Ry
RLL Crp.
- 4

=

Today’s Daf In Review is being sent I’zecher nishmas Habachur Yechezkel Shraga A”H ben R’ Avrohom

Yehuda

Rosh Hashanah Daf Vuv

e A Braisa darshens a pasuk regarding paying one’s obligations: “Motza sifasecha” — refers to a
mitzvas assei to pay one’s obligations. "Tishmor” — refers to a lo sassei if one does not. “V’asisa”
— teaches that Beis Din should force one to pay. “Kasher nadarta” — refers to a neder. “Lashem
Elokecha” refers to a chatas, asham, olah, and shelamim. “Nedavah” refers to a nedavah. “Asher
dibarta” refers to things given to hekdesh for upkeep of the Beis Hamikdash. “B’phicha” — refers
to regular tzedakah.
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Q: How can we say that the mitzvas assei is learned from “Motza sifasecha”, when a
Braisa says we learn it from “U’vasa shama, v’haveisem shama”? Q2: How can we say
that the mitzvas lo assei is learned from “Tishmor”, when a Braisa says we learn it from
“Lo si’achar I'shalmo”? Q3: How can we say that “V’asisa” teaches that Beis Din should
force one to pay, when a Braisa says we learn it from “Yakriv 0so”? A: Both sets of
pesukim are needed. One refers to where a person made the promise to bring a korbon
but had not yet designated an animal, and the other set refers to where he designated
the animal but had not yet offered it. We would think that maybe only promising
without designating is a problem, because he has not kept his word, but designating
without offering is not a problem, because the animal, wherever it is, is considered to be
in the possession of Hashem. We would also possibly say that only designating without
offering is a problem, because he is keeping the animal in his possession, but where he
never even designated it, it is not a problem because his mere words don’t have real
effect. Therefore we need both sets of pesukim.
= Q: How can we say that this Braisa refers to a promise without a designation?
One of the promises listed was a “nedavah”, which means that one designates a
particular animal as a korbon!? A: The case referred to by the Braisa as
“nedavah” is where one actually made a neder (which obligates himself to bring
a korbon) on the condition that he is not responsible if the animal is lost or
damaged.
The Braisa said, “B’ficha” — refers to regular tzedakah. Rava said, one is chayuv to give
the tzedaka immediately (without waiting for Yomim Tovim to pass), because poor
people are waiting and in need of the funds.
=  The chiddush is that we should not say, since it is written among the korbanos,
the Torah means to allow passing of the Yomim Tovim.
Rava said, as soon as one Yom Tov passes and one did not bring his obligated korbanos,
he is oiver on the assei.
= Q: A Mishna says that R’ Yehoshua and R’ Papayus said, that they once ate a
Shelamim cow on Pesach, and ate its offspring as a Shelamim (which was born
to the Shelamim, and therefore must be offered as well) on Succos. Now, we
can say that it couldn’t be brought on Pesach with the mother because maybe it
was not yet 8 days old, but according to Rava, how could they have allowed
Shavuos to pass by without bringing the korbon!? A: R’ Zevid in the name of
Rava said, the animal was sick on Shavuos, and therefore could not be brought
then. A2: R’ Ashi said, when the Mishna said that they ate the child on “chag”, it
meant the Yom Tov of Shavuos.
Rava said, once 3 Yomim Tovim have passed, a person is oiver for baal te’achar each and
every day.



= Q: A Braisa says, one can be oiver for baal te’achar when a year passes, even if 3
Yomim Tovim have not passed, and one can be oiver if 3 Yomim Tovim pass,
even if a year has not passed. Now, this Braisa is trying to show how many ways
one may be oiver. If Rava is correct, it should have said that one is oiver each
and every day!? A: The Braisa was trying to establish the starting date one
would be oiver, but not the number of times he would be oiver.

e Q: According to the shita that passing any 3 Yomim Tovim makes one
oiver, how can one pass over a year without having passed 3 Yomim
Tovim? According to Rebbi, who says that one always counts 365 days
to be oiver, it is possible that he made a promise right after the Pesach
before a leap year, so that 365 days later he has not yet passed 3 Yomim
Tovim. However, according to the Rabanan, who say that on a leap year
he would not be oiver until 13 months have passed, how is the Braisa to
be explained? A: It will follow what R’ Shmaya said, that Shavuos
sometimes falls on the 5% of Sivan (when Nissan and lyar have 30 days
each), sometimes on the 6™ (when only one has 30 days) and
sometimes on the 7" (when both only have 29 days). If one made the
promise the day after Shavuos when it fell on the 5%, and the next year
it fell on the 7', it is possible to go through an entire year without 3
Yomim Tovim.

o Q:R’ Zeira asked, would one be oiver for baal te’achar if he delayed bringing a korbon
that he must bring on behalf of his parent who had passed away? On the one hand, this
is not his promise and is therefore not included in the pasuk of “ki sidor neder”. On the
other hand, it seems to be included in the pasuk of “U’vasa shama, v’haveisem
shama”!? A: R’ Chiya taught a Braisa that says, the word “Mei’imach” teaches that an
heir is not subject to the issur of baal te’achar.

= Q: We have learned previously that “Mei’imach” is needed to teach that leket,
shikcha, and peyah are subject to the issur of baal te’achar!? A: The “mem” of
“mei’imach” allows for a second drasha.

o Q: R’ Zeira asked, is a woman subject to the issur of baal te’achar? On the one hand she
is not obligated to bring a “korbon re’iyah” on Yom Tov (and therefore need not go to
Yerushalayim on Yom Tov), but on the other hand she is chayuv in the mitzvah of Simcha
on Yom Tov (which obligates her to go to Yerushalayim). A: Abaye said, since she must
go for the mitzvah of Simcha, she is subject to baal te’achar.

= Q: We find that Abaye says that a woman is not chayuv in the mitzvah of
Simcha!? A: He was answering according to the shita of R’ Zeira, who says that
she is chayuv.

e Q: When do we begin counting the year of a bechor? A: Abaye says, from the time of birth. R’
Acha bar Yaakov says from the time it is fit to be offered on the Mizbe’ach (i.e. at 8 days old).

o They are not arguing. Abaye is discussing an animal with a mum, which is not fit to be
offered at all.

=  Q: Even with a mum, it cannot be eaten immediately, because we must
establish that the animal is viable (i.e. not a neifel) before shechting it!? A: The
case is where we know it was a full-term baby, in which case we are allowed to
assume that it is a viable animal.



