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Our gemora began by referring to our 7w» which used a
scenario of a 1’371 Sya and an 1 to illustrate the 8§ cases of
ARSI,

In 4 of them, the 1’2152 or the °3» made a complete 71X by
doing both the npy, lifting, “and” the nman, putting down.
Therefore all four cases they are Rn»NRTH 207

In the other 4 cases, where each person did only half the
185D, either npY or 7min, they were only 921 an 32737 TOR.

The x) asks:

171790 NN, I 3N R VAR MNn 17 YR -

If you think about it, there are actually 12 cases of someone
doing an MO,

In each of the last four cases of the mwn where both - the Sva
man and the 71 did part of the nax, either by doing an 7vpy
or a nm, the mishna only counted one M1o°X for each case -
but the truth is that two more 070X take place in each of
those cases - in other words - those four scenarios are
actually describing 8 13277 OR -

4 of the a0 Sva and 4 of the .

Add that to the first 4 cases of Rn»1X7 2N, and we have 12
cases in all?

The 13N counts
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The X0y answers:

TROM A7 75 172 1R RYT 20N RP IROMA A7 75 172 NRT N0
The R0D) answers:

1WA RP R -
The nmwn was only counting 1o’k which are either 7oK I E Y
MR, W13 NN N9 W13 NN

or could lead to an RN”IRT NOR.

The first four cases are counted, because they each are a "o'R
RIINT.

However in the second four cases, we only count the mo'R of
the person who did the 77p, for only he could possibly
finish the mo°r by also doing the 7737, and become 271

R INTH. However, the person who only made the nnin, can
not come to a Xn»IRT 2N, The Gemara also pointed out that
in the first 4 cases of Xxr»Ix7 2N, the Mishnah says, 21 100
MO 1PN SV - or - NVD WM 11 2R Hva. Of course, we
cannot count the four 1o as additional cases of MOR.

ANDA YA ARBA YA Y
2N NP XY

Because, although generally when the X3 in naw n>on says
MY, it means NOR YR MV, he is exempt XNPIRTH, but it's
still 13297 MON, in these cases it is I MY, it's actually
permitted, because that person did no 17o°x at all. The other
person who is Rn»NRTH 271 did both the 7vpy and the 7.

...because that person
did nothing at all!

The X3 continues to discuss the last four cases of the mwn.

In the mywn we learnt that where each person only did either

an 7vYpY or DMVO DPIW M3 - they are both R RTH MY, D ’ J w

and there is only a 13277 TO'N.

NIINNTD

N
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The x) asks;

7P 7RO RTAVNR KM - the fact is, that between the two

of them they did an 7vpy and a nn3n - a complete 71RO, As

Tosfos explains, the second person who did the nmi should
be xn» X7 27M, for he completed the 7ox5n.

The Xy answers:

ANWYA PIRT DY MR 27 ,R0I0 -

In the nwo of NRVN it says DWH MM NAR NNWY1 PIRD DYD.
This comes to teach us, AN DR WA R 7919 DR TWIWT -
Only one who does the whole act - the entire 772p - is 270
RO

Therefore, 20 MR 7wy 7 if one person does the whole
MoR he's 2n,

PIVO TR IV DY - but if two people do it together, like in
our case, where one did the 77pY and the other did the nrin,
they’re both Rn»IRTH VO,

The X2 then began analyzing the nature of nvpy.

TLYIND IRIM PRWIN POIIR PN PV AW 17 7PN VI -

17 asked »217, If one person put something onto another
person’s back in the i mw1, and then the second person
walks out into the 0177 mwn with the load on his back, what
is the Halacha? Do we say;

RO RPTIR, 201 DT IIPHH YON NYPYI 100 NPy - When the
second person starts to walk, is that called an 77py of the
load on his back ( from i mwA? Ifit is, then when he stops
in 0297 MW", he has done both 77y and i and he's 27n
R INTH. But if it's not considered an 77°py, then the person
carrying the load on his back only made a 7m, and he would
not be Xn»NRTH 27M.)

il
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they did a
complete 7o

Why are they S0 ?

The RIN) answers:

In the nwo of nNvnit says.

aivl mydn mrN Snba Pk abh

919 DR

The nature of 7VPY...
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17 answered, 27N - starting to walk is considered an nvpy,

and the second person is 27m. And then he adds - 75 nm7 1R 27 answered...
TIT PN
However, it's not comparable to 7 a person’s hand.
Which means;
Y ou might ask as follows;

In our mwn, we had a case where the 1’27 Y1 put something
into the "3v's hand while it was extended into the 7’0 mw»,
and then, the v brought his hand out into the o297 mwA. The
Mishnah ruled that the *1v is Mo because he only did the
anIn.
Now, according to Rebbi, why don’t we say that when he
begins to move his hand out of the 7’0 mw9, it is considered
an 17pY, and together with the subsequent 7m37 he completed NVO MY
the max5», and he should be 27m.
begins to move

To which Rebbi makes a most significant distinction. out of the TP MW",
RO IO - it is considered an nﬂ’Pv ?
His body, when standing in one place, is at rest. Therefore,
when he starts walking, it is an 77pY - lifting the items on his
back from their stationary position.

. Whereas, his hand by itself, when extended into a muw9
different than where his body is standing, is not considered to
be at rest. Therefore, the 2752 who placed it in his hand is

p@ 29 answered... ;ﬁp

actually the one who made the n7°py, and all the while that h !

it's in the hand of the *1v, it is considered to be in transit until g’ 9 )b
he makes the nrnin in the 0277 mwA. ahab] x‘, f " mhab]
The x93 continues with this case of where the hand is |

extended into a mw different than where his body is

standing.

TR IIWII R D277 MWD RY APR DTR Y0175 ROWD AR TR

It is obvious from the Mishnah, that a hand is not like a mw~ 2R BE 1 1D RIS L MaN N
0’237 or a N MW, in that it would Halachically be ST RIS N9 299 s NS SN

considered to be in the same mwA as the rest of his body.
For in the above mentioned case, where the " is standing in
D290 MY, and extends his hand into 7’1 mw», if his hand
were to be considered to be together with his body in mw3
o277, then the n°an 5va who removes something from his
hand should be 27m, because he is doing the entire transfer
from o297 MW to 0 mwa all by himself,

Rather it is clear that the hand is considered to be in its own
mw1, which in our case is the same mwA as which the Sva

manisin. _ Hands Hands
This results in the following noRw. are not considered are considered
RO IR P20 NTARY 1327 M0IR 0, 10O700 IwYNW 1N D27 Mw3 or TN MW to be its own
When he extended his hand, with something in it, into the
other mwn, he transgressed a 13277 R of doing an 7 vpY. 151195 i7a*lal”Atate)
. Did the 1327 decree a ©3p and penalize him by declaring his a5 b 1327 MBIp N
hand a "517, thereby forbidding him to bring his hand back R
in to the mw where he is standing?
wn P
NPT <
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At first the X3 says that this question of »ax seems to be a

npbAn between 2 mn»a. A ﬂP’bﬁn between

One RN says, 1PN MOR,PIND ARSI MO RO T A7 -
Ifhe extended his hand, filled with fruit, into the other mw»,
he is forbidden to return it.

And a second Rn»72 says nn5 0w - you are allowed to LY 77 i
M7 INOD M7 INOD

VIS NI PImD NI

bring your hand back.

Both M2 can be reconciled
with either side of the MON®

However, the X713 goes on to show how both mn»92 can be
reconciled with either side of the i>xw in various ways. The X3 in the end goes on to explain. ..

. The x 2 in the end goes on to explain that although the 1329
did not declare his hand a n"5»3, the Xn»721 which rules Wor
nnn> is referring to one of several circumstances where the
1127 did indeed penalize him for various other reasons.

That while
the 1327 did not
declare his hand

aonad

is where the 1327
penalized him for
various other
reasons
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