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In the previous daf we mentioned that according to j»m3 27
somebody who inherits a house on naw can be mw3 Soan.
The gemora presented two mn»72 that each seemed to
contradict 91 27 and answered each. The X2 now presents
a third Xr»72 that also seems to contradict 3 27

DAR 73R P W ORI -
IfaJew and a convert live in the same granary, or 2 family
house with a shared
73, and they made an 217y - if the 73 dies, the 1Y is
nullified.

Therefore, it depends:

If the 73 died before naw, whether or not anybody else
claimed his house - which became 991 upon his death -
before naw, the 93n is MOR to carry in, because, at the onset of
naw, the 7xn is still considered to be shared by two residents;
-1- The surviving YR,

-2- The potential new owner who will aquire the 7's
property.

If the 73 died after naw started, whether or not anybody else
claimed his house, the 93 is 9.

Rashi explains; naw nxpn’ 1mm YN -

At the beginning of naw, since the 75 was alive, the 217 was
valid. Even though, that 217y is now nullified, and the
original 587w’ is now sharing the 73n with the new owner,
with whom he has no 217y, the 931 remains 3m» for the rest
of maw.

From the fact that the Xn»72 says that when he dies before
2w the 73n is TON, it seems that the person who acquired the
7's house cannot do mw7 H1v2?

The X2 gives two answers:

e First, 502w 7 - 2107 JOIR °R1 - the X2 answers that the
Rn72 only meant that the 93n is "oR until the new owner is
mwi50an, but once he is MwiSvIN it is indeed M.
*Second, 2122 PR MMORT RTORDY 123 ROPIND TR 1300 I
mawa mw - R’ Yochanan answers that this X072 (and the
last Xn»92 we mentioned in the previous daf) hold like n°a
R that one cannot do mwA Y11 on naw, whereas 1M1 29
follows 557 "2 who do allow mwa 502 on naw.

The R explains that "xw n°a and Y50 1 argue about how
mwi 571 works.

RpW 12 hold R0 Rmw Rip» - it is considered a 1ip, where
the rights are transferred to the neighbors, and o'y1p are "oR
on naw. According to 551 m2 it is X5 XMW PISNON -
simply abandoning, but not transferring the rights, which is
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VPN the mwn:
Powh 9w W man bva - @/
If neighbors in a 121 are already partners in owning food "f’)/
together,

295 PO PR AWM A MY -

If one person has a partnership in wine with each neighbor he
does not have to make a separate mzi1an 9w,

MPwATmS PAmS -

If, however, he was a partner with one in wine and with the

MmN MAme  ramhams

other in oil, there is a n,5m»: the xR R holds that they have v 1 Riop Kan
to make a separate mR1an 0w, while pynw 2271 holds they 1’3’13
do not have to make a mxian Pnow. :'11}5

The gemora elaborates: 77X °5321 27 IR - when the partner-
ships are all in wine, and all the wine are in one °>> then we do
not require a separate )n'w, but if the wine were in two
separate 09, then they would be required to make a separate
27D

*DIRP*T K1Y NN - Rava says that this is precisely the
difference between the two cases in the m3w». When one of
the partnerships was with oil, he obviously could not have
kept everything in a single °5>.

. * 7R YR - Abya however suggests that the wine may even be :‘11"7 N9 iW‘ i“
in separate o'>3 and it is still different than the case of oil and
wine - because
2995 7R1 1 77 - since wine with wine have the potential to be
mixed into one °>>, we can consider it as if it is combined -
wheareas
2995 7RI PR W1 1 - do not even have the potential to be kept
in the same *53, therefore they need to make a separate 217.

The Gemora continues... We learnt in the mishna: The xm» gives two explanations. ..
295 IR PR AT TARI T TAR IIR PYPW 27 -
The X2 presents two explanations for why w3 would hold
that when one partnership was with oil and the other was
with wine, there is still no need for a further 91w - or another
7.
IR IV PAW IIM2 JPPOY 'R RO 7127 ION -
Since our mishna mentions using wine, rather than bread, to
create an 217V - the Mmwn» must be discussing a case of a 330
that borders on two separate M1, where the owner of the
731 has separate partnerships in wine with each »an. These
partnerships in effect created 2 separate mN12 '9INW
between his 731 and the two mxian - thus allowing them to
carry between his 73m and each »an» - but not between the two
mNia. Certainly, if the members of the two miN12> wanted to
carry from one to the other they would indeed need to make a
new NN OIW.
IR 0P 271 Reb Yoseph has a completely different take on
. our mishna - and says that
2501P 13270 3 12 I 7277 RNNDOI 327 PYnw 27 -
R’ Shimon holds like >33 12 1371 '3 that wine and oil put into a
single "5,

13371 3 42 e 2297 NAnbaa
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The Breissa says:

P25 3w W - H#P1R

If oil of trumah was floating on wine, and a Xi>v person M 513 QYA (Al

touches the oil, 1 12 137 "3 holds that 5 m pmnomw - -_.

even though they do not mix, they are considered one entity,

and both the oil and the wine are X»v. So too, says Reb oy 5]:'@

Shimon - when put into a single *>> the oil and the wine can touches

serve as a Prw between the different properties. 139 the oil 3 0 00
The 13127 on the other hand view them as separate entities, and Only

therefore, only the oil becomes x»v, and not the wine, and the OIL

they also cannot serve as a \n'w for different properties. becomes The WINE also

NIV becomes x»v
The xm) then goes on to quote a Xin who disagrees with both
oNin of our mwn:
2995 POIZ 7T TORI I TAR MR ORTN 12 WYOR A - =
Even when the person has partnerships with both neighbors ‘
in wine, they still require separate mr1a ONW.
The X713 has offers two explanations for 'RTin 12 WYHR "
JOWIIPIHA A N OV R T - 727 MR,
121 explains, that if each one of them poured their wine into
one barrel, then even 'R7in 12 1tY5R 1 would agree that it

would be a valid v W NN D MY
. He disagrees only where :111'7 }’:"\E N PN

momwa P Yw an npow - they pooled their money and
jointly bought a barrel of wine.

RTIN 12 WYHR 7 says 1772 PR - which in this context means -
since they did not each contribute wine, but had joined
together before any wine was bought, each one’s portion of

wine was never determined - therefore, it is not a valid pnw. 1129 ‘WIN 2N ALL AGREE
The 3127 hold 7712w’ - After they bought the wine, each one’s ™

pc;_lrtlon is retroactively determined, and therefore, is a valid =yEn

NPw.

9ov 27 explains that "7 12 75X "3 holds that

7Y OIPPA PIPW SY PO PR - the mRan 0w is valid to
allow everybody to carry in the »12m, but would still not allow
anybody to carry from one 33 to the next within the same
"2m, unless there is an 217y joining the two my3n.

Rav Yosef proves that this must be the explanation of 1 W N
RTIN 12 WYHR since 27 who paskens like 'R 7in 12 7wYHR "7 also . .
paskened like &1 3 who holds i Al i N
1PY DI PIPW HY PIIO PR,

Now, since normally we would not pasken like a 7> ny7
against the 1329, especially not to be strict in P21y ma5n -
therefore we must say that the reason 21 paskens like both is

WA N PRI

because they both hold the same thing. g 51] 1S PN
Even though the reasoning behind both &1 "7 and 12 71YHR A 2P P
'RTIN is basicly the same - it was necessary for 27 to pasken
separatly in each case, to teach P12 M 0 19772V ROT -

. that we do not accept a double X1 from the same Rin in

P2y mabn, and that only after paskening like 12 71pHR 3
'RTIn that a Pn'w of wine cannot be used for an 117, was it
possible to pasken like R 1 that a pn»w of bread cannot
also serve as an 117,
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The gemora goes on to ask:
1327 R PR 27 K1 - what were the original statements of
1" and the 3277

The gemora answered: X107 - We learnt in a Xn»72 - that FINR 2T NR
mP3n° 7Y must be made with bread but not wine, whereas a ‘?T 195 NI
MR 01w can be made with either wine or bread.

Rashi explains:

7YTOWD Y - AN

The 217°v merges all the houses in the 9317 into one Mw - one
residence. Only bread - not wine - establishes one’s
residence.

MmN onw merges all the M3 - which are not residences
- into one MwA, which can be done even by jointly owned BREAD

wine, and of course with bread. Y 4

1 The braissa then continues:
PRD 27,1202 PONNW MM P2IWH - Reb Mier holds
that an 277 must be made to allow carrying between the
mazn, and then an additional mRan 01w must be made to

N2 IBRNYIY MNN2 a9Pn

. allow them to carry in to the "an. / /
One cannot cover for the other, even though mxian oimw o/ L
b £
already merges all the n73m, we must make M¥3n 217V to /’//?ﬂ-'/ﬁ) /// 7Y P

carry between the msn -

TIPPNA D DY NNN RWH RO -

So that the children will not forget the need for myxn 1.
The 1327 however hold ponnwn X P27v1n X that either one
works for both.

Rashi points out, that R’ Meir only says that mxian oinw
cannot also serve as the m7sn 217°Y where they have no
other 217°v. But if they have separate mxn 217 for each
individual 7xn, the mx1am 91w can also serve as the *217v
M3 to merge all mysn.
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