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Today we will Be“H learn v”197 of 971 noomn. ’ ’
Some of the topics we will learn about include: 11 D Nn n N ] )’D
MONA DR ]’771779 AT 7 Nb 1N
The Gemara continues its discussion of whether growths -

can nullify the Wo'r of their roots, and introduces several
new factors in this issue, including;

YO BwwIaT
We have learned that if an :7o°x will become mm at some
future point, it cannot become 073 501 are also included 1 ! I

in this category, >wnn *v1°XT 113, since it is possible for a b

o5 to annul the 971 However, this is only because it is a

mxn to annul a 973, and it is therefore likely that this will

happen. The 17o°R of 7wV 7N, on the other hand, while

also possible to annul, is not a P71 15 Ww 717, since there ]’ﬂ’ nD
is no obligation to do so.

15m 1> 1AW R

The Gemara debates whether growths can also nullify
. roots of 97, thereby giving them the Halachos of the new

growths, or if we say 751 19’71 j72w 9’7, we cannot create a

new Mo°R on something that is fundamentally 2.

M0 RPT R INY ]n:w ﬂn’n
The Gemara suggests that even according to the opinion b ’
720 1270

that 91 °97) DO nullify their Wor, that this only X>n
v RpT, where an effort was expended to achieve this
result, for instance if someone planted the mor. If the
growths occurred on their own, such as if rain falls on an
onion causing it to sprout, everyone might agree that the
MR is not Hva.
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So let's review...

The Gemara continues trying to resolve the question of
RY IR TORA DR POV W07 TR

Whether a Wo'r that was planted, becomes Sva in the new
growths?

And cites our Mishnah on1"1q7:

5P ORI PO DN

TR o> R MoR

If someone made a 773 forbidding THESE specific fruits,
he may not benefit from their exchanges and growths,
because since he named specific items in his 773, we
assume he wanted to assign them special status, not just to
forbid them. However

DYIV IRWI DN INY

TR o> R I

If he specifies that only eating or tasting the fruit should
be MR, he MAY benefit from the exchanges and growths,
because he explicitly limited the 771 in this way.

However

5217w 1272

The above distinction regarding 177 applies only to a
plant whose seeds decompose before growing and the
original Mo’R is no longer intact. Therefore, 7751773 are
generally 1mm, except when he says 1ox Mo, they ARE
MoR because he explicitly included them in the 971.

192 W7 PRW 7272 5AR

PINOR PO 10R

If the MO'R is 192171 PR, the roots do not decompose, such
as the bulb of an onion, the growths, and even the growths
of those growths would be 710K, since they contain within
them the original forbidden item.

Here we have a clear example of

WY PHoI PHITIINR RS

The 17o'r does not become Sva by its growths.

This apparently contradicts "Ry *27 who ruled

WOIV TN W Hx3

MY SV YA M

Imn

Apparently because

WY POV PIITAINR
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The Gemara cites several DNM2
to resolve the question...
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The Gemara answers that the 7o'k of 771 is considered a
YO ® WY T

Something which may ultimately become 3mn», because,
not only

5P Ywnn waR

May he go to a bon to annul the 973; but actually

POV SWIRS MEn MNP

It's a Mitzvah to annul a Neder, because

IIN NI

12 13212°R T30

Making a 771 is considered like building a n»a during the
period of mna7 MON.

1297 OV 2P0 1R P

Someone who fulfills his 973, without having it removed
through a Chacham, is considered as if he brought a
Korban on the 713, in which he is liable for the Issur vinw
yin. Therefore, since the Neder is 721p to become 0, it's
considered a

PYOn B WY T

And therefore, does NOT become Hva.

However nio11n, although it too

OY W YR

He MAY annul the nmn; however,

15D SIOTIRY MR ORD N

There’'s NO Mitzvah to do that. Therefore, since Terumah
is NOT 7mp to become 7mn, it is NOT considered a
PYIm b ww 127

And therefore, it DOES become bva.

The Gemara returns to a ruling of 37y "3 mentioned on 97
"1 that

VI IPNY Y8 RIS

191395 NwYnn

If after separating MW NN one replants onions, he
must separate mIwYM MmN anew from the entire crop.
This was cited in support of the opinion that

TPV POV PIITHINNR

Growths ARE 5van the morw.

But in this case, it is the 1o°R which is Svan the amn.
Therefore, the Gemara asks;

115 12w Inn?

There is no such mechanism of a 7o’x being Svan the
2’71, How can a new 77o°R be created?

I Mo, produce that already had swn» taken, cannot
become Y2v, non-tithed produce?

DNMT)
is considered a

1% WOW 127
lakiale

Because, not o
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1292 1OV 2PN
Issurymn Wy

This was cited

»7, ///ﬁ/‘// i X
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However
NN,
although it too
DI N
by Dwnn

nNINN
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it i NOT considered o
V24 /00 553

2 g)
D982 RIVH
nYIN MPINY
N215 "9 NYVYNN

2

275N 12°0% 1w N
Produce that a/rea/y/ had O taken,
cannat become o0, non-tithed produce”
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The Gemara tries to show that such a transformation is
indeed possible, from the Mishnah we learned on 0”3 q7;
MNP DPYI DY 1TV 075X

Ifrainfall caused an onion of the sixth year to sprout
during nonw;

PION, they acquire 'y aw nwip, IF they are strong and
healthy leaves, because this indicates that they drew
nutrients from the ground, and not just from the onion
itself. There too, the entire onion is being transformed into
YW myo.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara tries to show
that such a transformation is possible

2 Gz - 2

ovaRs ooy 1T ooxs
Y

- DMWL?/ Y

They will have V2w NUIT)
IF they are strong and healthy leaves

Because thiy indicates
z‘/w?/ drew nuitvienty /mm the %om/,
and nat just /mm the onion
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The Gemara answers

PIOR INP NODINR

This Mishnah could mean that the whole onion is T7oR
only because of the additional growths, but the original
plant is actually 9mm. Therefore, if he exchanged it, the
other item will become wy7p only up to the corresponding
value of the growths alone.

According to this explanation, the Mishnah is stating the
opinion of »”2w", who indeed says;

1 arna Smn

0D MO YT

Only the new growths are J1ox.

However, the Gemara qualifies and suggests that )"awn
might have said that only in a case of

170 Rp K>

When the growths grew on their own, such as dueto a
rainfall, that's when »"2w" holds

WY POV POITAINR RS

The 97’y does not become 503;

However, »”2w7 would agree that

WY POV PITIINR

Growths DO nullify their roots, so much so that they can
even transform roots of 9,

M0 RPT RPN

When someone exerted some effort in their growth;

The exception to this rule is 7wn, which does not become
5va even when someone replanted them, because the
Pasuk says

TV NRIAN 59 DR TWYN VY

Even 771, growths that had been planted once before, are
obligated in 7wyn» again. However, since it's unusual to
plant moN, they are not included in the term "jv9v,
implying that only 91 becomes 503, and not MoK,

The Ran points out that this must be an Xna1oR, because
this discussion is only relevant by a growth of a w1 pr
155, which are not obligated in Rn» 7 7w, The real
reason the 7wy» will not become Hva is because the
growths are also a 77OK 727, either 520 or VY, and they
are therefore too similar to be >van one another.

DafHachaim.org

X

PNOR MNP NOOINR

but the original plant is actually YN

/fccor/m?/ ty this,
the Mishnah i Stating
the gpinion of ol X
2PN 57N
:”n A %
only i wcase oﬂé
NIV RP R

TMOD2 HTAN
MNOD

However, b 4 agree
»7, /f/ﬁ/\// /ﬁ?;‘ Lt

N0 RPT RN

The exiception o thiy rile iy
VYD
Which does not become b2
even when someone
replanted them

= =aH
nalkani=ta Lo e
Fven ?//awféA/ thatt had beew
WM/ once ée%ow
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. The Gemara concludes the Perek by returning to the
ruling of
R °17ION
WOI MIN Y 33 M- R 2
TPy T N2 WOIV PN KV H¥2
P
This seems to be contradicted by a Mishnah in noon AN 11|7’1’ I’)’ ]’b]T’J 2M
MmN, which states; 919N

AN MIN T
The growths of nman are also imn.

The Gemara clarifies and concludes regarding both nmn D’ Yanairt /
palell )

frad 7272 7272 an exception
Even )7 are 1mn nbj Wt ]’Nl’) nb: WITY ]"71'{’1 129
79217 PRY 1272 nl-)’y I?})
Even P73 9173 are MO Lven /ﬁw;z Sk are  Fuen /,ﬁ,;g are

However, R’ Yanai teaches an exception that where TON

TIP°Y 5V P

Riails!

If the 9172 9173 are more than the 37" by 100:1, it
becomes 7mn because of 1072,

Py PI0 '['7]) 1777

We have B“H completed the Seventh Perek of o773 noon,
and will begin the Eighth Perek, > onp, in the next Daf,
B’ezras Hashem.
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