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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 3”5 97 of o'nar noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation in the discussion of the 0177 3p1's opinion
of

PINIATP MOWH N1 ROV

If 72v772 the owner was ni X»v and he brought a nos
pwr the Korban is Kosher because the requirement for a
1w noo is only 7>°MN3%, not mandatory.

D7 NIRMIO Y 73 P37

I DIRDIO DY I PR PRI

The >z validates only on a ixmv that happened to the
actual Korban, but not a ixmv that happened to the owner
or the Kohanim

DDA DIRMO

A3 Y30

There is a yon nwn5 no5n that regarding moo nw 1 the
P8 is 1370 even on the NRmW that happened to the owner,
and there is a Machlokes whether the y’x is 137 on the
Mo of the Kohanim who brought these Korbanos.

The source for the Mishnah’s Halachah of

5090 2wy

If the Kohan was sitting while he did the 7712y, the 7Ty is
disqualified

TR PRI DN W

PIon PR

We have a rule that if the Torah states a principle regard-
ing TWO Halachos unnecessarily - as in our case, where
we could have learned that a o731 7oIP receives nn
from 0% 07 Y RSW or vice versa - it is meant to be
applied specifically in those areas and not others.
Therefore, we CANNOT apply this principle to 2wy,
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PIIZ YRS
NN RNY
PMI2IP NOWN

NI PINN
07 NXRML HY
NI PIND PR
mMAN IRMOL HY

DINNN RV
NXIN PIND

90D 2V

TR 1PRaN 021ND WY
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So, let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed the Mishnah'’s
Halachah of

5109 RO

If a xnv 770 performed the 7M1y, it is disqualified.

And the o177 3t made the following distinction:

PIW RO ROR W RD

9100

H RV YR

W

MNDRINRIDY PO

T2 ODI NI

Only if the Kohen was x»v from a Sheretz is the n712p
Pasul;

But if he was X»v from a corpse, the 772y is Kosher;
Because since n» Rpw has a X71p, a leniency, in that axmw
M3 777 and ina MR 127 a N ROV 1710 s permitted to
do the Avodah n>nino5;

Therefore, in a 7 129p, if a N XpL j70 did the Avodah
72773, it is Kosher, because the y’x is 137, it validates the
7Y,

However,

PIV ROV

5100

Because even regarding a 112°% 127

PIV DRI

NI TN RS

A Kohen that was y7w 8o is forbidden to do the nmay.

After some discussion and explanation, vpb W™ questions
the 0177 3p1 regarding their opinion of

NI RPOIV 779

TN

AN NI APR DY

39201 M2 IR P390 1?7

P92 [ MR

Regarding nxmv;

1192mm, owners, are more lenient than

11991, the Kohanim;

As we see from v nRDW;

FPIIRIR PRDWR PIwa DHY1 IRDL]

Owners that are 7w X can send their pwx1 noo, while
PIWA RDLIV 70

%IIPR

A Kohen that is y3w 810 causes the 7712 to become Mo,

DafHachaim.org

90D RNV

The p11 s made z‘/w/o%wm?/ dstinction:
DY N
51DD - yIW RDL RON

WO - NY RHY ban
NN NRIVY PHD

Only if the Kohen became Npv from a Sheretz
does the nT1av become Pasul;

But if he became Nnv from a corpse
the nmap remains Kosher;

Since nn Rp has a Ry, Therefore, in a Tm )27,
in that nxa mmnnrow;  if anp 8ov > did the Avodah
and in an¥ )23 ajnd T2 7, it is Kosher,
NN RDY is permitted because the yx is D,
to do the Avodah n>nn25; it validates the nTav.

/—/OW&/@V,
5o - yIw ROD

Because even regarding a 1% |29

YO DNDID
2082 NIMN RS

After some discussion,
wipb wn questions the b1 pt regarding

N2 RNVIW JND
TN22 AR

2

N2 ND ANN D)
JIDONN N IN PIDIH N
PIDINH NI IVIN NN

Regarding nnpw;
I9OnD, owners, are more lenient than

Aswe see from yw PNDID;

RPDVIV N 0"HY2 INNL)
YIwa YIiwa
NN N MR PnoYN

A Kohen that is yyw 8ov causes  Owners that are yw Npv can

thenap to become 5po. send their jwn1 npo, while

Zevachim23-2



Dedicated By:

A3 0Na

Therefore, we ought to make the following wm 5p
regarding nm» NRMIY;

NP DHYIINDVI

IR PRSWN PR

M RPVIV 71D

%I IPRY PTIPR

If owners that are n» Xnw cannot bring a PYRI NOH,
certainly a Kohen that is m» x»v causes the 772y to
become Pasul?

The Gemara answers that the 0177 31 hold

PIMNI2IP IOWN 103 T ROV

If 72v772 the owners that were n» v sent their pwRI oo
the Korban is Kosher.

However, since 1°nn2% a nn XpL 71 may not bring a noo
PR, therefore 75'nnaY if the s are nn XY, they may
bring a irmva PRI Noo, and therefore we say

NV AT MOV PPOH DO RPO

TP NI NI

And accordingly, we must say that the 017737 hold the
following:

1.

W Noo

P

The requirement for a N X»Y to bring a 3w noo is only
1>nn3b, non-mandatory, but 721773, if he brought a nos
PWRI he was R,

2.

19IR 05 VR

P

The requirement for the owner to be eligible to eat the j27p
no9 is non-mandatory, but 7272 even if he was a Xpv and
cannot eat the Korban, if he brought a pwx1noo he was
N3P,

DafHachaim.org

Therefore, we ought to make the following »mm 5p
regarding nn PRDID;

1> 7 RNV
N2 RNVIY 7~ NP2 MY
MRY PTIONR 1NN PR

NI 1NPMaaIp

If owners that are nn Rov cannot bring a pwN) DY,
certainly a Kohen that is np Rov causes the nmap
to become Pasul?

A
The Gemara answers that the p13 s hold
PP NOWD DI IN ROV

If 120772 the owners that were nn DD
sent their pwn npo the Korban is Kosher.

However, since n>nnob
ann Nov TN may not bring a pwNI Nb,
therefore n>nndb if the M2 are nn NHY,
they may bring a nNp»2 PR NDD,

and therefore we say

M2 ARINWY NN NN RNO
T°N%2 01 NXRIN

And mor/%
we must say that the s> 5 hold the XO%WW%/

— 2 —
199X DY VIR
NNy

The requirement for the
owner to be eligible to eat the
NDD )27 is non-mandatory,
but 12072 even if he was a Npp
and cannot eat the Korban
if he brought a pwN ND®
he was Nep.

—_ 1 —_
"27® NOD
NNy

The requirement
foranp roo to bring a
W NDD is only nbnnob,

non-mandatory,

but 72072,
if he brought anpo
WRY he was N,
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The Gemara now questions this opinion that 721773, if a
nn 8L brought a WK1 Moo he was Rxv, from several
sources, first from a Mishnah in o’nos noon

1.

noo VI PN

DT IRPIV HY 73D P37

PN DIRBIO DY 7RI PR PRI

In the Korbanos of'a 713, and noo j29p, if the blood became
RV, the >3 validates the Korban, but if the person became
Rnv the '3 does not validate the Korban, and the Korban
is Pasul.

The Gemara initially assumes that 9137 nxm»© of the
Mishnah refers to

D5V ROV

The owner of these Korbanos became x>0, which
disqualifies the Korbanos of mooy 1.

If so, the Mishnah cannot refer to y7w nxmv, because the
o117 37 hold

P DRI HY PRI pomw

If the owner was y7w RXnv, the noo 1297 is Kosher.

Therefore, the Mishnah must refer to

DN DRMY

And nevertheless, the Mishnah rules

N IRPIL HY

73910 P8R PR

Apparently, they hold that

a1 5P IRDOV]

DIPMIAIP PRYWD PR

Even 720773, if a ni> 8w sent his pwxi noo the Korban is
Pasul, he was NOT xxv and does require a 3o noo?

DafHachaim.org

Pe
A mishnaky in PNOO_NION
NoOD NWIVI 1)

07 NRPMIV HY AR PINN
1IN ARMIV Y NRID PIRN PR

In the Korbanos of a 1, and np® )27,

Ifthe blood became N,
the y¢ validates the
Korban.

If the person became Rpv
the y» does not validate
the Korban.

The Gemara initially assumey that
912N HRPVID
of the Mishnabh refers to

D52 PNDID

The owner of these Korbanos became Nnv,
which disqualifies the Korbanos of npo 1.
If so, the Mishnah cannot refer to yw nRow,

because the prz > PS5 4
PO IRMV Y PPN POMY

v
Therefore, the Mishnah must refer to
DD DNVID
And nevertheless, the Wishnahy raley
mMAN RNV DY
NI PIND PR

Apparently, they hold that
NN2 DY INNV]
DNYMI2IP PNOYVN PR
Even 12012, if a n» Ro sent his pwry npo

the Korban is Pasul,
he was NOT ne» and does require a»»w npo?

Zevachim23-4



A3 0Na

Dedicated By:

The Gemara explains that this is not necessarily so.
Perhaps the Mishnah refers to

PIW2 7D ROVI

The Kohen who did the 772y for these Korbanos was xnv
y7w, and therefore

N IRPI HY

ARID PRI PR

Because

PV NN

MNPIINRIDIPR

However, if the Kohen was n» v then we do say
N3O PR

Because

NIV PO

TIP2OMINRI

And accordingly, we must say that in the Xo*© of the
Mishnah

DINNN DRIV RV

%0 P30

If the nxmv of these Korbanos was concealed, then even
on 1 NRMIL the ¥ is 737 because of a *1on wNS 71550

And this also refers to the same case of

P2 370 RDVI

And the 177391 hold

DPINI2IPA IRIVA TD

DN IRV 2 AN

The i of N nrmL applies also to the Kohanim who
bring the noo 13 MIa7p

While according to X 92137 who remained undecided
whether

DI RN D

DN DRIV D TN

DN DRIV D 7N R IR

He must hold that the Xw>7 and Ro0 refer to

a1 05 IRHL]

And he disagrees with the 017731 and holds

N D5V IRDV]

DIPTINRIP PRYWD PR

DafHachaim.org

oY

PIW1 100 RPLV)

The Kohen who did the nmay for these Korbanos
was yw Nov, and therefore

MAN IRML HY
NI PINN PR
Because
VI DNDID
72N NIV 1N

However, if the Kohen was nn 8op then we do say
NN PIND
Because
D12N2 NNIDY PO

T2 NN

And accordingly, we must say
that in the oD of the Mishnah

DINNN NRPMIV RPNV
XN YIRN

If thennow of these Korbanos was concealed,
then even on 910 NNDIL the ¥ is N¥ID
because of @ »pn nwnd N2dn

And this also refers to the same case of
YIWa N0 XNV]
And the pr13 yps hold
0NMI2P2 NXRINN N
INNN IRMV 12 NN
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2.

The Gemara proceeds to bring proof to the 017737 and
against X 92°»7 from a Braisa that explains the follow-
ing Pasuk:

DWTPA Y DR IR RON

The >z allows 177X to bear the sin of the miaap.

Which sin is the Pasuk referring to?

It cannot be %109, because 59 is excluded from another
Pasuk

137 RS

Itisnot accepted.

It cannot be 9m), because 1M is also excluded from
another Pasuk

W RS

Itis not considered.

Therefore, it must be referring to

ARV Y ROR KW PR K71

M2z 755N TIMIY

The >z validates the ixmv only 7272 in a 71 129p,
because the Torah permits nrmw even 7>nnoY ina j27p
NI

The Gemara initially assumes that nxn y>x does not apply
to yIw XM, because

NI RS

The Torah does not permit y9w NRIV in a N2 129p.

Therefore, we must say that 739 y’x applies only to nxmw
n», such as

1 D5Y2 IRPOIV D

If the owner of a noo became ni 8V, the Korban is
Kosher because the y’3 is 13, and apparently the Braisa
holds

NI DY IRDVI

oI Prown

Which supports the 0137 °1p1, not X 921072

The Gemara answers that this is not necessarily so.

PIwa1 DS

D22 IR D)

Perhaps nxm p>z does apply to yow nRmw even though it
has no 712°%2 9’1, because since the Torah permits IRV
in general, such as ni NN, therefore the Y% is 1370 even
for other mxmw.

DafHachaim.org

2

The Gemara proceeds to bring proof to the pnT pr
and against Non 722"

ﬁa/w @ Braisa that Www the /a%wm?/ Pasub:
w’f’»‘w‘p‘n P mx fAER XD

Which sin is the Pasuk referring to?
It cannot be It cannot be

pibLl-) I

because Mo isexcluded  becauseymn is excluded
from another Pasuk from another Pasuk

ey N S N
Itis not accepted. Itis not considered.

VvV
Therefore, it must be referring to

DRIV PY RHR RWN IR XD
7282 NHYIN NIMNWY

The y» validates the nNow only TawTa in a 7 )2,
because the Torah permits nRDIL even n)Nndd
inanye ).

The Gemara initially assumes that
does not apply to yyw nNp, because

M2°82 NIMN RY

The Torah does not permit Yy nNRPIL in a NN J2Ip.

Therefore, we must say that nxn yx applies
only to np nNow, such as

NP2 D52 INPLIY IO
If the owner of anb® became n» RHD,
the Korban is Kosher because the y»e is n¥,

and apparently the Braisa holds
NN DDV INDDI
DN PNOWD

Which supports the pnT 2p1, not Npn 121077

v
This is not necessarily so.

PIWa 0NYY
%12 NRMLV DM

Perhaps n¥ ¥ does apply to yIw nNpw
even though it has no mx2 30,
because since the Torah permits nNm in general,
such as nn DN,
therefore the yx is ¥ even for other mRD.
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3,

The Gemara proceeds to bring a proofto Xnr 72 °»7 and
against the 0177 *3p1 from the same Pasuk:

DWITPA PY DR IR RO

The words ow7pn v come to exclude

PRODWITPA Y

RO POTRN Y

The >z is 3w only for Ixmv of the Korban, but not for
R of the person such as the owner or the Kohanim,
and this cannot refer to y7w nxmL because
NVRIATIMARY

The Torah does not permit y7w nRMV in a N3 1279P.

Therefore, we must say that 73 y°3 applies only to nxmw
n» of the Korban and regarding the n» nxmv of both the
obva and 03D we say

%I PRI PR

Apparently, we say that

falonlaipiaRieloN

DY PHOWN PR

And

D RPO D

TIATRINIPR

Which supports X511 92 157 not the 0177 3p1;

The Gemara answers as before
PIW IRPIO DNYD
052 IRPIL DV

DafHachaim.org

3

The Gemara proceeds to bring a proof to Non 2™
and against the pnT 2pr

n'“'wﬁph P IR RoNR RPH

t//@?/?// WY - pE PP Y
The yx is nxn only for nnow of the Korban,
but not for nnow of the person
such as the owner or the Kohanim,

and this cannot refer to y:w nRow because

M8 NN XY

The Torah does not permit yIw PRV in a NVX )

Therefore, we must say that nxn y»
applies only to n» nNpw of the Korban
and regarding the nn nRmw of both
the Dbp2 and Dand we say

NNIM POND PR

/f/apa/em‘%/, we saty that
NN D5V INDD)
DM PROWD PN

Jnd
D RDY D
T DIV 1IN

Which supports Non 727 not the b1 pr;

v
This is not necessarily so.

YIwa oYyH
%2 RNV D
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The Gemara proceeds with the next Halachah in the

Mishnah
o0 2wy

If the Kohan was sitting while he did the 7712, the nmay is

disqualified.

This is derived from two Pesukim:
1.

The first Pasuk is

mRNd

As it states

WS TEYY m PROR 1IN

The words nw5 Tinyb teach
POINA ATHYH
72WS R

The Kohen must do the 772y while standing, but not

while sitting.

2.

And the following Pasuk is
RNYVH

As it states

DW DTN D157 PR 92011 MW

2505 13097 vHY mw

The Torah repeats the requirement of 77V to teach that it

is mandatory;

And that a 2wy 70 is considered like a 71, a non-Kohen,

who is 77732Y Sommn.

90D 2V

The following Pasuk is
R21D%V9
Ay it states
25 m=En
o= PN oo
=]28 = V=t Py

20D5 1000 PdY Nw

The requirement of nTOY
is mandatory;
And aawr
is considered like a1,
who is n1ap S5n.

DafHachaim.org

The first Pasuk is
mxns

Ay it states
= ==
"4 TPBN

mmis =i

LNINP 3)?71///
Dpf@/k/
The Kohen must
do the nTap while
standing, but not
while sitting.
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The Gemara asks, if so,

AT NI RN

Y1 2WY IR

Just like a 7t that does the N2y is liable to nn’1; so too, a
2wy that does the 72y should also be liable to nrn?

The Gemara explains that it's not so, because

D732 90NN AT DN

oM DT PINI ROV

TARD PRI PN W

These are two sources for

e n1InNT1aY

And >3 8, we don't need both; therefore, it's

TR PRI DN W

PIOD PR

We have a rule that if the Torah states a principle regard-
ing TWO Halachos unnecessarily - as in our case, where
we could have learned that a o732 9011 receives 1n»
from 0’57 07 Y RYW or vice versa - it is meant to be
applied specifically in those areas and not others.
Therefore, we CANNOT apply the principle of inmay
nnnato WY,

And according to the opinion of
TARI PRI DN W

[Atople)

7 mnw is a third source for
NI INTIAY

And all agree that

TARD PRI DN WOV

PION PR
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Py

L)

N2 T NN RNDIR
NP2 2V AR
Just like a1 that does the nmay is liable to npm;

so too, a 2w that does the nTiap
should also be liable to npm?

D

0722 101NN NNT DIV
0°%2M D7 YINI ROW
TNRD PR2AN 12N W

These are two sources for

NN INTIAD
And we don't need both; therefore, it’s
TNRD P2 DN DY
PTPOD PN
We have a rule that if the Torah states a principle
regarding 2 halachos unnecessarily - as in our case,
where we could have learned that a D722 DIND
receives Ny from b3 DT YIN ROW Or Vice versa,

it is meant to be applied specifically
in those areas and not others.

Therefore, we cannot apply the principle of
NP2 INTI2Y to 2w,

And accor/m?/ ty the gpinion a%

TNRD JPR2N DY2IND NNWY
1PTP5N

pmnw is a third source for

NP2 INTIID
And bl agree that

TNRD PR2N D221ND NYHY
TP PR
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