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OVERVIEW

Derech B’Yam HaTalmud is a new guided program to aid the teaching and learning of
Gemara b’iyun. It is geared for community kollelim, outreach organizations and yeshivos to
help them teach the Talmud and Meforshim in-depth. It is also intended for ba’alei batim and
others looking for a serious b’iyun seder.

The following is a sample of the Derech B’Yam HaTalmud materials. They are written in
clear English with Hebrew words throughout. They summarize the shakla v’tarya and
explanations and analysis of major points in the Gemara and commentaries. Lists of ma’arch
mekomos with summaries, along with questions to encourage independent learning, are
provided at the beginning of each section. Additional questions are sprinkled throughout the
notes.

The Derech B’Yam HaTalmud materials are being prepared on several perakim of Gemara
throughout Shas. This initial program covers the first perek of Mesechtas Gittin.

The notes were produced as part of a shiur b’iyun given in the Yeshivas HaGra morning
learning program in Ramat Beit Shemesh Aleph, Eretz Yisrael, under the auspices of Rabbi
Elimelech Kornfeld, shlita.

To sign up to the distribution list to receive further material from the first perek or future
mesechtos, email derechbyam@gmail.com or contact Pesach Minkin at +1 (732) 261-3666
(Phone/WhatsApp).

Please contact us for ideas of how the materials can be used and customized for particular
audiences and groups.

Thank you,

Rabbi Yehuda Berinstein and Rabbi Michoel Gros, Mechabrim
Pesach Minkin, Project Director
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ABOUT THE AUTHORS

Rabbi Yehuda Berinstein learned in Yeshivas Ner Yisrael in Baltimore for seven years.
Afterwards, he learned in the Mir Yeshiva in Yerushalayim for ten years, primarily in the
shiur of Rabbi Asher Arieli, shlita, and the chaburah of Rabbi Yaakov Friedman, shlita. Since
2002 he has taught Gemara in the Yeshivas HaGra program in Ramat Beit Shemesh Aleph.
Derech B’Yam HaTalmud was developed from the shiurim he has been delivering there.

Rabbi Michoel Gros learned in Yeshivos Darchei Noam and Marbeh Torah in Eretz Yisrael
and Madreigas HaAdam in Queens, NY. Prior to his Aliyah in 2009, he was the COO of the
Atlanta Scholars Kollel. He has learned in the Gra Beis Midrash since his aliyah. He is the
author of the seforim 70 Questions on Megillas Esther, Roots of Royalty: The line of Dovid
HaMelech and Homeward Bound: Stories of Return.
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DERECH B’YAM HATALMUD
Py OVERVIEW # 11 --:1-:7

|. How MuUcH OF THE 512°n2 MUST A 9w

WITNESS?
-The x¥921 and 2°mwx discuss the minimal amount of knowledge which a
75w must have to be able to say ... 272 293", Can he say this phrase if he
did not see the actual /72275 (but only knew about it)?

|l. DOES 821 REQUIRE THE m9w TO VERIFY THAT THE 13

WAS WRITTEN mnwh?
-The 8§92 says that the 7% must confirm that the v was prepared 7225
Is this requirement only according to /727, or does 527 agree as well?

I11. DEFINING THE STATUS OF %23 REGARDING 7313
-37 and 28w debate whether 523 has the status of 5572 Y98 or Y85 yi7.
The o°v752 discuss the 771572, and when and how the situation in %322
changed.

IV. IS IT NECESSARY TO VERIFY 13 BROUGHT OVER A

SHORT DISTANCE WITHIN %2a?
-The 892 discusses the status of locations in or close to 532 and when it is
necessary to verify pv2. The discussion has an impact on the giving of v
today.
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I. How MuUcCH OF THE 72302 OF A va MUST A mohw
WITNESS?

NENTA

DRIPR AR

OVERVIEW OF THE N°21®

"otep" A Ty "R A" i -

The x7n3 discusses the minimal amount of v na°n> ("..iox" 7"7 1) "o
which a m5w must witness. The k3 and 21wxA ("...ymw 2ER" 77 1) 2w
discuss if it is sufficient for the m>w to have ("nnx AUw" 57 .00) 3"'ws
knowledge of the preparation of the va alone. () m7x

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — The &3 says that a 17w needs to witness the writing of only a single line of the va.
How does this help?

The &7m3x on the bottom of :17 brings opinions which hold that a n>%w can verify a vx by witnesses
the writing of nnx usw — only one line of it.

Which line of the v must the 5w see?

The 1121 require the m5w to verify that the vx was signed properly (according to 727 and X21), and
also that it was prepared nnw? (according to 727). How can either of these objectives be achieved
by seeing the writing of only a single line of the text?

("..12°0K" 3"7 :7) '®n and ("nnx aww" 5"7 .a0) 3'"wn discuss this requirement. What can be learnt
from their words about how it helps for the m°5w to see the writing of only a single line? What do
their words show about how they understand the process of verifying 1ux?

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros



TV 'ON
U3 K720 — 'R PO

Issue Two — Verifying a vi through knowledge of its preparation alone

The xn3 on the top of .1 77 quotes »wx 21 who says that it is sufficient for the n>5w to hear the
sound of the preparation of the quill and the paper. How does this fulfill the requirement of

verifying that the vx was prepared 7w?

See ("...ynw 12°ox" 5"7) >'""w and the () w''RA.
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Summary of the X7

The &722 towards the bottom of 7 records that x°77 92 was bringing a 2 and
asked 778 27 how much of the preparation he needed to witness. 778 27 told him,
you must watch m81 mx %> — every letter being written.

ON "7 N 027 later told &°77 92 — n5*9¥ X% it IS unnecessary to watch the writing of
the entire . [Rather it is sufficient to see the writing of n7x 70°2.]

They said further: 8927% 7298 82°0 29 — and if you wish to go 872177 and witness
the writing of the entire document, 2mwN97 Pv2 52 1% 8231 708 8321 — you would
cause people to question the authenticity of every v which had been written
previously (because they had not been prepared in such a manner).

QUESTION: How much of the va must be written in front of the n¥sw according
£0 SOR "7y "R 5297

("..12°5R" 1"7) '®In explains: the m°%w must witness the writing of the first line of the v [and
know that it was done nnw>] because anw> 1m0 ®nnonT — if so, he can assume that the remainder
of the v had also been written aw®.

("nnx gww" 5"7) 3"w1 on v also says that the m%w must witness the writing of the first line, but
he cites a different reason: the first line contains the names of both parties [and therefore
demonstrates that it had been prepared nnw®], as well as the date.

According to 'own, verification of the first line is a testament that the whole vx was written nw>.
In all probability if the first line is written nnwY, the rest of the vx was also done so.

"1 says that the initial line containing the names is the w1 P w. If it is written 7aw?, that is
enough.

(See the [m2:2mp '0] 281w nva who writes that it is vawn from the 717w 5w, v and the o"an
that if the mobw witnesses the writing of the first line of the w3, the v is considered nnw® even if
the first line does not contain the names of the nw xRy wox. This explanation is like 'o1n.)
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The Ra%s continues

The x922 says that /7277 92 92 727 brought a 1 to 5x92» yx. Only half of the »1 had
been written in front of him.

1voN 27 says that it is sufficient to see the writing of nx 7v°w and know that it
was done 7»?.

wa 27 (on the top of .)) argues and says: even if the 7% was aware of only
Nn2up 21 Now?yp 2 — the sound of the preparation of the quill and the paper — it
would be sufficient.

("...ynw 12°08" 5"7) 2w brings two explanations of the statement of *wx a:

(Note: *"wn has a slightly different xo=x than the ka3, with the additional word "vaw".)

Firstly, *"wn says that it is sufficient for the 5w to hear a»omnw> — that the 9910 is sharpening the
o2 (quill) or o°p>%nn — smoothing the A%p. If he heard that either of these actions had been
performed onwY, the vi is valid.

The ('3) &' 82 explains that >"w= understands that when the 2910 is doing these preparations, the
5w must hear him announce that he is preparing these items for the vx with the intention to
write it 7aw>.

The 5w can then assume that the 2910 did in fact write the document 72w%. The w"xA adds that

the m%w must see the nbp after it was prepared (before the 72°n3), and later must recognize the v
and see that it is on the same parchment.

The second explanation of »"w1 is that he heard the sound of the writing of the va.

The 8922 brings a 87°°72 like »wx 27 — if a 7w brings a w1 from o7 22272 and did
not witness the writing of the complete 1, but only heard the sound of the om%)>
or 7% (i.e. he was in another room) this is considered confirmation that the m
had been written 7»%.
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The xn>*72 teaches: the 1 is 72> even with x¥ 0197 — going in and out of the
room.

QUESTION: When the R=%s says 8% 393, which person is it addressing?

The 8721 says: This 7 would be obvious if it was speaking about the 7%, If the
vris 72> when the 752 is in a different room than the 990, then it would certainly
be 92 if he was x¥7 0101 into the room of the 7970.

Rather the x7°*72 must be speaking about the 3210. We might be concerned that
the 9910 went to the m» and 7owN 82978 228 — another person there asked him
to write a 2. If the names of the man and his wife match those on the 1, the 9910
might write the remainder of the v intending it to be for the couple in the »w.

The X921 rejects this idea. We do not need to worry about such a possibility.
Rather, we can assume that the z was written for the people for whom it was
originally intended, even if the 9910 was 837 012,
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1. DOES 829 REQUIRE THE i@ To VERIFY THAT THE vwa WAS
WRITTEN nwb?

J=7
DIPR aRIn
OVERVIEW OF THE X210 Moto !t 7y
.
The xam3 on - discusses the minimal amount of 72°n> that (™3R5 77 7" 2
the 5w must witness to verify that the vx was prepared ("MwR 27" 2"7) R"'2w%
w5, The ownon argue whether this requirement applies ("...TnPY DR 7"7) PR %38
only to 7127 or to X2 as well (NS I ISR ) WD o
' () w'sy

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — When the X n3x here requires the m>w to verify that the v was prepared nnws, does
this statement follow only one or both of the a>mnR?

The &7na taught earlier that both 829 and 1729 agree that v must be written nnw5. They only
argue over the purpose why a w3 brought from o7 n3>7» must be verified.

According to 727, a m°w is required to say "onmi °1921 2n21 °102" to verify that it was written
mnwY. Does 21 hold that the saying of this phrase also fulfills this requirement?

See the ("8 22711" 3"7) 1"'ana who discusses which X the xax here follows when it requires
the mw to verify that the va had been prepared mnw5.

The 3''an1 holds that even though 729 and X219 both require the m°%w to verify that the v was
prepared nnw?, they do so for different reasons. How do their approaches differ from each other?

See the ("wx 21" 7"7) KR'"2w and the ("...7onP% XDR" 7"7) pwts s15 who also discuss if the xna
here follows only one or both of the oox7nx.
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Issue Two — Can a blind 5w bring a va? If not, how does he differ from a i°>w who can validate
a va even though he did not see the writing of the entire document?

The ("R0m1P 12 12°0R" 7"7) w7 '®In and the (3) w82 discuss the difference between the case

in the xmx of a 5w who is permitted to bring a vx even though he did not see its full
preparation, and a blind person who is not permitted to bring a vx because he cannot attest to its

validity.

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros



TV 'ON
U3 K720 — 'R PO

Summary of the x=m

The xm3 on .-:71 discusses whether the m%w needs to witness the writing of the entire v or only a
portion of it. According to the &3 and the o'w=sn, this is necessary so that the 5w can verify
that the va had been written gnw>.

The ownon discuss whether the 13 here follows only 7329, or X321 as well.

Note: Both &27 and 721 agree that the vx must be written 7mw® (due to the oo of "7% anm"). The
X3 previously said that 7127 requires the saying of "onmi °1921 2021 *192" to verify this. The
owoon here discuss whether X217 holds that the phrase "... an21 °192" also serves to verify that it
was written nnw®.

The (1°p°" W™ 1"2n772 MOTa 1902 ¥21n) 7''aK1 learns that the x°»o is going like 7121 because it
requires the m>w to confirm that the va was prepared n»w>. As a result, he learns that the 7297 is
like 72n.

The ("ax 22" 7"7) 1"'2% disagrees, holding that the x°x10 here is according to x29 (because
generally we rule like X237 in pv2).

X211 holds that there is a single reason why the o°non required the m°5w to say "... 2051 °192" — only
because of a wwn that the vx will be challenged and o>7v will not be available to verify it. The
x7ma here follows him.

If the X3 is going like &2, why is there a need to verify that the v was written mnw5?

The 1"2m1 explains: In reality, it should be necessary, according to xa1, for the m%w to only say
"anna *102" to fulfill this requirement. However the 3121 obligated him to say the full phrase

"anma °1921 2n03 °192" in order 17085 n°? X97 — to not mistakenly apply the o017 of verifying a vx
to other mww.

Once the m5w is required to say the full statement, the words which he says must be accurate.
Since the phrase "... 2n21°192" implies that the v was prepared w5, he must know that it was
done mnw>.

He is required to fulfill the words he says, including "ans1 *192", which obligates him to verify
that the v3 was indeed written nnw®.
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According to the 7"ann, both 7127 and &21 require verification of mnw?, but for different reasons:
-According to 727, the m5w must say "... 2n21°192" to verify that it was prepared mnw®.

-According to &21, once we require "2n21*192" to be said to not confuse nww, the words

must be true. The m°%w must know that the v was prepared mnaw?5.

Even though the 7"an1 at this point learns that both 7129 and &2 agree that it is necessary to verify
the vx and to ascertain that it was prepared 7»w?, they are not entirely in agreement. The 2R K
would still argue about the 17 in the two cases brought earlier:

1. Regarding a va brought o> n1>72 735 72771, and

2. A v brought to Hxw° yox by two oonhw.
%27 would hold that the verification of 7nw% is not an intrinsic requirement and it occurs only
when the signatures need to be verified because of "v»p5 1x¥n o>y PR". Otherwise, there would

not be a need to verify that the v had been prepared mnw5.

727, however, holds that there is an intrinsic requirement to confirm that it was written 7aw5.

From the words "2 mw 1R a1 991", the 1"2n1 modifies his answer:

According to x27: when the m°%w is required to observe the 2°n2, he is not required to verify that
it was written maw?. Rather it is only necessary that his statement of "onmi 1921 2021 °192" does
not appear false. For this, the m5w does not need to actually know that the va was written mnw5. It
is sufficient that he only witnesses its writing.

The ("w& 27" 5"7) R'"aw> says: the xmx on the top of .1 77 quotes *wx 27 who says it is sufficient
if the m5w only heard 0w pn 91p.

The X"av™ says that *wx 21 follows x21 only. He does not require the m>w to verify that the v
had been prepared maw>. Therefore, it is sufficient for him to hear the sound of the writing.

However since 21 requires the m>w to verify that the v was written 7w, he would require a
greater level of knowledge. He requires the m5w to see the writing of the entire wa.
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The ("...7p% RNXR" 73"7) P v learns as well that the xma here can even follow x21. He
explains that the primary reason for the 7w to witness the 712°n> is because of van o1p.

X217 holds 1&°pa 82177 8217 — an overwhelming majority of people in yax> v are aware of the
need for mmw>. However, it is improper to rely on a 217 to rule in 1397 if it is possible to verify the
poo. Therefore if the m5w can verify that the v had been written nw%, he is required to do so.

Summary

The xn3 here requires the 7w to verify that the v had been prepared nnw>. The oo1w discuss
which &R it follows:

According to the 7"ax1: the x>0 follows only /727 because it requires confirmation of w5,

The 1""a»1 says it follows both /727 (because of an intrinsic requirement to verify nnw?) and x27
(due to a secondary requirement to confirm this).

The R''aw"9 says *w 27 does not require verification of w5 and that the &amx on the top of .1 77
follows only §27.

The ywyms s1p says that the xna follows both 839 and /729, but he brings a different reason than
the 1"ann. He says that even 21 agrees that since it is possible to verify whether the vx was
prepared 7nwY, this must be done, even if there is not a significant concern for this.

QUESTION: Can a blind m%w bring a wa? If not, how does this differ from a ns>w
who did not see the writing of the entire v and still can validate it?

The &7mx on the top of .1 says that a m>5w can verify the validity of a vx even though he did not see
it being written.

The o 11wxA discuss the difference between this case and a &m0 who is unable to validate a va
because of his physical blindness:

The ("R0mP 12 12°08" 7"7) w''R7 '©In says that if a Xm0 brings a va and says "... an31°192", he is
TIPW X1 — it appears as if he is not telling the truth. However, this would not apply to a m°ow
who is unable to see but who only heard the writing of the va.
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(In actuality, neither the xm0 nor the 7w saw the writing. However if the =10 would say °191"
"...2n21, it would appear false.)

The (3) @' R" brings a different reason: the m>5w needs to see the 7%p before and after the 72°n5 to
verify that it is the same document. Therefore he can say "anma *1921 2031 °192", while a &m0
cannot.

The w"x" also says: according to *wx 27 who holds that it is sufficient that the m°%w hear the
writing of the w3, he must also hear the 2210 say that he intends to write it 7w, We can then
assume that it was, in fact, written 7aw®.
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[11. DEFINING THE STATUS OF %22 REGARDING 123

)

DRIPR AR

OVERVIEW OF THE N0

"Ba2n 925" 7 "Has wnN'-n

The x7mx in the middle of .1 brings a npy2m» about the ("X R 31 522" 1) "o
status of 222 regarding Pwea. The oowaon discuss when ("MBR 27 922" 7"7) N"'2wnn wTn
and how the situation in 222 changed. ("222% 21 RNX 90" 1"7) 2"'w

(""722% 21 RNX "on" 3"7) "o
(""222% 21 RNX 9" 7"7) K"
(""722% 271 RNX "on" 7"7) WK BN

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — Understanding the source of a 21°7 in 'oIn

The xx in the middle of .1 77 brings a o>xax npYonn regarding the status of 922 in respect to
T

("'R2 MR 27 922" 3"7) 'oIn says that the & na is speaking about a va brought between two regions
of 922. It is not speaking about a v brought from %22 to >xw> yx because the x3 on 1 A7
discusses this point.

What is the proof of 'oin? How can he learn that the X773 on .1 77 is not addressing 1> brought
X IR 922n simply because the Xmx on '2 1y discusses this issue?

See the ("...2nX 27 922" 5"7) 8" aw=7 swn7n who suggests an explanation of how 'oin learns his
P17,

Issue Two — When did the status of 522 change?

The &7nax says that 922 gained a status similar to that of S&2w> y-& regarding 10> once 21 arrived.
(2229 21 RpK 0" 7"7) 3"wn explains why.

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros



TV 'ON
U3 K720 — 'R PO

The x7n3x challenges this statement by quoting the opening iaw» which says that all areas outside
ORI IR, including 923, are considered o°n1 n17n. The & na answers that 922 is excluded from
this definition.

Since the X says that the status of 22 changed when 21 arrived, how can it ask a question
from the 7awn which was written before this time?

(""222% 27 RnX 2" 7"7) 'v3n and the (2237 27 RNX 2" 1"7) w877 '0In bring answers from the
'0In *Hv21 to this question.

See how the (2227 21 RnX " 7"7) R"waan explains the approach of 'sin and how it relates to
the o xR NP1 of why 113 need to be validated.
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Summary of the x=m
In the middle of .) the ¥922 brings a 7?57 regarding the status of %33 in respect
to pou:
-39 says 722 is like 289w yox [and therefore when a 7% brings a v, he
does not say "... 2721 *193".]

-beww says 222 is like yan? 1.

Defining the npysn»

("'R2 MR 27 922" 3"7) 'oIn says that the & na is speaking about a va brought 2232 7315 93700 —
between two regions of 912.

He explains: the a°&~mx do not argue regarding a v brought 13> k2 — between two locations
in a single region of %22. When a wva is brought within a single 7277 in yaX? yan, it is unnecessary
to say "... 2n21°102" because it is possible to find o7y there.

(Since 2xww says that 721 is like Y& v regarding 1", and it does not have a lower status, he
would say that everyone agrees that "... an>1°192" is not needed for a w3 brought within a single
region in 22. This is similar to a va brought between locations in yx? yr.)

'0In says that the xn3 is also not speaking about a vx brought from %22 to YXw yax because the
X3 on 21 77 discusses this.

(The x73 there quotes anvax 1 who says the m°%w does not say "... ana1 192" when bringing a v
from %22 to S8 yIR.)

QUESTION: What is the 81 of '&sn? How can he say that the X923 on .3 is not
addressing 1°uss brought »xaws yax® Daan simply because the 9% on 21 discusses
this issue? The ®ama can address the same issue in two different places!

The ("...2m& 27 922" 7"7) R'"aw=7 Swn7n suggests an explanation of how to know that 21 and
oXIMw on .y are arguing about a vx brought %233 710715 S17AR:
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The xn3 later on .1 77 (starting from the words 722 &7 1277 7v") brings a nponn about the
borders of %22 regarding 1°v . The discussion follows the v>w of 22 who holds that 22 is like
oxw yax for pwia. Therefore, it is necessary to know where %21 ends.

Since Aoy 27 offers an opinion concerning the borders of %22 for 1w, it appears that he holds
like 21 (that 22 has the status of Hxw> y-& for 1°v23). This makes it necessary to know the
borders of 522.

If 27 and >xww had been discussing the status of a va brought from 222 to P& 2w yIR, since XY
holds that 222 does not have the status of >x7w yx (and "onma 1921 2n21 *192" must be said), then
o1 27 on :1 a7 would be holding like Sxmw.?

However, this does not fit with the statement of 7oy 27 later on .1 57 when he defines the borders
of 922 for v, There he seems to be learning according to 21 (as explained above).

It must be that this understanding is incorrect. Rather it must be that 27 and 2xw on .1 argue in
the case of a vx brought 7377 777 in %22,

The x93 continues

200w NP N7 N2°2 — The X922 suggests that 27 and 8w argue in the same 72157
as ;727 and 827 (whether the issue is 72w or 7227 %0 0279 IN).

The x922 rejects this suggestion because 8277 7% 78 727 — both /727 and x27 agree
with the reason that 7275 13» 2°7v N,

Therefore, 28w and 27 as well must both hold that »>5»% j°v2 — it is necessary to
validate a m1 brought between two locations in 522.

The X722 suggests a new understanding of the np1om:

27 (who holds that 522 is like 2592 y98 for pw2) holds 70w 70wy 812200 NINT —
because of the existence of m2°z» in %323, there was much travel. As a result, they
were able to verify the names on p»2. It became unnecessary for the 7°%» to say

1 9prax " on 21 says ... ana1°192" is not needed for a va brought from 222 to Hxw> yax. The Xm3 says AOv 27
challenges this statement. He would require "onmi 1921 2n21 192" to be said in such a case. This would imply that he
is going like “xmw if the & is speaking about the same case on both .y and :1 (a v brought from %22 to Hxw» yax).
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"... 2an21 202" when bringing a v, because it was always possible to find people to
validate the signatures.

S8 argues and says: 7w 770723 812 — since the students of 522 were
absorbed in their learning, they did not pay attention to other people’s signatures.

As a result, there would be difficulty in finding people to validate the signatures.
Therefore, according to “x»w, the 7% must say "... 2722 203" when bringing a
w1 from 922
-("..ov7 13" 8"7) 'oin says: 225 oinnk Map a2 X — the o>1°n%n in 922 were
so busy learning that they did not have time to sign their names.

M1 0N — The 8921 brings a support for 27.
-("n1 K" 3"7) "wa explains: the availability of people in 922 and their
ability to recognize signatures was due to the existence of m2>w» there.

NaN "7 quotes x2)7 27 who says that the situation in 522 changed when 27 arrived.
At that time, *"§> 92322 »»xy 2wy —in 522 we became like 8727 79N,
-("222% 21 XN "on" 5"7) 2"wA explains: 27 established a 72°w» in X710 in 922
upon his arrival there. Sx1mw had also established a 72°w» in &Xy7971. The
presence of these institutions made it possible to validate 1°v°» brought
within 922.

2n» — The X921 brings a question from 72»7. The 7:2» on .2 teaches that areas
outside 2872 yIx (including on its northern side) are considered yx% y7. How
can the X922 say that 522 (which is northeast of %8972 y98) is considered like yas
oNW?

Even 724» 37 who says that 1y on the northern side has the status of 587z yN
only says this because it is physically close to sz yox. However 522 is further
away. How can it be considered like o592 y98?

The 8922 answers: 222» 72% — when the 7o defines all areas outside 872 yI8
as yx> y, it is excluding %22.
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(2227 27 DX 2" 7"7) 'BIn asks: the mawn, which seems to understand that 922 is o1 n1>713, was
written before 27 went to %22.Why then is it problematic that 22 became like Hxw° yx when 29
arrived, according to >"wa? The 177 of the mwn reflects the status of %22 before this time. The two
cases are not similar.

'01n brings an answer from an 1°2:

When 21 arrived, he ruled that 222 had already gained the status of Px7w> yax retroactively from
the time of the arrival of 771> the king and ~3onm wAni (the members of the 137710) shortly
before the yamn of the first wpnn noa.

According to this, the miwn and the k=3 are referring to the same period of time and must be

consistent.

The ("222% 27 &nX *on" 3"7) R'"wAaR says: '0n is explaining that both X271 and 1727 understand that
922 gained the status of &> yax from this time.

When 21 arrived he said: 922 had retroactively become like Hxw> y-x centuries earlier from the
arrival of 7°1>° and the 177710, From that point, the people of 522 became learned in the 17 of
mnwY (addressing the concern of 727) and maw> were established (addressing the concern of
PR Poidn o7y R of XaM).

According to 'oin, the "1 7anx statement of the xna supports the position that 221 is like
5w X for pusa.

The ("™222% 21 &nX *on" 73"7) w'"R27 "'2I0 quotes the X"2>1 to explain the words of »"w: He says
that ma°w> and 71na 7Im°% were present in 22 from the time of 77715 (and the time of the mawn).
The study of 70 did not cease until years later when x>n1 '3 and his sons left 522 and moved to
58w IR, From this point the status of %22 returned to being that of Y& yin. It only returned to
the status of x> yax when 21 moved there later.
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IV.Is"... an23%102" NECESSARY FOR 7113 BROUGHT WITHIN 922
OR FROM NEARBY AREAS?

J)-

OVERVIEW OF THE X310 PR AR

"NSIIR N7AY XY Y 7Y Moo Ty an

The x7ma discusses the status of places in or close to
("o aa" a™) "en

722 and when it is necessary to verify v, (" X3 8" 37) ‘o
("T37 ¥nian 213 R 7"7) "o

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — When can people be assumed to recognize others’ signatures?

The x7na discusses the ability of students in m2»w» to recognize each other’s signatures, and the
ability of shopkeepers and customers in the »w to do so.

See ("...oy7 213" 7"7) '?an who contrasts the ability of these groups regarding this issue.

Issue Two — Is it necessary to verify v’ brought over extremely short distances?

The %7m3x on the bottom of .1 77 brings three o>x71x who require v o1°p even for documents
brought a short distance. 821 holds that this is necessary for 1°v* brought within a single group of
houses. The &1 challenges this statement, saying that it should be possible to find people to
validate the signatures over this short distance.

Why does the X3 only ask this question on 821?

See ("...x271 ®xmM" 7"7) '®1n who discusses this issue.
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Issue Three — If a 5w delivers a va today, is he required to validate it?

The ®7na learns that the 1°7 taught by 829, that v avp is necessary even over a short distance,
had to do with the nature of the city of xmrn where he lived.

(" 7027 RIAn 032 3w 5"7) 'on applies the words of the ka3 to the question of whether van avp is
needed today.
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Summary of the x=m
522 87 727 79 — The 8721 0n .y asks: where is the border of 22?

~Dp 27 says that there is a 72%7» about the borders of 22 for v which parallels
a dispute about its borders concerning y°o/77.
-(The Jewish population of %32 was known for its pure lineage.)

507 27 says that there is a 72177 regarding the borders of 522 for o7 only, but
everyone agrees on the boundaries of %23 regarding 'v>.

N70/7 37 says: when a u2 is brought between the areas of 0oy and 22798 3, it
IS necessary to say "... 2021 292"
-(".Lw TR am" 5"7) 'oin explains that the xana is speaking about people
traveling from yax> yin (the city of nooowpx) to 922 (the area of w7IR °2).

However, this is unnecessary when a v is brought in the other direction to y»7
PINS.

The X922 initially assumes that this rule is because people in %32 were
knowledgeable of the requirement for 72> while those from ya8% y17 were not.

The x921 suggests otherwise. Both ;729 and 829 are concerned that p»¥» 270 PN
2%, Therefore in the statement of x70/7 27 as well, the necessity of saying 02"
".. anor is dependent on the availability of people who can recognize the
signatures on v to validate them.

onTo NP2 oreT 00 1 — The 8922 explains: because it was common for people
from 7°w79x *2 to go to the 2 in pwoswps (in yax% yi7), the merchants there were
able to recognize their signatures.
-("RPIWR CIR" 7"7) 2"w says that people frequently bought items in the pw
on credit and signed mnww there. The merchants of noo vk held onto the
mvw until payment was made, which made them familiar with the
signatures.

W OTIRT 0" W 82 7773 47 — However the people from w798 22 were
unfamiliar with the signatures of the shopkeepers in the city because they were
involved in their own shopping.
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("...oy7 3" 5"7) 'oan asks: the xama says that the storekeepers of oo vpR recognized the
signatures of their customers, but the opposite was not true as there was no need for the
customers to recognize the shopkeepers’ signatures. The &3 earlier said that xww holds

71 192072 X¥n2°nn — the students of the m2a°ws in 522 were preoccupied with their learning and
did not recognize signatures.

Why does the x23 not apply the same x120 there? It should say that even though the knann 12
were unable to recognize people’s signatures, other people (i.e. shopkeepers) should have been
able to recognize theirs.

'D1n answers: the men in the &n2°n» were so immersed and focused in their learning that they did
not even have time to sign their names.

The x922 continues and discusses whether it is necessary to say ”... 2722 %252" when
a v is brought over a relatively short distance.

AN 72 7727 requires ... 2722 103" from x09w% X037y — one side of a street to the
other.

nww 27 requires it 7now? 7now» — even between one group of houses and another.

X327 even requires it even within a single group of houses.

The 8922 asks on §¥37: why is "... 2721 292" required over this short distance? x¥27
is concerned that 1377 pm¥» 2°7v px, but over this short area it should certainly
be possible to find people to validate the signatures.

The X921 answers: 8§27 was speaking about the city of 8n7» whose citizens were
7 — transient.
-("7a7" a"7) "wA explains: the people of xnnn traveled frequently out of
town for 7o and did not recognize the signatures of their neighbors.
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("...x27 XM" 7"7) 'BIn says: the xma could ask this question on the other a°x7x as well. It
specifically asks on X217 because he is the author of the statement that "... an21°192" is required
because %% 1Mxn 027V PR.

'01n says further: the x~n3 would not have asked this question on &2 if he held that "... 2031 192"
was needed to verify maw5. It would be obvious that he would require the m°5w to say this
statement.

The words of 'o1n need explanation. Why would "anma °1921 2n51 192" have to be said in xnmn if
nmow needed verification for aw5? The city was in 222 where people were 1°%°p2 in the 17 of
!

'01n explains that xnma had a large population of 213 and so it was not considered 222 regarding
1on or knowledge of the ma%n of P

("717 RNma 012 aRw" 5"7) 'ewn says: from this case, on 11°20 ruled that 5 a2 it is necessary to
say "... ano1 192" for all w3, We rule that verification is needed because 1°°p% 1oxn o7 px. All
people today are considered 71 and, as a result, they are unaware of other people’s signatures.

The X913 continues

wnw par 37 — The 922 says that 27 29 related a 7wy»: A v had been brought
by /727> 29. However, 7277 27 did not know if it was brought from x50 to 8v7772 or
in the opposite direction.

77> 27 asked 27 if it is was necessary for him to say ”.. 2751 292" when he
delivered the .

37 answered n72°7¥ 8% —this is unnecessary. However 7278 72y 8 — if you already
said the phrase, it is effective to validate the n1 and prevent %27 71y,

QUESTION: Why did the x2%3 need to bring the poo of i a1 of whether the wva
was brought from 8= to X¥7272 or in the other direction?

The ("...oynwn 1Iin 27" 7"7) auew pwn explains that this question was brought to 21 who lived in
xo. If the v was brought to X110, the question was presumably asked after the delivery (i.e. in a
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72v°72 situation). If so, the answer of 27 would then apply to a 7av°72 case after the va had been
brought.

However if the vx had been brought in the other direction from x70 to xy7973, the 5w would
probably have asked about the proper procedure 77°nn>% before leaving. The difference between
whether the vx was brought from &m0 to &y7771 or in the other direction is whether the question
and answers refer to a 72v>72 or 7%°nn3Y situation.
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DERECH B’YAM HATALMUD
Py OVERVIEW # 13 -- :3-.3

|. DIVINE PROTECTION FOR 22572 AGAINST M2y PAGE 2
-The 8§92 teaches that 7 protects o3>°7¥ from certain tragedies. The
o°nwN suggest explanations for this statement.

|1, 2939w — UNDERSTANDING THE 2398 OF PAGE 6

GIVING OTHER JEWS OVER TO THE AUTHORITIES
-The x921 says that x37 7» wished to inform the local non-Jewish
authorities about people who were harassing him. The &892 discusses this
70°N.

[11. DEFINING THE PROHIBITION OF PLAYING PAGE 9

OR SINGING Music
-The x921 discusses the 770°8 of playing and listening to music after the
7127977. It is necessary to determine the limits of this prohibition and its
reasons.

V. Is AN %1» WHO IS SUPPORTED BY THE PAGE 16

COMMUNITY REQUIRED TO GIVE apTx?
-The x721 quotes a 7105 which teaches that even 2>y are required to give
7778, The /7557 »990 discuss details of this 7.

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros




7O 'on
U3 K720 — 'R PO

|. DIVINE PROTECTION FOR 22378 AGAINST N0y

g

DRIPR AR

OVERVIEW OF THE KX%2Y®

s 3 AR 7Y AR 'R -n Ly

The x7n3 teaches that "7 protects o°p>7x from certain ("..xnwa" 7'7) "o
tragedies. The o°1wxA suggest explanations for this (10T X" 3"T) 7PN - 1Mang
statement. ("xnwa" 5"7n) PO —w''wn

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — How much does ' protect 2°p>7% from sinning?

The &7nx on the top of .1 77 teaches that 51 protects o°p>7x from committing m7°2y. How does this
fit with o>*wyn brought in the x93 about 2°>>7% who inadvertently committed m=ay?

See ("..xnw3" 3"7) 'vwn and the ("...1mRT R3" 5"7 .7 1P9IN) 12w who suggest answers to this
question.

How does the 3'"2%9 respond to the suggestions given by '=in?

Issue Two — Are o712y owned by a 115 permitted to eat 72170?

In his discussion of how "7 prevents o°p>7x from sinning, 'en cites a case of an "1w1> 72y who was
owned by a 775 and was allowed to eat 72170, The X3 records that the wife and children of the
72y also ate 10, but it says that they were not permitted to do so.

This statement needs elucidation. Just as an 72y is permitted to consume 2170 since he is 1095 1Ip
—owned property — of a 1772, his wife and children should be permitted as well. What does the X3
say that it was prohibited for his family to eat 7m1n?

See the ("xnwa" 5"7n) w'"wa who answers this question.
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Summary of the x=m
The X721 on the bottom of :» and the top of .7 lists several possible negative
ramifications of a person instilling 7727° 72’8 — excessive fear — in his home.

12087 — The 8922 on .7 mentions that 58°%x1 12 81277 7 was fed a 2172 927 (which
the 8922 defines as an 77 )» 928) as a result of this.

The §922 asks: how could he have eaten this prohibited item? This would violate
the rule: o7 5 7920 823» 7"3p7 PN 032278 2w 172 Nnw/T — since 7 does not bring
a 7920 — stumbling block — through the animals of 2373, then "> XY ¥y D278
— He certainly does not allow 2%°73 to eat food which is 708, 2

If so, how did it occur that 58°9x1 12 82277 "7 was fed this item?

The 8922 answers: 2171 937 120872 w2 898 — they wanted to feed it to him (but
did not actually do so).

172 %) — And what was the food they had wanted to feed him? 77 j» 72X,

QUESTION: The x2»a in_several places brings examples of @z who
inadvertently committed nysawy. How do these cases fit with the statement in the
X2 that ' protects @337 from nyspn?

Three answers from the a’1wx= to this question:

Answer One

("...xnwa" 3"7) 'Bin cites on 11°27: when the xna says that o°p>7x are protected from committing
may, it is referring to eating forbidden items which is a *x1x to the p>7x. However o°p>7x are not
protected from unintentionally transgressing other n7°ay.

Answer Two

2 This is based on :1-.1 "1 which says that 71 prevents the animals of a°p>7x from eating items forbidden to them.
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The ("...11mK7 83" 3"7) 1"'a»1 in .7 q7 1210 'on challenges the explanation of 'own and learns
differently.

The 7"2an7 brings two ways to understand the statement of the xana:
First, he quotes his »27, who explains that when the x-x says that 71 does not allow a 72pn to
occur to a p*7¥, it means that He prevents m>pn from occurring to other people through the p>7x.

(For example, the actions or decisions of a p>7¢ will not cause another person to eat %2v or violate
W "19%.)

The 1"2m7 himself has difficulty with this explanation. ow 1.

Answer Three

The 1''an1 then suggests another approach. He says it means that "7 protects o°p>7x¢ from sinning
mwa. He quotes the teaching: 1mx oow»on 2nw*h &3 — if a person comes to purify himself, he is
assisted (by ).

However, ' only saves a p>7¢ from sinning »awa. If the P73 is ywid, he will not receive this
Divine Protection.

The 7"2m7 goes through the cases cited by 'o1n and explains how in each case, there was an
element of negligence (v w»o) by the p>7x.

QUESTION: ("...xnwna" 1"7) 'oin cites a case of an "1y1> 7ay owned by a 172 who
was mistaken for a 312 when he went to the threshing floor to collect gain for his
master. The 1331 themselves also _mistakenly thought that he was a j3s. This
seemed to result in a »wan involving 7938, since the wife and children of the Tay
improperly ate g»1an from the grain.

What was the problem of the wife and children of the Tay eating g»yan? Why
would this be 2vo8?

Background information to understand the question:

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros



7O 'on
U3 K720 — 'R PO

An "1v15 72y owned by a 175 is permitted to eat 7mnn because he is the 1093 1712 — owned property
— of a 372. However, if his wife and children are not owned by his master, they are not permitted
to eat 0. In the case brought in m21n2, the wife and children were mistakenly allowed to eat
7170 because the o°narn assumed that the 72y was a 17d.

OUESTION: Were the wife and children of the Tay owned by the 335? If they were,
they would be permitted to eat g»yn.

Even if we say that they were not owned directly by the 313, they should indirectly
belong to him since the items of an Tay are also called o> 1@ of the 78 (due to
the rule a2 map 72y mipw n» — that which is acquired by an Tay is owned by his

master).

Why are the wife and children of the 7ay not included? Why was it a problem for
them to eat g»yn?

The ("knwa" 7"7n) w''wa explains: the marriage of an *1v1> 72y is not recognized as a full
marriage. Consequently, his wife and children are not his o117, As a result, the wife and
children in this case were not entitled to eat 7m1n.

Understanding the ®1s which occurred in this case

In P21 'on the xwa asks that 57 should have prevented this case from occurring. He should not
have allowed the 1127 to permit the wife and children of the 7av to eat nmn.

According to on 121 brought by 'own, what is the question? The protection mentioned by the
X3 applies to o7 only and not to their family members.

('own answers that the x7nx in 1911 does not bring this case as a question [he has a different xo7a
of the xmx] and therefore this is not a challenge to the explanation of aon 11°27.)

The ("...1K7 R3" 7"7) 1""2m1 says that the question of the k3 in 111 (of how could 7 allow
the 1127 to make a mistake which caused this) poses a difficulty to the approach of an 1021 that '
only saves o°p>7x themselves from eating forbidden items.
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("...xnw3" 3"7) '®In explains that even though the Swon was related to 770K, since the o°p>7x
themselves (in this case the 1127 who mistakenly ruled that the 72y was a j712) did not eat the
forbidden items, the case does not conflict with the explanation of an 1°2n.
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1. 2339w — UNDERSTANDING THE 71998 OF GIVING
OTHER JEWS OVER TO THE AUTHORITIES

J

DRIPR AR

OVERVIEW OF THE K219

9P Navab" 7Y vk w1

The xnx discusses the Moo of being pwon on a fellow ("'oY 3Wm oowa" 7"7) "o
Jew, in connection with a nwy» in which xapw an was
being harassed by another Jew and wished to report
him to the authorities.

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — The power of 7710 and 3%°5n to protect a person from harm

The xm3 records that X2y =% was being attacked by other people. 21¥%x 521 advised him to go
to the w71 n°2 morning and night as a way to address the issue. Shortly thereafter, the problems

disappeared.

What was the particular suggestion which =ry»x »31 gave him, and how did it help to resolve the
issue? See ("17°2v 27w oowa" 1"7) 'ewn for two answers, and the ("oowa" 3'7 'on" 3"7) R"'wAAR
who clarifies a point in 'on.
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Summary of the x=m
7% 15w — The 8721 says that ¥371v 9» sent a question to 7vox 239:

oy 270w 078 22 — [Jewish] people are harassing me, 712%% 270»% *727 — and |
have the ability to turn them over to the [non-Jewish] authorities. »7» — What is
the rule? (Am | permitted to do so?)

79N 227 replied with a 700 indicating that he should remain silent.

V72 DPNT NI DY XD 05 2wy Np 10 mow — (The 8921 says that 8371w 9» sent back
to him): They are causing me great trouble, and | am unable to bear it.

(Note: This was not a situation of life and death, in which it is 9n» to inform on
a person to the authorities.)

77y °27 replied with another 0o advising (him) to remain quiet and that 7
would eliminate the problem. He also advised him: 72,725 y7°%v 2997 0owi7 — g0
early to the study hall against them and stay late, ;7°%» %> 170 — and they will
disappear on their own.

The 8922 says that 371 92 followed the advice with the “expected ” results: 712
72322 N2°211% — the authorities put 8222 (the name of the person who had provoked
him the most) into chains and took him away.

QUESTION: When =3y5R 21 advised xapwp 9% to 7''2m25 1wy 29y aswst, what
exactly was he suggesting?

("9 27w oowa" 3"7) 'ewn suggests two explanations for these words:

First, he was telling xapw 2 to go to the synagogue to pray that "7 should punish them.

'0In asks on this: The & mx in X»p 822 teaches: 72°mn wivi X137 0%wH 11°7 20T — a person who
complains about another person to ' will be punished first. If so, how could 7rv%x *29 have
suggested this?
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'o1n explains: if there is no other recourse, a person is allowed to pray for Divine Intervention.
However, if an option exists (such as going to a 17 n*2), a person must pursue it. In such a case,
if he prays instead that the person should be harmed, he will be punished first.

In this case because there was no other option, 2Py = was permitted to pray that his
antagonists should be removed.

Second, '01n says: 29w aswi means: you should learn 570, and then ' will help you.

The ("oowa" 3'7 'on" 5"7) R'"w= says that 'own did not have the ko7 of the & na of "7"nn2%".
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I1l1. DEFINING THE PROHIBITION OF PLAYING OR SINGING
Music

g

DRIPR AR

’
OVERVIEW OF THE K310 7 N3P e b T < 1

""9ovra"

The ®7n3x in the middle of .1 discusses the m1o°x of
playing and listening to music after the j2r. Three o (xanr 3"7) 2w
questions need to be answered: ((:’D_‘N;E:ﬁ;“_‘?_’:’;)ﬂﬁ
|. Does the Mok apply uniformly to both singing (100 ' ,N'l’m - w;{) r—
and musical instruments?
I1. Is the playing of music always mox, or only
under certain conditions?
[11. What is the reason for the mo°Kx?

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — Identifying a source for the prohibition of music after the 1290

The &7m3x brings a source that X1 — music — is oK.

This is a broad statement which needs to be defined. What types of music are included? Is any
amount of music prohibited, or is there a certain level when the m10°x takes effect?

See ("R a"7) 2"w1 and ("0KRT 12 XA RWAr" 5"7) 'Ban and the (7°:0 n°avn mMaba) amn gawe who
discuss the particular type(s) of music included in the prohibition. '=wn also suggests a reason for
the rule and limitations to it.

The (0P 'o 'R P2 o0 A7IR) Fwn MR analyzes the oonwxa nponn and specifically, the svw of
the @'"an=. He also brings practical m>%:1 related to this topic.

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros



7O 'on
U3 K720 — 'R PO

Summary of the x=m

"N 0 7% mow” — A question was sent to ¥221 9» asking him to identify the
source that x9»7 — music — is 770N.

-("Ranr" 5"7) 2"w1 says: this refers to the mo°x of singing in a pXnw»s n°2
— a house of drinking.

(This explanation is based on the miwn brought in .rn 77 7O 'on, which
says that mxnwni n°aa 9°w became va when the 117710 ceased its
operations prior to the j27r.)

OQOUESTION ONE: Why would the xa»3 here search for a source that music is
190K, if the g in gwe brings a M pn?

QUESTION TWO: To which types of music is the 823 referring? Does it prohibit
only singing or musical instruments as well? And are these always =vex or do
certain exceptions exist?

~x321w 9 replied by citing the 200 of ”..0033 2 98 o892 mown 8" from 8:v Y7
— “Yisrael, rejoice not like the enjoyment of the nations...”

7209 — The X722 questions why 837w 92 did not reply with the 200 of x% pw2”
"Pmw? W I e from v v — “they do not drink wine with song. Liquor
has become bitter to those who drink it.”

-(This p09 is brought in 700 'on as the source for the 11o°R.)

772 o8 — the 8921 responds: if 837v 9» had given that source, one might think
that only x»7 897 — the playing of musical instruments is 9108 but 9w 8297 —
singing is 7. The 100 which he sent of "...7»wn 5% teaches that it is 9708 both
to play musical instruments and to sing.
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OQUESTION: Does the myex of music apply only when drinking (as the second e
implies) or at all times? Is there a difference between singing and musical
instruments when they are not accompanied by drinking?

("ORT 12 X1 XA 7"7) 'BIN cites the explanation of >"w (that the X na is speaking about music
in a mxnwni n°2) and adds: one should not accustom himself to regularly go to sleep or wake up
to music.

(For example the xm73 w1 was accustomed to go to sleep and wake up to singing until he was
rebuked by xapw an.)

'0In provides a 173 for the mo°K, saying that anya a1y — excessive enjoyment — is prohibited. It is
inappropriate after the 3271 to overly indulge oneself.

'0In says that listening to music for excessive pleasure or as m»°x1 is equivalent to singing while
drinking.
He adds an exception: mxn 5w 2w (such as 7221 1 maw?) is ann.

See the (Yop 'o '} Pon 0»n nIR) gws nmaR who says that it would seem that there is no difference
between the opinions of *"w= and 'oin.

The (7:1 navn Ma%3) a0 73w rules that it is Mox to listen to musical instruments.

He also rules that 7192 9°w is mox, but he adds: this is specifically when the singing is connected
to drinking 1».

The o"ann here makes a distinction between singing (which is mox only when drinking) and
musical instruments (where this limitation does not apply).
The o"ann learns that once we have two o°»109 prohibiting music, the verse dealing with wine

("...7> i &S w1") refers to the limitation of singing, and the verse which does not mention
wine ("...5xw° mawn R"), refers to the restriction concerning musical instruments.

Summary
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According to both >'"w9 and 'ewn, playing instruments and singing are mox only when drinking or
when they are done in a excessive way. In other cases, playing instruments and singing would be
.

The 2'"an1 argues. He holds that the playing of instruments is always mox. Singing is only mox
while drinking.

The =2an» and R'"'»9 also argue on this point:

The 22m» in (3:0pn) 7w 72w rules that the playing of musical instruments is always mox. He
does not limit this restriction to the time of drinking only. He then says that singing is 0%
specifically during drinking.

(This is similar to the 70 mwn.)

The (ow) 8" brings a ok w° which says that the playing of musical instruments is "ok
specifically because of excessive »vn when there is a n2°x1 or in a nnwnia noa.

(This is similar to *"wn and 'oin.)

Note: The o>»wx and 7257 »00 all permit music m1gn 7735,

Rabbi Moshe Feinstein in (1op 'o '% P21 00 0R) gw» n19ar asks: why does the 0"ann
differentiate between singing (which is mox only while drinking) and musical instruments
(which are always mox)?

He suggests an approach to understand the o 1w&n np12nn and specifically, the nuw of the o"anA:

He learns that the two o°»05 brought could be speaking about either singing or playing musical
instruments. However, if we had only one 109 and a single 110°%, we could only assume the
smallest vr1on. We would say that the 110°x applies to the more 7 case of musical
instruments.® A second 109 is needed to say that the mo°x applies to singing as well.

% The case of musical instruments is more =wan because they create a more advanced level of music than singing
alone and because they cause a higher level of joy.
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Further, the second verse ("....nw> &% 2°w2") is clearly speaking about music during drinking. It
follows that the mo°k of the first mo» applies in all cases, not only while drinking.

Therefore once we learn that both singing and musical instruments are mox, it is logical that the
more widespread mo°x of the first m10o applies to musical instruments. The 05 which limits the
"ok to only times of drinking refers to singing alone.

This can explain the approach of the a"a»9 in 770 73wn where he says that singing is only "ok
while drinking wine, while musical instruments are always 710x.

Rav Moshe brings a n2ywn of the "ann in which he says that all music (singing and musical
instruments) is Mo even without wine.

Rav Moshe writes: it is A for a wain Hva to be v like the 2"anan nawn. He rules further that
musical instruments are prohibited 1>72 even where there is no drinking.

(However, music mgn 771%Y is still permitted by Rav Moshe. Other o’po are more p» and
allow the listening of music even in other cases.)

The x93 continues

2"~ — The X921 in the middle of .7 quotes s277 27 who asks: what is the meaning of
the verse "77v731 a0 0"

wN 27 replies: xnnny — the 200 refers to the cities of o572 yIx.

N7 27 says: 82v7 87 N8 w8 — Do | not know that this is the explicit meaning of
the 209? However | am asking about an explanation from 87221 29 from 87298,
He suggested a /72277 to explain the meaning of the words: anyone who feels 752>
(meaning: o> due to v he received from another person, according to *"z9) but
07 — he remains silent and does not respond, then 7 *7v 1912 (meaning: ’7) will
respond with 7°7 on his behalf towards his aggressor.

78 — The 8721 records that sww 27 replies: 77v» 898 — if so (that you agree to the
interpretation of these words), do you also interpret the continuation of the 05
which records other city names — 720101 72721 2973 in a similar way?
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7"02

07 27 replies: 77 o8 — if 721 37 was here, he would teach x»y» — an
interpretation of these words as well.

The x921 quotes 8777 *2» 878 27 who offers an interpretation of these words: *» %>
—regarding a person who x»2% npyy — if someone steals from him, 2277 — and he
is silent, then /7202 1212 — the One who dwells in the thorn bush (i.e. ’7) will respond
with 77 on his behalf.

The 87121 ©°7 asked x2)7 27: what is the 737 for the 70°x of a 1777 to refrain from
wearing a 82°2> — crown at his 7277?
-See ("o 10 nwY" a"7) 'o1n who lists characteristics of m>°%>.

~177 37 replied: "pa97»" —itis a ;79 of the o257, He quoted the 7220 from
70 "on: at the time of o1o0ox 2w 01910 — Vespasian’s siege of 2°%27° — the o7
were 71 that 22577 should no longer wear crowns at their mn7.

»IONYD N7 27 8P 297778 — When x2)7 27 got up and left the room to relieve himself,
N7077 27, one of his 2°7»%n, quoted a 705 as a source for this rule: "no1x»7 707..."
—when the 72 775 no longer wears his turban (after the 1277) then ... 77037 097"
— other people should cease wearing crowns (from x%:85 o817 990).

(%7011 27 quotes this p10o not as the source for the 70%7, but as an fnonox. Out of
vIX 777 and 712> for his »29, he waited until 8117 21 had left the room before
disagreeing with him.)

N7 27 returned to the room and replied to X707 27 saying: "2%%87" —you are
wrong. The rule is exclusively a 72277 771, He continued: "»w x707"” — your name
is 87077 27 and 72% pN7077 — your words are pleasant (i.e. your analysis of the 205
was insightful), but nevertheless you are incorrect.

(11277 0opPRa" 8"7) 2w says: X117 27 held that the P09 is not a hint to
the 7om. It is instead a nx121 that the 7% would stop wearing his crown
and would go into m>x at the same time that the 5173 170 ceased wearing his
jalahieal

The X721 relates that 82237 found >wN 27 92 9 who was 727722 ¥2°25 972 — braiding
a tiara for his daughter.
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The 8922 asks: how could *wx 27 92 9» do this? Does he not hold of the prohibition
of 7707 0971 NDI¥NT 2007

The x921 replies: he understood that the 20 only prohibited crowns worn by men
since they are 2”27 x*»17 — similar to the 17 )75, but women are permitted to wear
Mmoo,

-(From the question and answer of the =3, it is clear that x1°23 and

WX 27 12 7 consider the 7% of the p1oo to be an integral part of the 1°7.)

The 8721 asks: how can the continuation of the 7100 of "8 8% 787" be understood?

The x922 answers: this refers to a conversation between 7 and the n7w/7 D8
who asked Him: is this restriction (of crowns) appropriate for the Jews? Do the
Jews, who said y»wn ;7ev2, deserve this?
-(The &3 in .5 77 naw 'on teaches that the Jews at °1°0 177 received two
crowns, one which corresponded with their saying "nwy1" and the other
with their saying "vnw1".)

7 responded: Yes. The Jews who placed an ;777 /772y in the 557 deserve this.
-1 is saying: the 771 prohibiting mnvy is an appropriate expression of the
diminishment of the royalty of the Jewish people due to their xvr.
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V. Is AN %Y WHO IS SUPPORTED BY THE COMMUNITY
REQUIRED TO GIVE napTx?

IR RN
’
OVERVIEW OF THE R0 e o1 7Y "RAY 3wt -n

"Ny
The &3 quotes a 1o which teaches that even o»1y
are required to give p7%. The 13%7 0 discuss details (R:mm7 Ay7 7v) v
of this TI. (A:R17 AYT 777) W

(X:127 V7 ) TR 7w I
(7-R:n0) IR W

POINTS TO CONSIDER

Issue One — Understanding the obligation of an *1v to give 1p7% to others

The &7mx on the top of :1 77 says that it is proper for an *1v who receives 1p7% to still give np7x to
others. Is this a recommendation or a requirement? How can he be required to give his money
away to other o»1v, when he does not have enough money for himself and needs the assistance of

others?

In two places, the 21w discusses the obligation of an *1v to give 7% to others: X:n»1 7v7 571 and
2:R11 Y7 771, There appears to be a 77°no in his words.

See how the (X:nm7 P78 Mo9a 7™) T 9w presents the 73%:.

The (X:nn1) 71"w suggests a resolution for the seeming 77°no in the 2.

See the (7-X:n7) (rwa 79w who argues with the 9"w and suggests his own approach.
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Summary of the x=m

Towards the bottom of .7 the 921 quotes 7 27 who teaches 7297 on the 05
from 2o:8 oym of "7 YN KD vy L T N 70"

N77Y 37 teaches: the word "22»%2" in the 2105 means that 2»¥»v» — even people
who have only enough money for »mmm» — their own needs — are required to give
777%. 1f so, then 2°27 — those who have more money, are certainly required to give.

Both should 711 — shear from their money and then 73y — they will pass over and
be saved from the 7 of 212772, The 8921 brings a z» of two sheep. One was shorn
and was able to swim across a river. The second sheep had not been shorn and
so was unable to do so.

The 8922 on the top of 7 97 quotes x9v) 9» who says if an 72737 1» 0199027 2Y — a
poor person who is supported by charity gives /7773, then "71» w8 85" — he will
no longer remain an 2.

701 37 says: "nriy 220017 8 P8 2" — if the 2w acts in this way — then he will
no longer display signs of poverty.

QUESTION ONE: Is the rule that an 1w should give apT2 a recommendation or
a requirement?

QUESTION TWO: Why should an 1 be 2331 to give ap72 to others when he
cannot meet his own needs?

When the 1w brings this 79953, there seems to be a 39°no in his words:

The (X:nn1 av7 771°) 29 rules: every person, even an °1, is 217 to give np7x. He should give to
other people from the money which is given to him.

Yet the 23w in 2:X37 quotes X3 77v0 21 who teaches that a person must worry about his own
o179 first. It is mox for him to give np7% until he has addressed his own needs. Only once he is
assured that he has sufficient o179 for his basic needs can he give 17p7% to others.
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The (R:m7 P78 M2%3 7™) 71w (9w rules: the 1y being discussed here has sufficient 70179 to
survive. If not, he would be mw» from giving. He references the 11 (3:X17) who says that if a
person does not have 101719, he would not be 217 to give.

OQUESTION: How can the = learn that an ¥ is required to give apT2 to others,
but subsequently say that an =¥ is exempt until he is assured that his own needs
are met?

Two resolutions for the seeming-contradiction in the words of the =:

The (X:nn7) 7"w suggests that the 7w refers to two types of a1y (both who have less than 200
1. While both are technically o>y, their situations are different):
1. An -1y whose (70179) needs are met must give 1p7%, even though he is an 1.

2. An 1w whose (710119) needs are not met does not give p7x.

The (7-R:ma7) (2w 71w disagrees with the 7"w. He says that if a person has 70179, he is not
called an "1y and cannot accept np7x.

He answers the apparent contradiction in the = in a different fashion. He cites the X
(.b 77 ®7n2 X212 'on) which mentions that every person is 2»r to give 1p78. However, there are
two distinct obligations of p7x:
1. Giving np73 once per year (even a minimal amount, like the X3 in X702 X232 teaches),
and
2. A constant giving of wyn (10-20% of one’s income).

The 1r2wn 7w learns that the minimal obligation of np7x applies to an 1y as well. However, the
obligation of =wvn» does not.

© 2020 by Yehuda Berinstein and Michoel Gros



