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29.4.2 

39a ( פסולה מעיקרו החוט נפסק א� רב אמר אדא רב אמר אדא רב בר רבה אמר ) � 39b ( ל או בגד"ת ) 

 

  יא, כב דברי�: יַחְָ%ו #פְִ�ִ"י�#פְִ�ִ"י�#פְִ�ִ"י�#פְִ�ִ"י�    צֶמֶרצֶמֶרצֶמֶרצֶמֶר ַ�עַטְנֵז תִלְַ�� �א .1

  יב, כב דברי�: 4�ָ ְ"כ3ֶַה אֲֶ�ר 1ְס#ת2ְ 1ַנְפוֹת /רְַ�ע עַל ָ.- ַ"עֲֶ+ה ְ*דִלִי�ְ*דִלִי�ְ*דִלִי�ְ*דִלִי�  .2

  זל, טו במדבר :ְ"כֵלֶת 8ְתִיל8ְתִיל8ְתִיל8ְתִיל ה1ַָנ7ָ צִיצִת עַל וְנָתְנ# לְדֹרֹתָ� בִגְדֵיהֶ� 1ַנְפֵי עַל צִיצִת לָהֶ� וְעָ+# אֲלֵהֶ� ו6ְמַרְ"ָ  יְִ+רָאֵל ְ�נֵי אֶל ַ%ֵ�ר .3

  מז, יג ויקרא :8ְִ�ִ"י�8ְִ�ִ"י�8ְִ�ִ"י�8ְִ�ִ"י�    ְ�בֶגֶדְ�בֶגֶדְ�בֶגֶדְ�בֶגֶד    אוֹ אוֹ אוֹ אוֹ     צֶמֶרצֶמֶרצֶמֶרצֶמֶר    ְ�בֶגֶדְ�בֶגֶדְ�בֶגֶדְ�בֶגֶד צָרָעַת נֶגַע בוֹ  יִהְיֶה 1ִי וְהֶַ�גֶד .4

 

I רב’s ruling: if the string broke completely off, it is פסול 

a Challenge ( נ"רבא לר ): ruling that the requirement of a full שעור is only at the beginning of the process 

i But: the remainders and shreds (שיריו וגרדומיו) are valid  שהואבכל  

ii Assumption: שיריו is if they are long enough to tie; גרדומיו is even if they are totally ripped off � כשר 

iii Rejection: read שירי גרדומיו – a single term  

1 Challenge: if so, why not just state שיריו? 

2 Answer: to teach that even גרדומי� require a minimal ורשע  – enough to tie a bow (as per above)  

II Various rulings about the ;כר (winding thread)  

a מימרות of רב ושמואל (based on יוס7' ר  corrections of attribution):  

i שמואל: winding thread counts as one of the strings (support from report from רבה בר בר חנא from יאשיה' ר  of אושא) 

ii רב: if he wound a majority of the length – still valid (support from other report in רב’s name from ירמיה' ר )  

1 Expanded version: majority is valid, as is one חוליא, but the ideal is 1/3 גדיל (braid) and 2/3 7ענ (loose strings) 

b שעור of winding: רבי – at least 3 winds 

i ברייתא: no less than 7 (corresponding to 7 heavens); no more than 13 (7 heavens plus spaces between them) 

c Sequence of winding: begin with white per  "7הכנ"  � the same color as the garment; conclude with white – מעלי= בקודש 

d Story: ח"רב ורבב  saw a man wearing an all-blue garment with ציצית that were completely braided (no 7ענ)  

i רב: nice garment, wrong ציצית 

ii ח"רבב : nice garment, nice ציצית 

1 Point of disagreement: vv. 2-3; גדילי� and  

(a) ח"רבב : choice – can make it entirely פתיל or entirely גדיל 

(b) י�/גדיל :רב  there to teach amount of strings (גדיל = גדילי� ;2=גדילx2=4 strings), make the פתיל from within it 

III Role of linen strings 

a  בש� לוי(שמואל( : wool strings exempt a linen garment 

i Question: do linen strings exempt wool?  

1 Lemma1: wool exempts linen because תכלת, which must be wool, exempts linen – but not the inverse 

2 Lemma2: juxtaposition of v. 1 to v. 2 defines either as exempting the other  

ii Answer: רב יהודה ruled that wool exempts linen, linen exempts wool and either of them exempt any garment 

1 Even: a silk garment 

2 Note: this is at odds with נ"ר  – who ruled that silk garments are exempt from ציצית 

(a) Challenge ( נ"רבא לר ): ruling that various types of silk are liable for ציצית 

(i) Answer: that is =מדרבנ 

(ii) Counter: end of that ruling (about silk garments) is that צמר ופשתי� exempt them 

1. If: we assume that the obligation is ת"מה , we understand why שעטנז (wool/linen) is permitted 

2. But if: it is only obligated =מדרבנ, why would שעטנז be permitted?  

a. Answer: ruling should be read that either צמר OR פשתי� exempt them  

(iii) Support (for שיראי� being obligated =מדרבנ only): from ruling that silk strings exempt silk garment 

1. If: they are only liable =מדרבנ, we understand how silk strings exempt them 

2. But if: they are liable ת"מה , only wool or linen could exempt them 

3. Rejection: could follow רבא’s resolution of 7מי= כנ�7כנ vs. צמר ופשתי� (v. 1) 

a. Resolution: צמר ופשתי� are universal פוטרי�; other materials only exempt their own kind 

(b) נ"ר : holds like י"תנא דבר : v. 4 sets the default of בגדי� in the תורה to be צמר ופשתי� 

(i) Note (אביי): this position is contrary to another י"תנא דבר , who extends נגעי בגדי� to garments of other 

materials, via או בגד (� presumably would extend חיוב ציצית to other garments as well)  

  


