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I 7»mwn: if she takes a ban against benefiting from "all people"
a  he may not reject (o1 ") — since it's not 11a% W2 nor, according to "oV ", is it way Ny
i observation: indication that husband is not considered part of "all creatures”, else he could reject it
ii  however: she may still take 01 nann
1  observation: indication that husband is considered part of "all creatures", ergo she may only collect y"inn
(a) resolutionl (x¥51v): y"nn is an additional outlet (husband is not included in "all creatures")
(b) resolution2 (x27): y"Inn is the reason he can't ban — it's her only outlet (husband is included)
(c) resoliution3 (ppn2 77): y"ann works after divorce — (husband is not included)
(i) challenge (Xx21>1™): later mwn — if she bans relations with all Jews, husband may reject his
portion and she resumes relations with him he's included
(if) answer: it's clear from her ban that she specifically meant him (all others are 1voR right now)
iii exception: she may not take ny 1wyn
1 dissent: X1 indicates that she may likewise take 2y qwyn
2 Resolutionl (9017 27): R™M v. 1327
(a) ~”7: a person doesn't need to designate y"wyn from 'xn7
(b) 27 he must designate it but need not separate and give it
(c) assumption: X" maintains that it isn't Y220>no nRin N2 by giving—=>she may take (1327: inverse)
(d) rejection (»ax0: their dispute is whether pIxn »ny are suspected of not separating »y wyn
(i) &7 since they could gain it themselves by declaring their property ownerless and being
classified as "poor", they don't mind separating it
(if) 227 a person won't be 1pan their property, lest another take possession in the meantime
3 resolution2 (X27): if it is 21y 7wYn that's given out from the house (v. 1) — she may not take; if left in
the granary (v. 2) — she may take
b  if she takes a ban against 0% 0113 benefiting from her —
i they may take n"1In by force
1 implication: nR3N N210 has no value
ii  if, however: she bans specific D% 02113, others take n”n from her
1 implication: RN N0 has value
2 resolutionl (A2pw177 79): 7271 V. "M 1270V
(a) a7 if A steals B's Yav, he must pay full value
(b) 727 if A steals B's 9av, he pays the value of the pynin it
(c) assumption: »a1 believes that nR1n n210 has value, 7”27 believes it doesn't
(d) rejection: all agree that nRin n110 has no value, their dispute is whether we regard tithes that
haven't yet been separated as already separated
(i) explanation: according to »17, they aren't separated, so the full value is there
(i) rejection: is NRIN N is of no value, what difference is there if they were separated or not?
(e) rather: »211 holds that we fine the thief; »”27 holds that we fine the owner for leaving untithed
produce around
3 Resolution2 (x270: since nmAn is only fit for nnn3, by banning all of them, she effectively declared
the fruits to be like dust (7pan) and they may collect them, since she has "disowned" her nxin naw

www.dafyomivicc.org 66 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2015




