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This Week s Daf is Dedicated L 'Zecher Nishmas
Sender Chaim Zev Ben Yechiel Yisroel A""H

1. The xnna says that if 010> are our n*7w than if a |n> was aiwa 7aon the owner of the |2
should be able to tell him, | appointed you to fix my problem and not to ruin my ja1y7. What
would happen to the a0y if this was the case? Would it be considered good even though the
N> had a 712'o nawnn?

2. The wTpna 1709w DNRN AN A7T | writes “7'a 707 'nitw 1In1'wi xanna T what does he mean to
explain with these words? Why can’t we use the same argument that they are only acting on
behalf of xmw if they do it correctly.

3. The xna quotes janir 21 who said that n19> noinn don’t need nyT because we see that one
can bring ninany on behalf of his young children. How can a child be arrnn to bring a |]a0p?

4. The xna discusses the miwn in 0'noo regarding a father who said that he will sacrifice the
noo |27 on whoever gets first to n*7win'. The xna concludes that he only did it to motivate
them to get there quickly. If that is the only intention what is the niwn being wTnn? Obviously
he can do it.

5. The xna discusses a person using his own nxian to give nninn on his friend’s field and the |
explains that the fact that he saved him the physical nxian is not a problem because it’s like
AKX nMan. In the case of pn it’s called 'A% n'man because it's possible that the husband would
have never paid, but here he must give nninn, so how can we compare it to x nan.

6. The xna discuses who should get the nxan naivu in a case where on person used his own
nXIaN to give nminn on someone else’s M>. Since the ” nmiNn~ is his, (he used his nx1Ian) it
shouldn’t it obviously be his nxan naiv.
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If you have any comments or suggestions, please email Rabbi Grunhaus at Ygrunhaus@gmail.com
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