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In the previous 97 the X3 presented guidelines of how to
pasken in cases where certain o'xin disagree.

RwIwN " said *593 305 1S - these guidelines are not
accepted. The Xy brought two proofs to R'wwn 17's
rejection of these rules. Our daf begins with four additional

Guidelines how to pasken. ..
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First, ;307 R - from the miwn later on 179 q7 that discusses

four opinions about whether a resident of a 731 who has left 2t

to a different city for naw, and did not join in the m~xm 237 -+ AN K2

with the other residents of his 931, voids the entire 217°v by I |I -
. his lack of participation. p

17 paskens like pynw ' - that even if he stays in the same city

he does not void the 217y for the other people in the 737 - 2

even though it is 7T 7 who disagrees with him, and the Does he void the entire 2Y79?

guidelines dictate that we pasken like 717 "3 versus pwnw 72 7

This proves that we generally do not follow these guidelines! =5
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don’t follow these guidelines!

We generally

The xma rejects this proof because

ANR KD WONR ROT RDT IONNR WONRT R -

Where we have explicit rulings of X to pasken like a
certain opinion, we do not follow these guidelines.

Where we do not have a specific ruling, we DO follow these
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guidelines.

MNN 85 MAN 85T 8T
Where we have explicit rulings of RN,

wn
RPTTY

Mishkan
Yecheskel

e

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Eruvin 47-1




AT Y

Second, the mwn on v"» q7: discusses whether a wealthy
person can establish a residence for his naw onn by his
presence alone, without putting any food out. Rav paskens
like 777 227 that he may be 15372 29w - establish a residence
without food.

Although x1 1 is the one who disagrees with him, and the
guidelines said that we always pasken like 77 "3 versus "
Pr», Rav found it necessary to explicitly pasken like nm .
This proves that we generally do not follow these guidelines!

The X answers

55335 H h 2 R -

Perhaps Rav does not agree with these guidelines, but we
hold like j3nv "7 and others who formulated these guidelines.

Third, the mwn in N2 discusses the issue of a woman
waiting three months to remarry after a previous marriage, in
order to establish paternity of an eventual child.

0y 1 holds however, that she may accept PoITR - get
engaged only - and wait with X121 - the marriage.

R "7 holds she may not accept even POIPR, because of
PRIVIIOR POIPR 7V -

13nv 1 paskens like *or " that she does not need to wait with
the porR.

Although it is 78» "3 who disagrees and says that as a
precaution the Chachamim said ALL women must wait three
months, regardless of the situation, and the guidelines
already established that we always pasken like "o '3 versus
PR» ", R’ Yochanan found it necessary to explicitly pasken
like *or 7 - apparently these guidelines are not binding!
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Proof! We generally
don’t follow these guidelines!
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Formulated
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Waiting three months to remarry
after a previous marriage
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Must wait Immediately

Must wait
w1 % found it necessary to
/' /éx/méen/ lite Z// %

Proof! We generally
don’t follow these guidelines!
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The xm2 answers that we might have thought to pasken like
PR 7 in this case, because HRinw said;

PP PRN 1270 1097 - we pasken like PR 7 in M -
Halachos enacted as a precautionary measure.

We might have thought
to pasken like PRM "3

SN
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Finally, ;30 "7 paskens like the opinion of "o "7 that a j70 can
subject himself to the 13277 MR of YIRS yin in order to learn
Torah, even if he has learning opportunities in YXw’ pIR.
Although nmi 7 is the one who disagrees and says that it is

4th

. permitted only when there are NO learning opportunities in A 1775 subjecting himself
SR’ IR, and the guidelines already established that we
always pasken like "o "3 versus 77 3, R’ Yochanan found to learn 70
it necessary to explicitly pasken like "oy "7 - apparently these g =5

A o A gr o
guidelines are not binding!

Unbesy there are MO Fven % he hats
Zearm‘/%o portunities &”W?’” rtunities
n ,@f ¢ )% i [l ot

wr %> found it wecessary to
%@WM like 2y
Proof! We generally
don't follow these guidelines!

The xmx answers that we might think that these guidelines
apply only to np15m» in nyawn, but not to NP in MN»32.
Rashi explains that the accuracy of mn»71is not as reliable We might think. ..
as that of nrywn. Perhaps the names were switched, and the These gu idelines apply
respective opinions attributed to the wrong Nin.
Therefore, 3nv 1 taught that we follow these guidelines in 7 x men {
mnaas well, Theroraenioeis iy
not ay rebiable
Therefore. - -
(7 o)
We follow these guidelines
in Mn»93 as well
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The Gemara concludes by redefining X'wwn '7's statement.
On 2’y y'nqTitread -

555375 7S - We do not follow these guidelines - It should
read; NN
1335917927 185 °557 737 - These guidelines are not universally > .
accepted, OVM
55537 5 5 271 8T - For Rav does not agree with these
guidelines.

Ty MMWW’ B0

The Gemara continues;

On 1" 97 we learned a np>nn whether 9pom 301, ownerless o ﬁ
objects, acquire a Naw onn. Our X2 discusses objects that /

belong to a non-Jew, and quotes two opinions: jpgn "IOM
. AW PIR PR 11217301 HSRIVY IR AT 27 IR -
Items belonging to a " do not have a naw onn.
At first the X understands that according to the 1327 who ?
hold that 9911 °20m do not have a oinn, it would be obvious
that >323 %01 do not have a oinn! Therefore, we must say, that 03 'ROM
SRIDW IR AT 27 is teaching that according to ™3 12 3y 5,
who holds that 9p571°xom have a oinn - that is because being
ownerless, they acquire their own oinn - However, he would Tkl imp PN ™01 wam
agree that *7131°3on do not have a oinn, because they are like
their owners who have no mnn restrictions.
Thus, according to Sximw MR 777 27 all agree PR 323 °300
A PIp.

At 0&”/. ..
My ovaon
797’350 797350

Being ownerless Obviously

923 391 923 391

Like their owners
have no DN

However, the x93 cites a Rn72 that clearly says that objects

owned by a non-Jew have the minn of the city that they are in, e
and if they are brought from outside the oinn they are
restricted to four mnR - clearly indicating that *333°%o1 DO AN?IIP
have a onn?!
v 92019851

Brou?/lf %’ 224

. Have same DD Restricted to

of the city 4 MMIN

Clearly,
993 *35™ DO have aDInn?!
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Therefore, the X113 explains that this Braisa follows the
opinion of *11 72 30 °17 who actually holds that *333 391 do
have a oinn. Like 7pon 'som, they acquire their own oinn.
SRILW IR AT 27 is teaching that according to the 13127, like
P91 °3om, the 101351 have no oinn. It's a wiTn, because we
might think

SRIWT HY2IOR 11237 DHYA VT -

The Chachamim decreed a 0nn on 121 °%om, because of *3on
587w, lest people think that all objects have no oinn -
Which is indeed the opinion of

AW PN 103 3O AP 02T IR PAR AR -

R’ Yochanan holds that even according to the j311 -

AW PR PR PO RO -

AW PN 103 301 -

21351 do have a onn because of this 771 - We are
concerned that people will confuse items that have
non-Jewish ownership with items that have Jewish owner-
ship.

When x17 initially paskened in X like the opinion of
S8mw, he was corrected by X127 and ultimately changed his
mind because

13y 272 7357 PNy 22 SRw - we pasken like 1nr 3 over
ORIDY.
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