Al pgllam)

. 1'02
Intro

Today we will i”valearnq7 v’ of N2 noon i l DJ ,
The topics we will learn about include. I
The mo3p imposed on TNX Tya O i m p ose d on

50

Produce grown in Eretz Yisroel is considered 5av, and ’
prohibited to be eaten until T I l N 7)’3 i l J
1N NWIon

When the owner separates a portion for Terumah, which
must be given to, and may only be eaten by, a Kohen -
The 0” 7w, remaining produce is P>, which after the
separation of 7w» is permitted to all

There are instances in which the w397 becomes
Terumah, however the 0»yw are still 510

20

PRI TP PRY

RN»IRTH fruits grown from the ground of Eretz Yisroel
. are considered 530,

Produce grown in a 2193 y°8Y, an unsealed planter, that

draws 17y, nourishment from the ground, is considered

ROIRTH 53V, like produce grown directly in the ground.

However, fruits grown in a 2193 1°RW 3D, a sealed planter

that has no np’» from the ground, is only considered 520

2171 RINY
2171 1N
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So let's review

The Gemara continues to explain the Mishnah at the
beginning of the Perek regarding

TAR TV "OY N0V NUR

mHYa k1 "IN

A woman who remarried based on the testimony of an 7v
TR that her husband died, and he subsequently returned.
Since she was not X201 X7, meticulous to confirm his
death, she is subject to a ©1p, a penalty of

) 7D RN

She’s must leave both men.

In addition, the Mishanh states;

MRS RDY, M R5,M0 RD1,A2I00 719 PR

She does NOT receive her Kesuba and other benefits such
as;

--- The profits of her n5» 023,

--- Support,

--- And the remnants of her clothing,

75D R 71OV R

Not from her first husband, and not from her second
husband.

The Gemara explains

puYigRinnFapRiLply

AR PPV NOP RN ROW T

A woman initially receives a Kesubah, to make it difficult
for the husband to divorce her.

R

ARG PV TP RAN

However, since this woman must be divorced, she has no
Kesubah.

She also loses her other benefits, because,

M7 12IN0D 71202 °RIN

The addendum to the Kesubah is treated like the Kesubah
PIAN T OVI DR

Even if she already collected these benefits, she must
return them.
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Since she was not N2DYD) Np»T,
she s subject to a Dp:

Y A NXA
D XY 1N 19 N
PINDS N9Y P 85
5 85 1 Sy 8b

N2 1227109 1°PN
NRININ P12 NOP RN ROW 1T

XN

RN 1”12 NOP RN
Since this woman must be divorced,

she has no Kesubah

She also loses her other éw/%'fi/,
because,
WP DDYUN2D DDLND ’\/—7/’

PTNN N NN NHVI OX)
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The Mishna continues

YT N TN

A child born from the second husband or from the first
husband after his return, are both considered Mamzeirim.

To explain this ruling of the Mishnah the Gemara
introduces the X200 of

N0 1 927 MPYY PInn 772

Regarding Trumah

onn N

NIV DY ROV I PN PR

If someone has a basket of Xiv fruits, and a basket of 1170
fruits, he may not separate 7170 from the v fruits for
the v fruits

09N 0Ny, and if he did separate;

w1

N INMN

If the nwon was done aw3, unintentionally, it is effective
- the Xpv Mo become 17N, and the 077w become 91,
permitted to eat

i1

D199 RO WY KD

If the nwaon was done 7113, intentionally, it is NOT
effective, and the 170 M5 may not be eaten until he does
another nwIon.

The Gemara explains that

N RISV 1IN ROPNRTD

Although one should not be

NIV DY ROV 11 W90

One should not separate 7190 from R fruits for Mv
fruits, butif he did, it is effective X R,

RYOR 72775

As RYOR 117 taught:

7971 5V Y7 1 0NNS P

amnnInmInNY

If someone separates inferior fruits for superior fruits it is
effective, because the Pasuk states;

ROM POV IRV R

11 12510 DR DI NA

Y ou will not transgress when performing nw1o7 from
superior fruits - which implies that there IS a transgres-
sion for one who performs w197 from inferior fruits.
WITP PR ON)

b RoN MRV

If the w19 is not effective, then there is no transgression?
1971 5V YN D 0INY 1D

amnnInmInY
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The Gemara explaing
RINIRTN
NN RNMHYN NN

e ;/,é A~y
nDN S NYIN 1P 0NNO PIn
LINNNINOINY
Ny 7»131’) NPT NDY
Y 15 iR B
WITP PR OX)...
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Therefore,

w3

N INMmIN

As is the Halachah xn» 3R

TN

DI RY WY KD

This is only 132771 to penalize the 7, in order to discour-
age this practice.

However, there is a Machlokes in the extent of the ©3p:
NVWIR '272 N3 27 explains

D199 R 70D RO

DYPWA PR P>

Itis only NOT effective to release the 07w, the Wiv fruits
from the Issur 52v to be eaten, but the v fruit is consid-
ered 11, and is permitted to the Kohen for kindling.

As most 13277 M1, this is a 3377 77 which creates only a
XM, a stringency. The Trumah remains Trumah, as is the
Halachah xn»7x7, but the Chachamim imposed a X3
that he may not eat the rest until he separates Trumah
again.

However, X7on 27 disagrees and says;

/Y 53 09I R WY RS

Itis NOT effective at all.

75205 777 RYH RO PORT

Even the v fruit of the nw1on, returns to its original
status of 52V, because,

"7 AN NINR R

WMON R YWHT I

If it will be considered Terumah, he will be lax in
performing a second w157 on the o»w.

RTOM 279 71271 Y'R

127 asked x70M 27;

Y 52 093 R WY RY MINRT 7772

According to your opinion that the 7w19517is NOT
effective at all 3277 because of a 771

AN P 32T MPYY PINn 77209

How can the 1329 uproot a Xn”1x7, by saying the nw1on is
NOT effective?

This is a 3297 770 which creates a X)) by removing the
1IN NUTR?

mYO XD NWY 8
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There iy a Wachlobes
in the exttent o% ?‘/p&@'):

RXTON 21 RWWIR 127211
MY X9 NWY XY

MY N 07w DX |PNY

But the X0V fruit
is considered nNMIN,
and is permitted
to the Kohen
for kindling

1DRT
R1772 RN
9205 77N

uD DA PWE &
Gy £ 0O pS

7

NTDD 210 1) O'N
MDNT YT
D 5D DI>D N NWD RO

1ANN 772
207NN N 12T NPYH

This "1 creates a o)
by removing the nonn nITH?
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RT0M 27 cites our Mishnah where it seems that the
Chachamim have the
AMOA 1 92T WPYH Mo

YT WL N

The children of both husbands are considered Mamzerim
N IWn RVOWA

A child of the second husband is certainly a Mamzer,
because she was a v’k DWR

IROR PURTD ROR

RI7 ROV HRIWN RTINWR

But a child from the first husband after he returns is NOT
a Mamzer, because she is his wife.

0w Y W R

Since we declare him a Mamzer 13297, he will marry a
Mamzeres. However, Rn» R0 he is NOT a 7wvon, and
therefore forbidden to marry a nawmn?

We see that 7707 10 327 Mpwd pann 727

na7 responded

SRV N 1371

NP TOR

Indeed, since he is only a 131297 99, he is prohibited to
marry a nmmnn

plisloatRalvil

HRIW? N1 1TOIRD

He is considered a 711 only in that he is also prohibited to
marry a Bas Yisroel.

The Gemara again seeks to find a source that

TI0A M 327 MPYH PInn 772

And cites a Braisa which discusses the marriage of a
minor, a w1, which is only 13127971, Therefore she can
always terminate the marriage with px'»

TIOP INWUR DR WY DTR DIDRD

From which point is she considered married, that if she
dies, her husband inherits her assets.

19115 ©IIM NP TINYNWN DN V"1

RpW nasay only when she becomes a %173, and
performs Chupah

19N DIINWH DR 172

551 12 say although she was not a m517), it is sufficient if
she performs Chupah

502M »TNWD IR WYHR 227

215K 717 says only when she becomes a n917) and
performs Biyah

ait~) pit~Rait~~kp aln)

IRDR NOURIN RIR
RN INWR
281N RN HRIVN
NITNN2 MY 177V R
We see that
DIUPD W 9P7 7//’)}//”/)/1/ 3"

X

N responded
IRINW INX DN

NATNN2 MOR

2N D'ﬁa/’)/
é?g' PR /70/,&’/

The Gemara seeks to find a source that
ANNN N AT U)PDb PANN T2

AN?IIP
PP MNWNR AN WYY DTN DRYNe

MW MPON DT DN TS oA 2
Syanen DAY ANMIPA MEpnwn
Syam )] mBIMo DISM
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. From this point . .
A From this point:
He receives her nury
15 ROV m&‘ﬁ ‘ '

Ifhe is a Kohen, he is permitted to be xnvn to her.
AP I NN
And she is eligible for Terumah, through her husband

Mo MDY
M0 13039 AHSINY

The Gemara says

According to 551 2 that she is NOT a n7a

1% TP 7MIAR ROPIRTD RO RM

Although Rn»RT» her family inherits the w1y

15 0y Sya T

However the 1327 initiated that her husband inherits the
w1 of MvP INWR

Here we see that 7m0 » 327 WpYd pann 7722

The other two Halachos also seem to show

ANNN D 92T IPYY PInn 772

/fccor/m?/ to /o nis that she is NOT & » V56

RON XM
N% N7 MAR RNINXRTH
n% M7 52 1229

Here we see that

DIUPD Y 97 7//’)}//”/)// 5"

However, the Gemara rejects this proof, because nw-» is
based on

PO T2 9poN

The 3137 have complete control of all property.

19 NI iV

‘ 1s because is based on
She is considered a mx» Ny, one who has no relatives. 1S Ol’lly nb AT DD 772 1P9n
Although she does have relatives; nMAN2 NIXD NP .ngn
751 RYT D 12297

151D RO RMIP

133 NHOWY
79 RpPLHI s because oAy
MR NP Y T DD

Since they don't inherit her, they will not want to be
involved in her burial.
Therefore she is considered a mxmn nn

PN 2 NYIIN s actually only
11277 N3
She only eats fruits that require Terumah 132970

This discussion of whether
MO0 1 927 IPYY PInn 772
Continues in the next Daf
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