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— 2R3 DRIAWS TaYIMb WERT 1190
Since it is possible to do like Shmu’ail, they are believed

Overview

One of the 727 1™ is 7m1n *»173." They were 2 that 7290 *217° is 7170 because
of X" 72 77w 7N The X3 asked if they are suspect of not giving the 170
to the 1712, they will not separate in the first place. We must therefore assume that
since one can give even a NIX 7, we do not suspect them that they will not give
the 72170 to the 773. The XM then gives a different reason for this 777,

nooIN asks:
- 5991099 “oxImWa Tay91Y 119 TWAN N7 2wen NNYIN TUN 12 PNYY 13%29 NUPh

The R''291 asked; let us be 913 by "wy» n»y9n, where it is impossible to do like
BRIV states —

N1B0IN answers:
- 1Y) NNYIN S91TA HY AR 1ITIY XIN INNR “DIPN YT PN 13539 XM

And the *''7 answered; that nonetheless the truth is that they were 9113 even on

917 5790 991793 that it is 72170 (not only on Wy NMAN)
119992 YL YI9Y NN

So the X3 wanted to give a reason for all the m~13 (even 70 79173 72170 N7)).

1w MdoIN offer another approach to AWwy» nMIAN:
= ©93NY IR WY 123193 PPNT DN 23109010 TY¥N HINT Sa3x "07979)

And the 2''1; answered that regarding 7wy» n»1an the 295 are believed’ that they

! ;mn 917 refers to N which (instead of giving it to the j72) the 711N was planted and it grew into new crops,
which are called 72170 >2172)

? The o"on were concerned that if 75190 9173 will be 7911 (as they are n"), the 912> may be stingy and refuse to
give the 7170 to the 1713, and instead he will plant it and eat the crops. Therefore they made this injunction that even
the 0¥717°3 are 72170 so the 287w will not gain by planting the 7m17n..

? Once one is Wwyn WO (which needs to be given to the ), the 17 must give a tenth of his wy» to the 173. This is
called "wyn 71N (which is Wynn 11 WIn).

* The "> must give a tenth of his "wyn and cannot be X¥v with a nix v, Therefore let us be 713 that 7m0 173
qwyn remains 7170, for otherwise the 12 may not give it to the 779, but rather plant it for his own benefit.

> The question seems to be, why does the xn3 look for another reason why 170 0 173, let us say that 17
710 AN is referring to WYn NN,

® It may be true that 790 Iwyn NN *173 for this reason that he may not give it to the 772, Nonetheless since in
fact the 77°13 was (also) on 72173 1N, therefore it requires a new explanation.

7" This may be referring to 2X1w 12 "R " (the son-in-law of *"wA), 2rpn Twn . OANAR 12 7w ', N3 2 2w D, M
XIPR AWH, MKMW 2 7wn ", or others.

¥ The following is from 21> NDoMN.
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give it to the 772, since we do not give "wy» only to gvan. '’

Another answer:
- Pn010a 1991879 17595 Y991 11 RY DITIYN PAY IMRT Y9N TIUN 13 PRYS 13539

And the X''2°1 answered that those 0> that were suspect, would not separate nm»1 n
awyn at all, as the X n) states in w10 NOON -

(0299 70IN] 23129101 ©XYWI991) 1PNV DY9aN)
And the 29921 who do separate; they are trustworthy that they gave the 2wy»n nm1n to the
.

Summary
The (theoretical) 77°13 of DX 7°2 7177V 71N may apply to Wwyn NN (according

to the °"7) or it may not since the 2°72n (who receive the “wyn) are honest (the
0""7n and X"2°7).

Thinking it over
1. Does the rule of 72170 7170 °717°3 apply to Wwy» am7n as well, or not?

2. The 0"7nn answered that there is no concern since W¥» NN is only given to
o3, However the rule is' that the Y812 can separate Twyn NN from his MWwyn
(bypassing the %), so in that case the concern remains!'®

® The o"mn disagrees with the *"1 (who maintains that 770 qwyn NN 21773 because of M2 7°2 711V WYn NMN)
and maintains that we would not be 113 on account of ™% 72 wy» NN that he will not give it to the 373, because
the "2 who receives TWw¥n is a 121 and is not suspect. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.

19 321 were those Jews who took it upon themselves to be very meticulous in N 7N especially in the laws of
77701 ARMIY and MY DN,

" The x"27 seems to answer that it may be that not all the "wvn was given to 0*72n, but nevertheless there is no
concern since the 0721 give to the 172 and the others do not separate it al all.

"2 There is no point in making an injunction that a0 TWwyn NN "7 because the suspected people did not
separate Wwyn NN, so it did not exist.

B x,mn.

' See footnote # 9.

"% See 2" 2" MmN Y o"am.

16 See X now and RIRw AT M WITN.
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