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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 1”197 of 0171 noomn. ]’b]T’J] ]’D’b’n

Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

PR pon

If one makes a 771 using general terms, such as 1 370
orn, forbidding a particular type of fruit, it is only mox
to eat the fruit, but j7»m>m, items exchanged for them, and b b

17917, their growths are 7nw. In certain cases, the ? l’ 1 Rn n]ﬂ’g n J] P
growths are 17oR as well. Some of the factors used to
classify such o371 include:

1)°5v SR Yo onp
If the 973 was made on a specific item, we understand that b

the 971 wanted to give that object a special status, not just n : 13’1( ]’ R
to forbid it. He must therefore treat it like w7pn, and he
may not benefit from its growths or exchanges.

2) 152 PR

If the seeds or roots of the planted item do not decompose
before re-growing, such as the bulb of an onion, then the
growths, and even the growths of the growths, are 7oK,
since they are partially comprised of the original 7o°R.

N INTA
MOIRN NX PHYN

NORA DR POV )T

The Gemara questions whether the growths of a mox 7127
that was replanted will nullify the :7o°x of the original
object.

The Ran explains that the Gemara is actually asking about
the status of the growths themselves; whether they retain
the Halachah of the original Wo'R, or if they acquire their
own, distinct identity and are “mn»?
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

5V ORI YO DIP

0 5y [ onp

05 1 onp

If someone made a 773 forbidding THESE specific fruits;
5721 170> 2 TIOR

He may not benefit from an item exchanged for them, or
from their growths. Even though the yo>’n of o373 are
usually 9mm» - with the possible exception of the 5mn
himself, as x»n 92 °1m7 debated earlier on "1» q7 - we give
these fruits the status of w7pn, whose exchanges and
growths are Mox. Since he named specific items in his 773,
we assume he wanted to assign them special status, not
just to forbid them.

However

DYIV IRV DN INY

T o> R N

If he specifies that only eating or tasting the fruit should
be MR, he MAY benefit from the exchanges and growths.
Even though we learned on 2”1 97 that this might be a more
inclusive 973, forbidding the products of the fruits as well,
we are still more lenient than in the previous case, since he
explicitly limited the 971 in this way.

However

n5 MW 7272

The above distinction regarding j7°777 applies only to a
plant whose seeds decompose before growing and the
original MoK is no longer intact. Therefore, j7573 are
generally 1mm, except when he says 158 m7o, they ARE
MoR because he explicitly included them in the 773,
19217 PRW 7272 53R

PIOR PO TR 170K

If the Mo is 193 W PR, the roots that do not decompose,
such as the bulb of an onion, the growths, and even the
growths of those growths would be 710R, since they
contain within them the original forbidden item.

The Gemara on v”3 97 will explain why the original 77o°R
does not become Sva.

DafHachaim.org

yg/‘/
If someone made a "517 oNT D (=h)lp)
3T forbidding '» oy imanp
these specific fruits o) =

iﬂ’51'l’3:1 ;n*mb*nz MON
He may not benefit from an item
exchanged for them, or from their growths
Since he named specific dtems in hit >3
we assume he wanited to assign them special status
nat just to /(/r id them

If he specifies that only

eating or tasting the fruit oW N
should be M)DN DA INYN

T e anw
We are more lenient than in the previouy case,
since he explicitly limited the: 73 in thiy way

M99 AN 9373

The above distinction
regarding jm>1 T
applies only to a
plant whose seeds
decompose before
growing and the
original WD'N is no
longer intact

153 WA PN 932
Mo T N
MNON
If the roots do not decompose,
the growths would be DN,
since they contain within

them the original
forbidden item
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The Mishnah continues with a similar case:

DY PT IVYH ONR INWRD TN

0 5p 1 onp

05 [ onp

If someone forbid himselfto benefit from his wife's
handiwork;

PO 179> M MOR

Here too, the exchanges and growths are 710K, because the
773 was on specific items, namely the work of a particular
person. However,

DYIV IRW DR INY

PO o NI I

Even though the 773 was made on a specific item, the
exchanges and growths are 1m», since he clearly limited
the 773 to eating or tasting this fruit.

And here too, we are only speaking

52 w7 7372

PIOR PO T3IOR 159 W PRW 727 Har

The Mishnah continues,

MoOM TY DIIR PR WY NRY

10O TV 71O PR VIV NRY

If a husband made a 771 not to eat or wear until Pesach
anything his wife produces;

noon 195 WY

Ao97 IR MOINA 219RD IMn

He may eat and wear these items after Pesach.

The Ran explains the Mishnah teaches us that the words
noon 7Y are referring to the words Ymx 'y, as follows:
WY NRY

no9T TV YIN PR

Because the words noon 7 follow immediately after the
words Y21R IR, limiting the time period when the "o'r of
the 973 should be in effect;

And we do NOT interpret the words o 7 to be
referring to 7w nRw; as if he would have said

1o TV VI NRY

DN PR

Anything you produce until Pesach is 09195 710K, indefi-
nitely.

However, where he says;

o9 TV TWIY NRW

59N PR

o9 TV NV NRWI

70 PR

nooI 195 ANWY

MOO7 IR MO 9198 TOR

He may not eat or wear after Pesach anything that she
made before Pesach, because here, the words noon 7
follow immediately after - and therefore unmistakably

refer to - the words w1 nrw, by which he explicitly stated
that whatever his wife makes before Pesach, shall become

“1oR indefinitely.

If someone

forbid himself to
benefit from his wife’s
handiwork

'3’)/@‘/
WRD MINA

Bp T mepn anp

' oy manp
'27 17 20D

I 1PN NON
The Wan?wm/ yawz‘/wxm 10K,

because the 25/ wad o

mm@%/ the work o% @ /Wfﬁcaér person

SO N
AP AN

IoITRY e an
Since he clearly limited the 73 1o eating
or tasting thiy frudt.

153 WA PN 9272
At Rl (PR A
MNDN

MOBM TP MY NNY
5o N
MODM TP MY PNEN
mOaNM N

nosm %eh ey
Moonh S1o8h 10N
MoDM NN
The wordy poo» sy
UWow immediat ‘or the
%Zar/y DY i, Z;%/ ;ﬁdu he
W@/ stated that whatever
7% w:%@ makes é%ﬂi’& Pesach,

shall become ot indlefinitely.
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199 1L 9392

MY PNY
ROBM Y SO N
FENY NNE
MOBM Y FESAN N

nosn 1eb ey
MoonmD 51o8h 9mn
MoBM N
The Ran va
that the wordy poo» sy
are referring to

the wordy Lok o
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The Mishnah continues with a similar Halachah:

1O TV 'Y I NRWY

31TV TAR 7325 IR N9 DR

If he forbids his wife to benefit from him until Pesach,
with a ’Xin, a condition, if she goes to her father’'s home
anytime until Sukkos;

roon 2305 1957

1097 TV INRITA TIOR

If she went some time BEFORE Pesach, the Neder takes
effect and she is Rn»IRTH MON to benefit from him until
Pesach.

mo57 MR

5m 513

If she went AFTER Pesach, after having benefited from
him BEFORE Pesach, she is in violation of the x5,
because, by going to her father’'s house AFTER Pesach
she retroactively activated the 771 of BEFORE Pesach.

The Gemara on1"v 97 points out that our Mishnah is only
discussing Rn»R72; that only AFTER the *Rin of 71250
was fulfilled does the Neder of inxri72 oK, take effect.
But the Mishnah seems to imply that BEFORE the *Xin of
na5n was fulfilled - if she did not yet go to her father’s
house - she is not 1NX372 770K - she’s not forbidden to
benefit from him. This is indeed true X RT».
However, 11277, there is a npom;

77 21 holds that even BEFORE the *xin of nobn was
fulfilled, she IS

132979 INRIN2 1OR, because

ARIN2 TP R

A person is not as cautious about avoiding a condition as
with the actual 973. She is therefore forbidden to violate
the 773, because we are concerned that she may later
violate the condition as well, retroactively activating the
7.

However, om1 17 holds that BEFORE the *Rin of 7251 was
fulfilled, she is

INRIN2 DM’ even 13277), because

ANINA TN

She will be careful not to go to her father’s house until
Sukkos.
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AODBM TP 'O NI NNY
AN Y AN nnab ns N o

If he forbids his wife to benefit from him until Pesach
with a "Ran, if she goes to her father’s home
anytime until Sukkos;

mosm 355 [ab
YANITD FI0N

If she went AFTER Pesach noen Iy
after having benefited from him BEFORE Pesach
she is in violation of the INb — because...
by going to her father’s house AFTER Pesach
she retroactively activated then of BEFORE Pesach.

MO NS

5m 533
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The Mishnah concludes,

AN TY S I NRW

Mo97 TV AR 1725 DR 1O OR

If the 971 forbids her to benefit from him until Sukkos, if
she goes to her father’s home before Pesach;

noo71 7195 71957

N7 TV INRINA ANOR

mo97 MR 70 MM

Going before Pesach would activate the 173, forbidding
her to benefit from him until Sukkos, but she is free to go
to her father’'s home after Pesach, because the "Rin was
only until Pesach.

The Gemara now begins a lengthy discussion about 5173,

the status of the growths of an mo°R, that were mentioned
in our Mishnah. However, only later on v"1 97 does the
Gemara directly relate it to our Mishnah.

The Gemara asks;

PYawa npYw S3a

rPYWIIYON

PPY 5 P

An onion that was harvested during 7o' and therefore
has myaw nwiTp, was replanted the next year, and its
growth of the 8th year is far greater than the size of the
original bulb;

R IR NO'RA IR PHYH IV 97

Does the permitted growth nullify the original mo'R or
not?

The Ran explains that the question is actually about the
status of the growths themselves. As mentioned in the
Mishnah, we're discussing an onion which is 753107 PR,
the bulb remains. Therefore, the question is; are the

WOR PN

Because they are an considered an extension of the
original, and therefore retain the Halacha of the original
MoR - OR

AW T

Because they acquire their own, distinct identity

However, the two questions are actually interdependent.
If the growths are 1n», it is because they are a separate
entity, and if so, they have the ability to nullify the T7o°x.

Although we generally follow the 1”3, we'll just mention
that w"x3m mooin learn that the p517) are certainly 9mm,
and the question is only about 5103, as the X3 pwh
indicates, whether the

RY IR ORI IR POV VT
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Ay 5 num Ny
noRM Y AN nvah AN NS o

mos 8% madn
hiatafuitAlghitaEaipiial ]
Going before Pesach
would activate the 17,
forbidding her to benefit
from him until Sukkos

795 nam
F0EM NN
But she is free to go to her
father’s home after Pesach,
because the 'Non was only
until Pesach

The Gemara now begins a lengthy discussion
about ph1), the status of the growths of an MR

2

DWW - NP2 PR 5¢a
VPP O 101 1AM
An onion that was harvested during nome
and therefore has m»aw PITH
was replanted the next year
and its growth of the 8th year is far greater
than the size of the original bulb

RO 1N MONT AN PO T

Does the permitted growth nullify the original o'~ or not

The Ban W«w .
The me 7% @a‘wﬂ?/ about the statuss
% the yawz‘é& themseles

Aw onion which iy 265 Y55 P - and the bulh remainy
2

”ot /'//9;6
Because ?‘/I»@?/ are
an considered
aw exdendion

o% the orW

LN ///9;6
Because z‘/w?/

e their own
w‘m a/emr?
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The Gemara quotes statements of various DRXMMR
supporting either side of this question.

R 9 rules regarding nm1n;

Y OO POITAINR

While p3nv "7 and 13y '3 rule regarding 0300 'R59 157w
A PHOAR PIITIINR RS

Although, the Gemara cites a ruling of 3n» " regarding
Terumabh;

Y MPNY 0531 RIOD

1595 nwvnn

If after separating mwym MmN one replants onions, he
must separate MW MmN anew from the entire crop.

However, this does not prove

A PHoam POITIINR

Because

IRW RIIND RHHT

Perhaps only in the case of mwym nuin does R’
Yochanan rule stringently to treat all the onions as 52v
based on

A PHoam POITIINR

But X)175, to be n» an Issur such as 07571 '8R5 757, and
2w, R’ Yochanan rules

Y POV PITIINR RS

This discussion continues in the next Daf
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The Gemara quotes statements of various DRWDR
supporting either side of this question.

V2 o - W/ g \/_7 %
rule re?a///m;/ m/ax r%r/mgy

P25D ',ég/ DA}/ IV2)
PN INR XY
7Y PHvIM

P72 INR
7Y PV

2

: VA g

r%am/p‘%/ Terwmahy;
NYIT NIPINY DYYRI RV
1215 0% NIWYNN
Z% a%?‘@r Wafm?/ 1Y A2 0N ¥ 4 oniond,
he must Waf@ 1IN M2 ahew /mm the entire crogp

X However, this does not prove
BRIy 12020 ]"?'I'I”J R

Because
NIRWY RINND RNDT

But D>,
to be »n» an Issur
such as nbw
DN RDD, and myaw,
R’ Yochanan rules

PN INR RY
P2y PHvam

Perhaps only in the case of

NNWDLY) MHIN
does R’ Yochanan rule to
treat all the onions as bav

based on
P72 INR
Y 10
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