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How to Use This E-Book

Derech B’Yam HaTalmud provides a guided approach to aid in the learning and teaching
of rya X ma. This E-Book on the beginning of 511 2912 p9o is arranged to provide the
tools to encourage independent study of the X3 and its commentators (but it is neither a
replacement for learning directly from a teacher, nor a guide to the laws).

The E-Book is divided into three Sections which discuss issues from the 7aw» and Xn3 in
.5-:13 77 719710 'on.

Each Section is divided into two segments. The first is a guide for the Preparation of the
X3 and the commentators. The second is the Analysis of these sources.

The Preparation segment begins with an Overview which provides a summary of the
particular issues which will be covered in the section.

Following the Overview is a list of mmpn & n sources which should be learned in
preparation. The sources will be analyzed and explained within the Analysis portion.

The nyipn nxn do not list every comment of >"w=, but it is recommended to learn all of
his comments since they provide essential background information. Specific comments of
"w are highlighted. They should be learned in depth since they will be analyzed in the
text.

Next is the Points to Consider page which highlights particular themes and topics which
you should explore as you learn the sources. These items will be discussed in the analysis
text of the unit.

The Analysis segment of each section follows the Points to Consider page. It begins with
an indented, italicized summary of the specific section of 7w and &2 which will be
discussed. This is followed by the text which guides the learning and examination of the
sources.

Questions brought in the text explore specific issues which will be addressed. It is
recommended to try to suggest answers to these questions on your own before seeing how
the text answers them.

Please send comments and questions to derechbyam@amail.com

Wishing you tremendous success in your learning,

Yehudah Berinstein and Michoel Gros
Ramat Beit Shemesh, Eretz Yisroel
Tishrei 5782
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SECTION ONE

—

Understanding the Requirement
of 91757 for the @%asn» AwasN

:¥D N7 71210 'on

OVERVIEW

The first 7awn of 517 297% po lists several laws related to the 2715, The
second one mentioned is ?1op was7 — a dried-out Lulav is invalid. >"w=
gives a source for this rule. 'on disagrees with him regarding the
source and its application. Their disagreement has wide ramifications
regarding the rules and significance of beautifying the o°1» nva9X.
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SECTION ONE

—
POINTS TO CONSIDER

Point One — Why is a dried-out 2% invalid?

The mawn on :v3 77 teaches 700 w2 2719, What is the reason for this prohibition? Does
it only apply 17%°nn>%, or does it invalidate the 2217 even on a 7ay>72 level?

See ("w2*" 1"7) ""w= who suggests a source for this rule.
("0 w21 2" 7"7) "on challenges >"wA based on two other sources from 1210 'on.
How would >"wn answer these questions?

The ("7 2777 “ann" 7"7) @ an M discusses several points, including how >"w1 could
defend himself from the challenges of 'oin.

How does the o> nn mo> understand the requirement of 1177 for each of the o°1»? How
does he understand the verse "...03% onnp™1" which the xma brings later?

See also the ("'owna" 1"7) =1® 9w who approaches the discussion differently but
concludes with a similar answer:

The ("M1R0aw R 7'"7) "98waa sen7on brings a different approach to defend >"w-.
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Summary of the mawn

The opening /72» of the third 275 of /7210 ‘o» teaches several rules related
to the 2%)%. (The first two are listed here.)

First, it teaches: %17 255 — a stolen Lulav — is invalid.
="M 271" 17"7) v"wn says: a stolen 2917 is 9109 because the verse
"...03% onnp?" — you must take it — requires the items to be ash —
yours.

Second, »» w347 —and a dried-out one is invalid.

QUESTION: What is the reason that a w1 391 is invalid? Does this rule
only apply s%°nn2%, or does it invalidate the 251 even on a 7aw>72 level?

The zwrn disagree on the source that a dried-out 2% is invalid:

("w2" a"7) ""wn says that we learn from the verse "ymixy *op 1" that a dried-out 2917 is
not na7% — lacking in beauty.

("0 w27 2M" 1"7) "on raises two challenges on >"wA, based on two other sources from
7210 'on:

Question One

First, he asks from the &7 on .x% which brings a wp>11 (application of a law from one
case to another, based on their juxtaposition in a single verse) between the x7nx and the
291 as the source that 0277 have a requirement of 117°1.

Summary of the 8223 on .x% 7

The X722 in the middle of .x% 97 cites #29 who says that there is a 7?57
whether the requirement of 9177 applies to 22297%.



He says the 7239 learn that there is a 2?7 in the verse of 212 02% onhmpP™"”
"0 153 977 Y 79 NN 77 which compares the 297 to the 10w, It teaches
that just as the J»nx has a requirement of 71757, so does the 295

;777 239 disagrees and says that we do not make the ©>>7. (Therefore, 29
777 says that the requirement of 977 does not apply to the 2%5.

...27908 Yax — But according to ;777 227, the 1718 must be beautiful.
-("..21nR PaR" a"7) "we says that according to nmi °an, this
requirement learned from the word "177" applies only to the a1 nx
and cannot be applied to the other items.

'D1n on .v> asks: we see that the x7m3 on .x% learns the requirement of 1171 from the word
"373", both for the »7nx and the 2912 according to the 13121, Why does >"w1 suggest a
different source, that this rule is learned from the verse ymaxy 9p n1?

Question Two

...¥TIRY PRT — 'o1n asks a second question, on the statement of >"w that a w27 2917 is
invalid even 72y>72 due the verse 1mix *5p 1.

'0In says that the requirement of ¥1axy *2p 731 only applies 72°nna%. If an item is lacking
beauty, it does not fulfill this verse, but it does not invalidate the item. (This does not fit
with the rule in our mawn that a w2 2717 is invalid.)

nomTs — He says that this can be seen in the X3 on :x° 77 which discusses whether there
is an obligation to tie the o°1°n together.

Summary of the X923 on :x° 07

The 921 on the bottom third of :x° 97 discusses whether the 2% /79298
require 7N — to be tied together.

Wan 2277 021993y — This (aforementioned debate regarding whether we
learn the rules of 2% from /7510) corresponds to a debate between the
following 2°52n:

The 7239 hold that a 2% (referring to the o%» 7w52) is valid whether or
not it is tied together.

7777 939 says it that it is valid only if it is tied together. The 892 brings a
source for his opinion and for why the 2°»/7 say otherwise.



NDIN p825 — The X721 then cites a 87°°72 which teaches: 17385 7132 2575 —
a person is obligated to tie his 2°2°» 75w together, 1728 &Y 287 — but if he
did not do so, they are still 9&>. The 8721 asks: which s does this 8792
follow?

7757 "9 58 — The X921 says that the 87°°92 cannot be going like 7777 °29
because, according to him, if they were not tied together, they would not
be 72>.

7239 '8 — The 8721 says that the x7°°72 can also not be going like the 229,
because they do not hold that it is a /7¥» to bind the 222 together.

25w — The 87x1 answers: in actuality, it is possible to say that the 8792
follows the 1229. How would they explain the fact that the 8»7>*92 calls the
binding of the 22°» together to be a 71¥»?

It answers: this is a fulfillment of the verse 718 °57 771", which teaches:
mzna »aob anan — beautify yourself in front of Me by performing the
commandments.

This verse indicates that the requirement learned from the verse 57 /71"
"y applies ;72°mn05%. If it was not observed, it does not invalidate the
¥,

We see from :x> 77 that the requirement of 7ax, which is learned from the verse *%p a1
MRy, only applies 72°nna%. This teaches us that the requirement of 171 (which according
to >"wn is learned from "y7axy *2p ") also should only apply 7% rno5.

Therefore, 'o1n asks, how can >"wn on :v> say that a w2 2917 is invalid because of *%p nr
MRy, and that this applies even 72y>72?

In Summary
'o1n asks two questions on ''w=:

First, *"wn say that a wa°i1 2717 is invalid because its dryness is a lack of 1171, and that
this is learned from the verse "y1xy *%p 71", How can he say this, since the x2n3 on .X?
say that the requirement of 11777 in a 2717 is learned from a wp»17 to the Mnx?

Second, how can >"w~ hold that an item which does not fulfill the requirement of the
verse "ymIRy op 1" is invalid even 723°72? The X9n3 on (X says that "Ry *5p 71" is only
a n2>°nn3% requirement, but failing to fulfill this would not invalidate an item 7ay>72.



QUESTION: How would "= answer these questions?

Two approaches from the asw=sn:
Approach One

The ("2an 2779 *ann" 7"7) @0 nEs suggests a response for >"wA to the two questions of
"o,

From the words ®&%°n 521 he initially addresses a different question. He asks why the order
of the o>1» mentioned in the 71wn here and in the following three n11wn does not follow
the order found in the verse "...0o% annp™1". The p1oo first mentions the »1nx and then the
2717, while the nriwn begins with the 2715, followed by the o777, the 727w, and the x1nx
only at the end. Why does the mawn here not begin with the laws of the »nx?

He suggests two answers to this question.

First, he says that the 7awn mentions the 2717 and then the o777 and then the 727 because
7P J9pa 1wss spara — these are held together in the right hand. The xanx is listed
separately because it is held separately in the left hand.

s»1 98 — Alternatively, there are different sources for the requirement of 21717 in each of
the o°1°n. He says that the requirement of =171 for the 2%7% and o737 and n29 is from the
verse "ymIxy op 1", In contrast, the requirement for an 117X to be beautiful is from the
verse "7 vy e,

1w — Without a wpi1 from the :1nx, we would learn that the o°3n nwbw need to be
a7 from the verse ™maxy *9p a1, which would only apply 7%°nin>%. However, once we
have the wp>r from the 210k to the other three oo, this teaches that if they lack 273
(such as if they are dried-out), they are 5109, even 72y°72.

23 %» a8 — He says that one might think that the verse "o>n no3 977 yv *79..." is not the
source for the requirement of 1171 for all of the items, mopesxT — since it has a break in it,
since it is written without a ™" connecting the two phrases. This might indicate that there
is no wpn1 connecting the rules of the two o°1°n. But once we say that all four >3 have a
requirement of 11717, then, because of the wpsi7, we say that they are all invalid if they
lack M1

The verse "mary *2p 71" teaches that there is indeed a requirement of <1717 for the other
o°°n, and, as a result, we make the wp>n to them from the x11nx, which also has a
requirement of m17n.

He concludes by saying that this is the reason that the mawn lists the ooon nwow first,
because their requirement of being 271 is learned as a fnw=7 from the 1 nx. Since a rule



which comes from a 7wn7 has a special significance, the mwn lists the rules of the three
o°1» first since they are learned from a nwn7.

The o mn mo3 is answering both questions of 'on here. *"wA brings the source of *%p a1"
"Ry to show us why a wpsn is made between xanx and 2215, If the source was from n1"
"R °2p alone, the requirement for the three o°1» to be 177 would only apply 7% nn35.
Once we know that there is a wp*n, it teaches that M7 is a requirement of all four o°1,
and that it applies both 7%°nn>% and 7av°72.

QUESTION: Why does the verse of "...as% anmsm" not include a
""" between the two phrases if there is a wp° connecting them
together?

The o nn mo> answers from a later X3, which teaches that if the ™" was included, it
would teach that the xan& must be included in the 7ax with the other three o1, Because
this is incorrect, the p105 does not include a ™". The lack of a "1" between the phrases in
the mo5 teaches that while the three o°1» are tied together, the :7nx remains separate.

The ("o1n2" 7"7) =39 7w approaches the discussion differently than the o> nn mo3, but
he arrives at a similar answer:

He cites the suggestion of 'o1n on .x% that 777> °21 does not hold of the wpn because he
understands that the requirement of 271 (learned from "a771 »» yy") applies to fruit alone.
This prevents the wp>n from being made between the 170k and the 275.

The 1127 might also be compelled to hold that there is no wp»17 according to this reasoning.
However, the source of "ymixy *2p 71" which >"wA brings shows that the 2917 also has a
connection to M. This indicates that the wp>1 should in fact be made.

When >"w1 says that we learn from ymaxy *5p 11, it is not because this is the source for the
rule, but rather because this reveals that the wp>n should be made.

Approach Two
The ("M3xeaw anxY" 17"7) "98R8 “w7on brings a different approach to defend >"w= from

the questions of 'oin. (This approach is also brought in 57991257 o2 of the »°xi» and the
["'oInn 2now M 7M7) @vnn mes.)

10



7= 72y — The R explains: 277 1Rw o523 n1w m7as 9o 89 — there are different
levels of M7 in the o°°n (which are learned from 1Ry *5p 171). Some of them are only
required 72°nn2%, while others even invalidate an item 72v°72.

He says that there are some o°9105 which are central to the item which cause it to be
invalid even 72y>72. He explains that a w21 2917 is invalid because ym®mo %3 5795 — since
all of its moisture is gone, 1nn Husaw 278> INRA77 A2we — all of its beauty is gone, like a
person without life. He says the *n%w1> 71°n cites the verse, "sp Y9%m° asnni 8" — dead
people do not praise 7. Similarly, a w21 2912 cannot be used to praise 7.

1738 8% ©ax — However, for example, if the o°°n are not tied, s7%s» 19757 w91 XY — their
beauty is not completely gone, and therefore they can be used 7ay>7a. Even though ideally
the o°1°n should be bound together, this is not an integral part of the %1 nvaax.
Therefore if they were not tied, this does not cause them to be 0.

This approach answers the second question of 'oxn when he asked how can *"wn hold that
aw2n any is invalid even 7ay>7a due the verse 11K *2p 11, since the &3 says it is only a
72102 requirement. According to the >, there are different levels of 21717 learned
from this 100, some which apply even 72y°72, and some which only apply 77°rn25.

“2 by nxY — The »xn continues and addresses the first question, how >"w1 can suggest a
different verse than that brought in the & na.

He cites the npynn in the X3 on .X? whether we make a wip n in the verse "...0>% annp™"
to apply the requirement of 11717 from the 10X to the 2%1%. The &1 there learns that the
requirement for an x1nX to be 177 is learned from the words "27:7 >99 yX". However, mmN
7m0 ua 920 RIe — the X3 goes away from this wa7 of the word 273" and gives a
different explanation, that the »1nx is 97 — it lives — on the tree from year to year.

The »&n learns that when the X7 goes away from this understanding of the oo
according to 7mm° "27, it learns that the 3121 also go away from the original 7w-7 that the
verse is teaching the requirement of 217°17. (Other o>wA9n, including 'oin, disagree with
this understanding.)

According to this, a different 05 is needed to learn the requirement of 21777 in the oo,
which >"w~ brings, the verse "yRy 5p 1",

Rabbi Yosef Shalom Elyashiv in ("...w2°7 211" 17"7) 7910 "ona nymw: says a similar idea,
based on the 2210 ann.

The X723 in .5 77 v 'on discusses the case of a scribe who writes a Name of Hashem in
a 77 n scroll without proper intention. The X3 brings a o°xin np1omn whether the writing
can be remedied. m7y7° 921 holds that the scribe can write over the Name with the proper
intent, while the as»am say that this is not =ma 32 — the ideal way.

11



The o0&~ nx argue over the reason of the a»an. According to one explanation, writing
over the letters is a lack of 21771, which is learned from the verse "ymaxy “9p 1",

Rav Elyashiv says (like the first statement of the >=°k») that we see from here that a lack
of M1 stemming from "ymaxy *2p 71" can invalid an item even 72y>72. This would be a
source for the approach (expressed by the »3°&» and others) that there are different levels
of mn mandated by "Ry *%p 71", some which are only required 7%°nn>% and some
which are required even 7ay°72.

12



SECTION TWO

=

When is a a%¥» Considered Dried Out?

:¥D N7 71210 'on

OVERVIEW

The mwn says that a w2 2917 is invalid, but it does not give more
details. What is the measure of this dryness? How dry does the 2917
need to be to be 7105?
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SECTION TWO

=
POINTS TO CONSIDER

Point One — How do we measure the dryness of a a%1%?

The mawn teaches that a w27 2917 is invalid, but it does not inform us how this is
determined. Is it based on the amount of time that has passed since the 2217 was picked,
or by external signs of dryness? Is the dryness of each item of the o°1°» 7v29x measured
in the same way, or are there different criteria?

("w2°n 2M>" 7"7) '®In mentions other places in which the xana gives measurements of
dryness for various items. To which item can the 2712 be compared, and why?

See the ('} 12°0 '3 p9) w''&9 who challenges the explanation of 'oxn and suggests two
other methods of measuring dryness.

The (7:7270) R 7w 79w rule on how the dryness of the 2217 is measured.

14
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Summary of the mwn

The /7w teaches 0o a7 3% — a dried out 2% is invalid.

The mawn states this rule without defining how to measure it. Several questions need to be
answered to understand this 9109, including:

UESTION ONE: How is the term was;r defined here? Is it based
on a length of time from when the 2% was picked from the tree,
or on a certain amount of dryness or some other criteria?

QUESTION TWO: Is the dryness of each y» measured in the
same way, or does the standard vary?

UESTION THREE: Is the mwa> of a 297 measured in terms of
the entire 2% or is it based on its dryness in a particular area?

("w22M>" 1"7) "o attempts to learn the particulars of this rule from other places in
which the & nax defines the term dryness.

He says, w=s® 1R K2777 wad 8™ — the term "dry" here in the mawn is not measured by
time, as the X3 in 797 772y 'on says regarding asaxan (the crushed seeds of grapes)
belonging to non-Jews. The &ana there says that after sitting for 12 months, the seeds are
considered to be dried-out and no longer pose a problem of being o1 1.

He says that we do not measure the dryness of a 2%1% based on time, because this is not
the standard used regarding the dryness of the o°0777. The &7na says that if the majority of
the leaves fall off from a o777, but 20 2%y 72 2w "v>nw — three moist stems still
remain, it is still considered valid. If not, it is 9109.

XX — He says that we see from here that dryness of the o°1°» nvaax is not based on a
length of time, but on an amount of dryness of the object.

15



If so, what is the measure of dryness in a 2917?

RO777 mwas A v XWX — Rather he says that the dryness of a 2717 is measured like that
of the =122 1. The ear of a first-born animal is considered sufficiently dried to be a omn
(disqualifying imperfection) when it is y919x2 n>991 — when the ear crumbles when
rubbed by a fingernail.

He applies the same measure here. If a 2217 is rubbed and it crumbles, it is considered
dried out and it is no longer “w>.

The ('R 12°0 '3 p19) w''R7 brings the opinions of several onwy~:
First he quotes '®1n who holds that a 277 is considered wa> when it crumbles.

Second, he brings the ;7 1'"2 (the = 8% ®p2) who argues and holds that crumbling is
only a measure of mw2° in food such as mp=°. He holds that such a measure cannot be
used as an indication of the level of dryness in a 2715.

Therefore he brings a different measure. He says that a 2917 is considered dried-out

N MR 22w 2vwns BHon 1xown — when it is more dried than merely being wilted. At
this point there is no longer any moisture inside it. (This is a more stringent opinion than
that of 'oin.)

Third, the w''®&= brings the 7''ax= who says that the measure of mw2° is based on the
specific .

The 7"2x1 says that it is a known fact that 0°2%1% normally do not crumble and break, even
several years after they were picked. Therefore, a different measure of dryness is needed.

Rather, he says we measure by the am>w nx=» — their appearance. As long as a 2717 still
has a greenish appearance, it is a sign that it still has moisture in it, and therefore it is
usable. However if 119 1392%> — its face becomes whitish — it has lost all its moisture and it
is no longer usable. The 7"ax" brings a support from the *n%wy° 71m%n which compares a
white 2915 to a n» and cites the verse ";1p 1291 o nnn XY,

The 7"2&1 brings a further support for his contention that we view the dryness of the o°1»
based on whether they appear white or green. He says that often, the o°07:71 appear green,
but they are so dry that they will crumble when handled. If they are placed in water, they
will rejuvenate to a healthy state.

However if they have already turned white, placing them in water will have no effect.

This is a proof that the appearance of the items is the criteria which establishes whether
they are w2

16



In 2 170 the w'' R discusses in which portion of the 2217 its dryness is measured:

According to the 7"ax" this is based on the ;7972 and the »»» (spine and middle
leaves). If they are no longer green, the 2717 is considered w2>.

According to the w"x", when the majority of its leaves appear dried out, it is w2

In 9%

The (7:770) =amn rules that if a majority of the leaves of a 271 have turned white, it is
7y00. This is like the w'' 8= and the 2.

The (25) 79192 73w brings the 7'"axs who holds that if the %y n (one of the middle

leaves) dries up, the 2912 is considered w2.

The R'"»" brings a ok w° opinion (that of 'oIn) that a 271° is still w> until it is dry
enough that it will crumble if it is scratched. (This opinion is more lenient than that of the
giizial})

17



SECTION THREE

%}
When do the a5 in the mawn Apply?
(To all the days of ni>ye, or only on the first?)

:¥D N7 71210 'on

OVERVIEW

The x7m3 says that the list of o905 in the mawn apply to both 2w oy

WK and »1w 2w avr. What is the meaning of the latter term, and what
Is the status of the o°1°» on that day?

Is there a deeper reason to beautify the o°1°n ny29x?
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SECTION THREE

=
POINTS TO CONSIDER

Point One — Do the m2%:7 of the %% avaax apply equally to all of the
days of ni>we?

The &7na states szm psop Rp — the rules taught in the beginning of the nawn apply equally
on both w210 ar and " 2w oy.

What is the meaning of the term s1» 25 295? Does it refer to the second day of 21w ar
outside 2Xw” yx, or to the other days of m>w0?

Can a 2777 which is invalid on the first day be used on this day?

The 2"an7 in (v:n 2279 M2%7) 70 7w rules on whether items which are invalid on
WRI 20 v are invalid on >aw 2w o as well.

See the mawn nos and the mawn 793w who analyze the words of the 0"a»3 and how they
fit with those of the X213, They suggest different sources for his position.

19
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Summary of the mawn and X923

The 5922 on .v> begins and states 27 %9 &» — the rule taught in the
beginning of the .2 (that a stolen or dried 297 is invalid) applies equally
on both w9 20w 0r and 2w 2w o7

-("PwR ™2 maw RS" 1"7) ""wA says that there is a 70 obligation to
take the o°1°n nyaax on the first day of mo.

-("1w ™2 R K" ") S"wn says that the obligation on the second
day(s) of m>o is from the 3120.

w3° A»ba — The X922 says that it is understandable that a dried-out 297
is invalid (all seven days) because yr°»2 977 — the 292 must be beautiful
and a dried one is not.

NWNY 2w 21 N»5wa 5 89N — It is understandable that a stolen 2977 is
invalid on the first day of 7120 because the /7917 teaches 212 255 onnpP™”
"nwxa. The word "05%" teaches that the four species must be 255w —from
you (owned by you). However, this requirement only applies on the first
day.

N RPN 2w 29 012 — On (the other days of 71510) why is a stolen 2977 not
valid?

7277° %37 answers in the name of 7 22 pw»e 729 because it would be a
77923 7827 ¥» — a mitzvah done through a sin.

UESTION: What is the definition of the term s a1 a» as used
by the x2x?

The 2"an9 in (v:n 27 M2%7) 77 0 7w says that any of the o°1» 7vaax which has a
disqualifying o or which was stolen is invalid on yywx= 23w 2 alone. However on ay
1w 23w and on as»s aRw — the other days — it is valid.
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The mawn 75a% says that according to the o"an", the phrase "w 2w or" refers to 2w av
no3 Sw 1w — the second day of the holiday outside Israel. He holds that o°1» which are
invalid on the first day of m1>10, but which are valid on the other days of nmo, are also
valid on n19a 5w 1w 2w o,

(Many other o 1w, including the sssx», the @' &9 and the x'aw>s, hold differently, that
items which are invalid on w1 21w oy are also invalid on n1°23 5w *1w 2w a.)

QUESTION: How can the 2"a»= hold that the mo%m of the mwasx

asn differ between the first day of nyve and the other days?
The x=23 on :w> clearly says that the a"»op in the mawn apply to
both 1K= 212 210 and on 1w 21w 2!

The commentators on the a"an" disagree on the source of his opinion.

The mawn noo asks: since the X3 says *am 0o Kp — that the 2°2109 in the mawn» apply
equally on pwxa 210 o1 and on 1w 21w a2 — how can the o"ann say that “xw 2w oy is like
the other days of 210 and not like Pwxra 210 01°?

He answers: the X7n3 on .5 77 quotes “aama 82 prixs ' in the name of »xmw who says that
on WY 20 o1, a person can only use o°1» 7vax which belong to him, not ones which
are borrowed or stolen. However on »1w 21 oy, since a person can use a borrowed 2719,
he can also use a stolen one.

We see from here that there is an opinion which differentiates between 1w&- 2w or and
"1 2w av. This can be the source for the o"an".

The mawn 7oa% suggests a different source. He cites the x7n3 on 1% which says that '2
R dipped his 210k (into a dip or sauce), took a bite, 72 3231 — and then used it for his
mxn of the o1 7vaaR. His actions are difficult to understand, since the [awn on @75
teaches that 817 %2 2om ap1 — if a 210X is missing even a small amount — it is 9109,

He answers: the mawn is addressing the rule on nwxn 21w a1, while the episode of %117 ™

took place on 1w 2w ov. According to this, the mo%7 of the o1 nvax apply differently
on the two days and this applies to other o°17 as well.

UESTION: What is the status of ny®x @ sm aw ar? Is it
comparable to 1wx 232 2 or to T¥wn In?
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The mawn 7932 also cites a o1wr1 npYonn regarding the status of n1¥oa Sw 1w 2w ar.

2'peIe w™ — He says that some of the commentators hold that this day has the same status
as PwAT 2w 2. The reason for this is: 12 2192 1972 32 XY anw — if this was not the case,
people would disrespect nv: 5w *1w 2w av. Therefore these ow-on hold that 51ram 2917
w2 are invalid on this day.

R'"% — He says that other o>wa9n hold that n1%3 5w *1w 2w o1 has the status of 7vm:7 b
He explains: 8m=v7 p3apa j20w7°7 11997 - since the Rabbis established the calendar, 2
SNTI2 ©'" KT PwRn — and the first day is definitely 21w o1, then we have no uncertainty
about the status of the second day, and do not need to be stringent regarding the nva-x
aghy/al

He says that according to this opinion, we can be lenient on this day and if necessary,
even take a 2712 which has an invalidation. He says that the Rabbis were concerned on
the second day, @ Xb2 X372 8> a8 — that if a person was only able to find o°2» which had
imperfections, 1 81 2w — he would not take the oo1n 7v2X at all. ¥ v Rxn —
And consequently, it would emerge that this stringency (of not using an item with a o,
even though this would otherwise be permitted under the circumstances) could lead to an
unjustified leniency (because it could cause people to not fulfil the mx» of the o1 vaax
in such circumstances).

The deeper significance of beautifying the 2% nvasx

The ("mM7°0n17 N7 MX22" 10 P9) @R nvven says that a person who truly loves 1 will not
be content to merely fulfill the minimal obligation of the n11¥» which are known to the
masses. Rather he will exert himself to beyond this level.

He compares this to a child whose father gave him a hint of his desires. If the child loves
his father greatly, he will do all that he can to fulfill them to their fullest, to bring pleasure
to his father. The n11¥n» are the desires of ', so it is our job to go beyond the minimal
obligation and try to find the optimal way to perform them.

The ("7n" 7"7) ¥ K95 specifically writes that beautifying a mx» is a sign of the
person’s love for 7. He explains that if a person serves "1 purely out of fear, he will
suffice with just being xx — fulfilling the minimal level of observance. However if he
serves out of love, he will be careful with every detail of the n11x» and will beautify them.

“Fortunate is the man who loves his Creator and honors "7 with his wealth, and increases
his expenditures on the n11¥» to beautify them. He will receive blessing from "7 the G-d of
Legions.”

22



Sign up to receive other free E-Books in the
future:

e Email derechbyam@agmail.com

e WhatsApp to: 055-339-3251 or
(732) 261-3666

e Visit www.derechbyam.com

About Us

Derech B’Yam HaTalmud presents a guided
approach to aid in the learning and teaching
of Gemara B’Iyun.

Its initial publication was a two-
volume hardcover sefer on the first
Perek of Mesechtas Gittin (also
available as an E-Book). Future
projects include seforim and
learning materials on Mesechtos
Kessuvos, Sukkah and Bava Metzia.

For additional information, please visit
www.derechbyam.com



mailto:derechbyam@gmail.com
http://www.derechbyam.com/
http://www.derechbyam.com/

