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At the end of the previous daf the Gemara asked the follow-
ing question.

The nmwn at the beginning of the Perek had listed among nv:m: NB‘
other ov*w>n which are only j3277 770K out of concern that
she may remove it to show off to her friends -

omin HY PRW NYava 8D - a woman may not go out with a
ring that does not have a signet on it -which implies v X
na’nomn 75y - if it does have a signet, she would be 2n
RMINTH NRON - because a ring that has a signet is not | e

viewed as a v’won, an ornament, but as a "wn, a burden. This L LIFN

is actually clearly stated in a Mishnah later on X"v 2”0 q7. She may remove it

to show friends

However, the Gemara asked from a Mishnah in 5> noon
which lists

DN 5P PRY P2 Dm0 7P 00 P2 NYav - both types of rings
among D'w1 *vwOn regarding being TNV Yapn - being
susceptible to XMW, and presumably would also be consid-
ered a vwon regarding Naw.

The ) offers three answers to this question, the first of
which was learned on the previous daf that the two nviwn
reflect differing opinions based on a np>mn between 27
71pm3 who holds the status of the ring is determined by the
signet and not the ring, and the 0»>5n who hold that a ring’s
status is based on the ring and not the signet.

amn oy amn oy

Our shiur began with the second answer.

1Np 07785 IR K17 - Rava answers that when the miwn in ’JﬂP D’.{.{gb .| bN N:j

oo stated ,

DN 5P PRY P2 DM 7P 00 P2 NYav - both types of rings

are considered a v’won, it is referring to two separate cases.

WRT OWIN DM oY W’ - A signet ring is a vwon of a man -

who often uses the signet for official business.

TWRT VWIN DMINPYY PR - A non-signet ring is a v’'won of a
. woman - but a signet ring is indeed not a v’won for a woman.
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The third y1vnis:

TP NAWR FIRMIV IR PR’ 32 5N 272! -

Rav Nachman Bar Yitzchak rejects the premise of the IIN pnw 93 ]}jﬁj 29

question, for the criteria for nxmv are different than the

criteria for naw.

The mawn in 051 agrees that only a non-signet ring is a vwon

for women, and that's the reason it’s ixmL 51, A signet ring

is MR Sapn for another reason -

RI71°921 RIPAT IR 70 93 - It's a vessel that was made for

use.

As Rashi explains - when the mw» in 051 equated the two

types of rings, it did not mean to say that they are both

ovwon. It meant to say that they are both axmw Yapn, albeit N] n "73]

for different reasons.

I;Z‘:f :7?; ffu%;ﬁ?vlf S 'Iflﬁzbc(r)ist’eria for the mor of carrying i However, res: arding Shabbo
ying is

whether the item is a burden. Therefore, NIFATIMWN IO DIVH

vwon omn HY PR - Ifit has no signet it's a vwon.

non omn Y v - Ifit has a signet it's a burden.

NP bl ENIC

N VWIN

The final Halacha in the Mishnah was

7223 NPRW VAP R - that 13297 a woman may not walk ‘7
outside with a needle that does not have an eye, implying that mnn: & 1
the needle has some use, for if it had no practical use, it
would be a "»wn» and she would be 21 to bring a j27p for ﬂ:": ﬂ:’ NW
carrying it.

The X703 explains ANATO T30 ANMPIM NAWA 7WW 72 NP HN2 //

- on weekdays she would part her hair with it and on naw she ﬂp 79

would decorate her hat with it.
Implying that it has some use
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The next mwn in middle of © q7. lists items that are 77ox
13297» for a man to walk outside with on naw. The first item
on the listis

AmIoNT H7302 R KRR’ KD - a sandal with nails sticking out of
it.

The x99 explains that this 7o’ is based on an episode that
occurred during times of decrees against the Jews. There are
three versions of the episode, but all of them end with a large
gathering of Jews growing scared, panicking and trampling
each other with their nail filled sandals in their haste to
escape. Sadly, D28 172 277w 7R INY 7T DR 7T - they
ended up killing more of each other than the enemy had
killed.

The xm2 explains that since this gathering occurred on naw
the prohibition to wear these shoes was made only for naw
and 270 oy which is also a day of gathering when there is
FIOROD MOR.

The Gemara adds that even if you hold like X'2py 12 X7
that 13297 o 7o°R are only applied in exactly the same cases as
the basis for the 7713, you would still extend the mo'x of these
shoes to 210 0¥ since 17773 771 > N2W1 0 DY - the rules of naw
and 20 Dy are the same with the exception of wo1 50X, food
preparation, which may be done on 210 ov but not on naw.

The X913 then makes several exceptions to the 17o'R of
wearing the amonn H7I0.

First, if the nails are only there "%, for decorative purposes,
and not S, to strengthen the shoe, it is permissible.

Second, 019211790 - if a shoe was sewn onto the inside of the
sandal it is 9m» because 72178 RS Hpada 1323 772190 D730
1127, the decree was only made regarding a sandal, but this is
now considered a shoe.
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Third, ©1253 318wy, if he made the nails in a semi-circular
shape it is permissible since these are sufficiently different
from the original type of sandal.

Fourth, 105218 y7p RN ROW 773 MAnon11512 191 DWW 17 IR o,
am» - if the entire sole was covered with nails to protect the
sole from rotting, it is permissible because it is sufficiently

different from the sandals worn in the original story. SMALLER LARGER
Regarding the first exception of 1% - that if the nails are there AMOUNT AMOUNT

for decorative purposes - and not 15, to strengthen the shoe
- it is permissible, the Gemara has a lengthy discussion of
various opinions as to the amount of nails allowed. The
principle of them all is that a smaller amount of nails
indicates that it's for decorative purposes, while a larger N 29
amount of nails is used to strengthen the upper part to the
sole of the sandal.

\
My ||||l” RN
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N> 727 later comments, that if not for fear that he would be
called "o') 7w 'N5123, a Babylonian who is overly permis- that has 22 or 24 nails in it
sive, he would have allowed a sandal that has as many as 22
or24nailsinit.

The Gemara cites a Rn»72 which records a np>mn whether
. these sandals may be used for other functions on naw.

oM7Y 12 PO DI R 12 MDY IMR PHVYLR HaR - the Rin s‘,:-; AN Y ﬂ'lDD‘?

x»p holds that you can move them, like any 1max>nw 53 ‘v \ il et il ! -pnc‘”

MORY, to cover a utensil or support the legs of a bed. a7 R

JOIN IYPW *272 MYOX - R’ Eliezer b’Rabi Shimon holds it is ""'""""'"ul""

not permissible to move them because we are concerned that NI 393 mv‘;x O

he will wear them.

We pasken like the xip Xin, because 027 12501 020 M, we —"% X
. o . ‘4 5

always pasken like the majority opinion.
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