂ

-3- PRI IR RIIN272°00 27 - it seems that we should follow
these rules but we are not sure enough to rely on them in all
cases.

The Gemara next teaches how to pasken when particular

orin disagree:

We pasken like

AT VS, PR - =l
‘ Oy Vs, 1T I - and certainly 3)3(6

OV 27 VS, RN . §o1q !1

Since we pasken like 7177 "3 vs. wnpw 9, we certainly follow

0P VS, DY . amiaie '

The X2 leaves unresolved how we pasken when x» 7 and >=5H

mnw - disagree. R 9 =5 IR

2

RwIwN " rejects these guidelines based on several *27 nmbnn
nunw 27 v where 27 paskens like pynw ™, clearly ) o

.. . 2971799179 ! o10fQ QP > OQ
contradicting the rule that we pasken like 773 versus " NwIw M rejects these guidelines
nnw!

where 21 paskens like yy»w ™

However, the X3 rejects all these proofs;
ANR KD WONR ROT RDT IONNR WONRT R -

Where we have explicit rulings of ’X71K to pasken like a The xw rejects all these proofs
certain opinion, we do not follow these guidelines. W?Dﬂg aARNT N9 :
Where we do not have a specific ruling, we DO follow these y
puidolinee 10N 89 NN 85T 8O
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