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In the previous Daf we learned a version of the »ax np>mn
R17in a case of

I R IWOR RY - it is unavoidable, but he intends to benefit
from it -

According to pw»w *27 who holds 1518w 927 is 10w, and
the nm> is a factor, all would agree it is MOR, because he has
nmd to enjoy it.

The N5 is only according to 777 °27 who normally does
not consider nm> to be a factor:

MR says it is Im» since it was unavoidable, and nmdis nota
factor.

N1 says it is MON, because 77 "7 is not concerned with 71>
only when it is X115, but in this case, taking 13 out of the
picture is k975, therefore mm> remains a factor.

In today’s »ar ,97 and X217 each show the source for their
opinion:

19 RPPR RID IR IR -

»IN’S source was >Rt 12 131 127 who taught in the shadow of
the 51, benefiting from the shade. Apparently, X1 7WOR K>
1> - when it is not possible to avoid - since there was
nowhere else to teach everybody about the ma5n of 210 07 -
and one intends to benefit, it is Im!

x17 does not accept this proof, because the walls of the 50
were made to shelter the inside and not the outside, and when
benefiting from the shade outside it is considered 7775 X>w
nxin - an unusual way of benefit, and therefore .
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1% RPPR RIM K27 IR - Rava provides two possible sources:
First, from the fact that the Xn»92 says that when repairs had X31 iak
to be made to the owTpn WP, the repairmen would be

lowered in a box so that they would not enjoy seeing the
walls - we see that 171 X1 7WOR KD - when the nRi is i

75

unavoidable but you intend to benefit, it is MOR. REPAIRS

»R rejects this proof because S

DWIPH WP MM WY 15V - Repairmen were

This is an additional X1n that was put in place specifically lowered in a box

for the DwWIPH WIP. So r/wzx woudddn't enjoy
seeiny the wally

Mo KRN

!
W!:s
w2y oy
DYPR WP NYas

W%‘Mﬂ?’ %ar the prlsp» Csp

Second, from the fact that the Xn»72 says; ond
. A2V 0WN 2 PR PN AR OP -

The benefit of hearing, seeing and smelling is not a violation

of nv». The implication is that it is still 70K, presumably for

people who are doing the 772y and will unavoidably benefit

from the sounds sights or smells of w7p. This proves that XS

NP R TWON is NON!

mN rejects the proof because the Xn»72 may only be saying ) o

that it is 1O for people who stand outside, who are Xp1 7woR unaunidebly benefting

no'» - they can easily avoid the benefit. Mo NP
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The X713 next has a parenthetical discussion about A parenthetical discussion about...
A2V 0WN A PR PN AR D - Y AN L)\P
and cites a k72 which clearly states that smelling the nmop
is a violation of n> v,
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R99 17 concludes that only

AVn 0Wwn 72 PR AR P -

Benefiting from sounds and sights of w7pn, do not constitute
n>vn, because

wnn» 172 PR - they are intangible pleasures, but 7 - smells of
n7vp are subject to 72°v», because they are wmn 72w’ - they
are considered substantial because of the incense itself.

When the Braisa said that 177 is not subject to 7>v», it was
referring to the smells

1NN AYNY IR -

after the smoke went up, and the nvp was burned. Once
IM3H WYI - its mitzvah has been accomplished,

>V DWW 1A PN -

itis no longer subject to n>vw.

The xm) asks

1077 NN 3 - Regarding which the Torah says;

1AM YRR 1DWI A28 SV AN DR WRADORN TOR 10T IR 0
We learn from mwi that it is IR372 MOR. Apparently,

1200 DWW 72 W1 MmN NWYIT -

Even though the mzmn is done, it is still subject to n>v1»?

The x93 answers that we combine 1w 0 with 75
1917 where the Torah says;

5M32 A9V DR DW 197 -

We learn from ow that it remains X372 MOR even after the
mxn is done.

PIRON PR TARD PRI PN 30 51 -

Two o’ oo that teach the same win are considered to be the
exception and not the rule. Only in these two cases does it
remain X372 NOX even after 1imzn nw), but elsewhere, such
as in the case n7vp - once it is burned it's no longer ToR
NI

NBD 29
Concludes
2k N 99
oW IR v
YA A

WA M2 N
Considered substantial zm,%k
/»&Mww
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mzn w3, but elsewhere, such as in the case N7vVp - once it

ﬁ Only in these two cases does it remain X372 WOX even after
is burned it's no longer X372 ON.

In these two cases But elsewhere, like
Wa¥aleinty navp

)
=519 19X ot
Remaing dZ’y

evew AFTER
NI WY

Even according to the opinion that holds

PTROR TR PRI PN W - Even according to. .
we can treat two 0’109 that teach the same wvyTnas a
reflection of the rule that should be applied elsewhere, the i"‘?:"f‘?ﬁ

. IRIT MR from JwT1 M and 71917V 7YY cannot be applied D09
elsewhere because they each have a specific v ina p1oo that teach the same W7
to limit the X137 MO°X to these two cases. as a reflection of the rule

to be applied elsewhere

T&TH NI and POVIY 1O

er&%’o J}/'// s /’)/Oc?

to these two cases

157 °9°522 100w N 271N -

An oven which was heated up with wood or other materials
whose benefit is forbidden.

RV 0y wIn -

Ifthe oven is brand new, it must be destroyed, if it is old, one

.30
APy 2P PO N

must wait until it cools down before using it. A ©In
NI NON DR DHIM TNOR N7 IR 727 NON NR 12 719K Igv ?nv
Any bread baked in it -

»17 holds it is TOR, and the

omon hold it is . N5 NN A3 (5N

A 9310727 ©5m 2 Hy e -
Once the nx3n o°N are totally burned and turned into coals,

everybody agrees the bread baked afterward on the coals is
. .
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The Gemara explains:

This 892 deals with two issues.
First- nonnR12 7198 -

Rebbe holds the bread is 77oR, because
no1oIY MV Y’ -

Benefiting from the bread is tantamount to benefiting from NS NK A3 798
the wood of N3 WO°R, because the bread was baked from
the heat produced by the wood.

The Chachmim hold the bread is 9m», because

No1 %Y NIV PN - QY naw QY naw
Benefiting from the bread is not tantamount to benefiting tantamount o Tantamount to
from the wood of X1 MO, benefiling from the:  benefiting from the
As both Rashi and Tosfos explain, because the Chachamim ma/aﬂz /D ek WW/% PP Sk
hold that the heat is produced from the part of the wood ) & s

which is already burned and consumed, and no longer mox
NI

This is similar to

A5 591 727 OO 2 DY 1w -

where it was baked on coals, and even Rebbe agrees that the Simidar to. ..
bread is 91m», because noa 0’3y naw pr. Rebbe disagrees only
where the actual wood is present.

om the wood whichs
Y a[reax/g/ burned

EI/@VD »nI a?rm ..

. Now, regarding the oven, our X191 said; vy Raw

IRV 0y wIn -

A new oven must be destroyed - an old oven must be cooled.
The Gemara cites another Xn»71 which disagrees, and says;
IRV W PR WA PA -

Both a new or old oven need only be cooled.

Now, the reasoning for yn» wn is, as Rashi explained, Ouwr nmap: Other /s
because the first heating of a new oven strengthens and A v AR =R mia b
completes it. Therefore, the oven is 770K and must be va ?nﬁ’ 2 Ix”
destroyed, because every time the oven will be used, one is
benefiting from the wood of nx3*1o°R which heated it up yren
the very first time, making it a functioning oven.

However, this reasoning is only in accord with Rebbe who

holds

no1 o3 N2w v, and likewise, 4 /MZJM&M

TMWPADIY N W’ - gm”/%/r

but according to the o»>n who hold 0 ”l?’ 3 3
W/‘/bﬁ?/ ... /fccor/m?/ fo...

NO2 D'RY N2V PR, likewise,

MNI DY NIV PR,

and the oven is Imn.

Actually, Tosfos adds, that according to the o»on we would
not even need 37 - to cool the oven, because they hold 12 7ox
nIM» Non non NR. However, it was required 132771, since it is
aminimal loss to cool and reheat the oven. on

Wouldn't even need =7

QXY naw QY¥yY Maw
QY Maw o'¥yp naw
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Now we come to the second issue:

oM -

When both a permissible and forbidden item contributes in
producing something, as in our case of the new oven -

Bread baked at a later time will be a product of the forbidden
oven, and the permissible new wood used in the current
heating of the oven.

Therefore, the X2 resolves the contradiction between the
two Braisos:

P2IRA NIRRT -

The first Braisa which says;

yny wIn - the oven must be broken, follows 31’58 "3 who
holds

MOR DM -

The second xn12 which says;

13 wN - the oven only has to be cooled down follows the 13127
who hold

A D N

pnd
=ik iutaliat;

will be a product of the
forbidden oven, and
permissible new wood

12 P N e ¥n

ey yoY

QA A =phhEniabat)
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