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Intro

Today we will Be”H learn 1" q71 of o noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

nMatmi'a

The Gemara continues its discussion whether a woman bb:: b”:

who made a v not to benefit from anyone meant to
include her husband in the +m as well. A\ Y n1’ 1 : Y /4

wnt is produce purchased from an ywn oy who is suspected
of not having separated ~wyn. Therefore, the buyer must
separate 1w wyni iwx wwyn, because otherwise it might be
"av0.

1210 17790 1Y Wyn

During the third and sixth year of the nomw cycle, 1y ~wyn,
which is given to the poor, is separated in place of wwyn
2w. The Gemara discusses whether produce that did not
have 1y qwyn taken is also v, similarly to jwx ~wyn and
'Y wwyn.

NNIN NI
The Gemara discusses cases where one has the right to
distribute something, such as nnwyni nmnn, to whomever
he wishes, thereby gaining the benefit of the other’s
gratitude. The Gemara also discusses whether
[N ARIN NIV

. If this benefit has actual monetary value, and therefore
someone who is forbidden to benefit from the distributor

. | 1) VYD
would not be permitted to accept such a gift. l’:’u 1PDD

NR1N N0
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So let’s review...

In the previous Daf we learned in the Mishnah

1907 713 1'R NIMAYT NN RY DI

XD NNDY V72 NN R NI

If a woman made a Neder that she shall be forbidden to
benefit from all people, she can avail herself of anow vps
nNXOI.

The Gemara points out, that the Mishnah omits 1y ~wyn
from the list of available oy nunn. Apparently, because as
the Ran explained in the Mishnah, in

NI NNDW VY

She is not considered to be benefitting from the
landowner, because, since the Pasuk does not say nrni,
for the owner to personally distribute them, but airvn,
merely to leave it as apon, she is not benefiting from him,
but yponn n noir.

However, in other omy nonn, where the Torah mentions
some form of nrni, the owner has the nxin naw, the
privilege and benefit of giving it to a person of his
choosing. Therefore, she is benefitting from the owner.
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However, the Gemara cites a xna which does include
ny wyn.

Apparently, the Mishnah holds that 12y vwyn DOES have
mxan naw, while the xnma holds that v ~wyn does NOT have
NNIN NI,

To explain the above, qor a1 cites a Mishnah regarding
wn7, which is produce purchased from an ywn oy who is
suspected of not having separated ~wwn. Therefore, the
buyer must separate 1w twyni luxn wwwn, because otherwise
it might be mo.

However, regarding 1w ~wyn there’s a Machlokes:

WXNT Y Y Wwyn Y DY NN X DT PR NI TYYIR 0

ryax an says that there is no need to designate 1y awyn from
wn1, because 1o ' 1y wwyn

The lack of separating 1 wwyn does NOT render the
produce no.

wnony X 'R DY XAIP DX 0'Moni

The Chachamim hold that 1y wwyn must be designated,
because a0 v "wyn

The lack of separating 1 wwyn DOES render the produce
1v, similar to other nnwyn.

However, he does NOT need to separate it and give it to
the 1y, because nman "y nmann xvinn

Since =wn7 is a poo, the burden of proof is on the oy, and
the owner may keep the 1w ~wyn for himself. Also, he may
eat it, because it has no nwrp.

The Ran explains the reasoning for

210 1'X Y Wyn

As follows;

1MXY Y AynNn ANI' 12 221yNn 'Y AWYn 190 NN Nxy NN XK' TR 'R
The produce that has the potential 1y wwyn mixed into it
cannot be more stringent than the 1 ~wyn itself. Since
there is no o to eat v wwyn — but only an obligation to
distribute it to the poor - the un-tithed produce must be
permitted as well.

The reasoning for 1w 2w wwyn is based on a nw nvm of the
words ywwa:

One Pasuk says; 121 wwyn ywa 9083 Din &

Referring to 1w wwyn

The other Pasuk Says; wawi 1wl oK1

Referring to v wwyn

1Y WYN XD X Y Wyn (307 ANKD 1YY Nn

210 X7 XN NI

The first Pasuk also includes 1 qwyn and compares it to
1w qwyn in that it renders the produce 1v.

NN 117 XYM

According to qor 21 we have a owan npynn:

Aryx a1 holds i ik 1y vwyn

The Chachamim hold a0 2y ~wyn

Now, the Gemara makes the following y1:

NNIN D210 NI N 7210 1R 177'90W 1D - IXIN NIV NI NX 7210 177'90W 1D
And the Ran explains that the reason these issues are
interdependent is because the Pasuk states;

A7 10 WK DK TR N T AR 9N K1

1990 &1 1S a reference to v, and i is a nrm vy, a reference
to maan naw, the right to give it to whomever he chooses.

Therefore, according to the Chachamim that 4aiw v qwwn, it
also has nxan naw; and therefore, our Mishnah omits wyn
2 and she may NOT accept it, because it IS considered
benefitting from nrma.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

2

However, the Gemara citesy a fpms

which DOES include
71V VYN

Gor »» expliiny

yg/‘/
Regarding "y 7wyn
of w7

9098 MO 139
ow M T DI PN
WiaT Oy e by
Because
72 VYN
921018

QYN D0m
D NP
DY TN N
Becawse
1Y TOYN
2210

Wt #
i I3y 125D £
13 WD JY 2N JON
WY gy 2 20

W 7 of the, wordy Pl
Y op 1B e oVl
W e QA’

Lun & i s

The Gemara makes
the following 552

9210 1200W 5
NRIN N2 MY R
9210 1R 150V 5O
NRIN N0 Y

Yo X
":rﬁ;“w' "t o N
T M N TN

NO
NN NI;
Therefore,
the Braisa

includes
DD IWYH

It has
NNJN NI
Therefore,
our Mishnah
omits
DD IWDH

2/ //ﬂ/
WPl

However, according to Reb Eliezer that 1aiw 1% 1y wwwn, it also
has NO nxn naw; and therefore, the Braisa includes 1y wwyn and
she MAY accept it, because it's NOT considered benefitting
from nrma.
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However, = disagrees and says that everyone agrees
that

7210 1y YN

And the npnn in the Mishnah of wnT is as follows:

NN TYIR AN

'"NT Y Y Wwyn 1Y DY NPT N DR 'R

Because

Y YN Y YR 'y 1ITUna X9

The ywn ov DOES separate 1y wyn, because he has the
option to take it for himself by temporarily being pon all
his possessions, thereby becoming an .

won X I'RI DY XAIP D'NIR D'dNI

Because

1y wyn ']D YOXRN My 1ITYN)

Because

wIR 9N X7n'om

XINK WII'N 102 T XNYT AnmT

The omon maintain that the ywn oy does not consider this
possibility out of fear that someone may meanwhile take
ownership of his possessions.

If so, we have no source that there is a npinn whether ~wyn
anan naiw v ay; actually, we have to say that if all agree

that 120 w qwwn, all agree that man naw 2 w* ay vwvn, and the
Braisa needs explanation.

Therefore, xa explains that the mwn and xnma are not
arguing at all. However, it depends when, where and
how the 1y ~wyn is given. As the Ran quotes the nwo: There
are two apparently contradicting Pesukim regarding ~wwn
ny:

One Pasuk says;

NN DNt Y 197 NN

avi yva 17KI

You shall give it — which is axin naw

The other Pasuk says;

JMvwa nnanl

You shall leave it there.

Therefore, says Rava:

NN na F9nNnn 1y Twyn (X

121929 199 AN NN N KT

NI N0k ''wn

Our Mishnabh is referring to where the 1 ~wyn is distrib-
uted by the owner from his house and he has the naw
axn. Therefore, she may not benefit from it.

nmanmna p']nnnn 1y qwynl [X>

"YYW NNINENT 2T IO

"RNRI N WY

The xnv is referring to where the uy wwyn is distributed in
the granaries, where it’s left for all to take and he does
NOT have nxn naw. Therefore, she MAY benefit from it.
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The Gemara continues with the Mishnah of the previous

Daf:

Zugt di Mishnah
17 1101 D191 DND
Ny 1o

If he made a Neder forbidding ALL Kohanim to benefit

from him, the o> may nevertheless take annn from him.

"7 000 19X D191 19X DD

onnN 170!

But if the vm was made about specific o1 nand, the may
NOT take it from him, but other o should take the

nnnNn.

The Gemara points out an inherent contradiction in the

Mishnah. The issue at hand is whether jnn naan naw, if the
right to distribute the nnnn, thereby gaining the benefit of

the other’s gratitude, has true monetary value, and the
oan> are therefore benefiting from the owner.

The ro0 seems to hold

['nn XN N1I0

Therefore, those specific Kohanim may NOT take his
Terumah.

And the xwn seems to hold

|'mn IXJ NNIN N0

Therefore, the nun> may take his annn.

xwwin 21 says that this is indeed a npiann, as we find in non
rorr;

710 A7

1A NKIN NAIY

920 AT A7 72 o

1N AR NRIA NV

However, in the next Daf, xn says perhaps

|Inn QNI N2V XN MIDT

The Mishnabh is of the opinion that jmn axan naw, which
explains the xoro,

"1 00 19X 0191 19X DN

D"INX 170!

However, the xwn,

7 12301 D171 DD

N> v 1hor

They may take it, because

D012 N'IX X'TN X7 NnNNT

IN'"7Y XK10'N'T 'NR KT |11

XNn7Y2 K9V XY

Since annn can only be eaten by auns, by forbidding it to
all Kohanim he has forfeited his nxn naw and declared it
worthless to him. Therefore, the nun> may take the annn,
and they are not considered to be benefitting from the
ownetr.
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