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EXPLANATION SHEET 22b

BM 22b.1 (JnI' '22 |2'X...): no word-sheet dictation found in the transcribed classes



EXPLANATION SHEET Page not stated

(-] --2°n37 00780 Ancwer > Westwood - May 2, 2012 - 42:33

Gemara, daf chof beie: IV, line number 3

@ The Gemara answers:

Rava could cay that the reason why the Braisa holde in the end of the Braisa, that when the
owner diccovers the dew on hic fruit after it was alveady dry, that it does not become vulnerable

to accept Tumah, ic not because the mindset of the owner at the end cannot count for before.

@ But rather the reason is because the Torah writes that the ligvid must be actively placed on
the produce by the owner.

Even thovgh the word written in the Torah for placing is pronsvnced in the pacsive form:
"when it will be put”

@ however, the word ic written as:

‘when he wifl put.”

® therefore, we go after the way it is written and we say that the Torah holds that liquid does
not make the produce vulnerable to accept Tomah unlecs the owner actively places the liquid on the
Fruit.

no circled number stated for the 'Even though..." line (presumably ®)

BM 22b.2 (DIWN IXY 'Nn XnyL...): no word-sheet dictation found in the transcribed classes

E] . RWMOITR Quection » Westwood - May 7, 2012 - 19:44

D The Braisa regarding the fall and dew on fruits. And theyre becoming prepared to accept
Tumah ... The Braica cays:

| The beginning of the Braica:

The swner diccovers the dew on the fruite while they are ctill wet ... and he ic pleased ... The fruits

are made into a ready state to accept Tomah.

| The end of the Braisca:

IF the owner discovers the fruits after the dew already dried ... even if he is pleased ... The fruits

do not become prepared to accept Tomah.

@ In order that the end of the Braica should not be a challenge to Rava, who holds, regarding
giving up hope, that a later mindcet can count for before ... The Gemara had said that the reason
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For the end of the Braica, ac to why the fruits do not become ready for Tumah, ic not because a
later mindcet cannot help for before.

@ But rather, becavse the word written in the Torah that governs this halacha ic written:
0 — he will pot”

@ SGince dew falce pascively, the fruits do not qualify to become prepared to accept Tumah.
® On thic the Gemara now aske:

IF thic reason is correct, dew chovld never prepare fruits for accepting Tumah, cince it is afways
placed on the fruits pacsively.

® Yet, in the first part of the Braisa, where the owner diccovered the dew while it was etill on
the fruit, the fruite do become prepared to accept Tumah.

@ Therefore, the reacon for the end of the Braica can only be becavee we need a prior mindset of
the owner being pleased with the dew being on the fruit.

And, a later mindcet does not help for before.

© Therefore, the quection on Rava comes back.
'the fall and dew on fruits' — 'fall' unclear as transcribed

step @ 'do, false, passively' — 'do' = dew (he spells D-E-W in 2012-05-16); ‘false’ is probably ‘falls' but this is
not confirmed

transcript has 'help four before'; written as ‘for before' (same phrase as in @)

Step None: explanation not found in the transcribed classes

(-] a2 193 Ancwer > Westwood - May 16, 2012 - 38:15

@ The pasvk which talks about liquid preparing produce to be in a ready state to accept Tumah,

(‘Ag;‘:
"When it will be put.”

@ The language of the pacvk seems to indicate that even if the liguid ic placed on the produce
passively, it prepares the produce to accept Tumah.

® However, even though the word in the pasuk for placing ic read in a way that indicates pacsive

ic enough, however, the word is written:
"When he will put.”
Indicating that active placing of liquid ic required.

@ The Gemara now concludes with the explanation of Rav Papa, who recolves thic issue.
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® Pacsive placing of liquid ic enough.

® However, the pacsive placing of liguid must be similar fo where the owner actively put the liguid
on the produce.

@ B Just as when liguid ic placed actively, the owner ic aware and pleaged.

So, too, even if the liguid ic placed pascively, the owner muct be aware and pleaced.
Therefore:

® Dew qualifies as a fiquid, even though it ic placed pascively.

But only on the condition that the owner ic aware and pleased.

@ Therefore, if the produce is still wet with dew, it is as if the dew ic being placed with the
knowledge of the owner.

D $o, if the owner ic pleaced, it qualifies the fruit.
® But ifitic alveady dry, it ic not as if he is placing the liguid with knowledge.
(F) Therefore, even if he ic pleased, it does not qualify the fruit.

@ This entire procese applies to preparing fruit to be able to accept Tumah, as is governed by the
special wording of the pasuk, which indicates that come kind of placing of liguid ic required, and

not just mindset.

However, in general, cuch a¢ by lost objects, we can ctill say that even a clear potential
mindset can be considered ac if it ic alveady there.

@ Therefore, the cace of the dew ic no longer a proof against Rava.

(-] .-nam®>27 KT Y00 XD Quection > Westwood - May 30, 2012 - 16:12

@ The Gemara now bringe another Braica to recolve the dicpute between:
@ Abaye
And Rava

Regarding the issve of whether prior or actval giving up hope is required for the finder to be
permitted to keep the lost object, or potential giving up hope is enough.
@ In the Braica, Rabbi Yochanan cays, in the name of Rabbi Yichmael, con of Yehotzadak:

From where do we learn ouvt that an object that became lost to it owner by having been flsoded
away by a river, that the finder of cuch an object may keep it?
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® He explains that the pasuk that obligates the finder to retorn the lost object of hic friend

says:

"And so you shall do to his donkey, and <o you shall do to his garment, and so you shall do to every
lost object of your brother, that it chall be lost from him, and you will find it.”

@ In the pasvk, when it mentions the loct object, it saye:
"It shall be lost from him.”
® The words "From him” are extra.

® From this, we learn out: A finder must return a lost object that ic loct only from its owner, but

the object is accescible to any percon.

@ This exclvdes an object lost to itc owner through having been Flooded away from its owner,

cince, while it was being lost, it was equally inaccessible o the owner and everyone elce.

Since the Torah excludes it from the obligation to return lost objects, the finder may keep it.
() - RPDONT ROMT RNONY wnelear b Westwood - Jun 6, 2012 - 2:07
@ Regarding an sbject lost to ite owner. There are two caces referved to in the Torah.

@ One case which is ctated openly.

And the other case which is implied.

| And the openly stated cace:
The object i< lost to its owner, but accessible fo everyone.

Il ¢he implied cace:

The object wac lost to itc owner. In a way that it was lost to him and everyone else.

@ The din, _by where it ic lost,_only to itc owner:

The finder must try to return it to itc owner.

It was not accessible fo its owner ac well ag everyone elce:

The finder may keep it.

® And the Torah mentions two lawg in the same pasuk that have different laws from each other.
Becavse of the changing of a certain variable. This implies that all other variables are cimilar and

comparable.

@ In case of the lost object, the law is determined by how the object was loct.
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@ only to its owner.

or to everyone.

® thic impliec that all the sther variables must compare and be constant.
® therefore we cay:

® Just like in the cace of being inaccessible to everyone. The finder may keep it. Whether or not

it ha¢ a sign.

¢o too. By the case where it ic lost only to itc owner, where the finder may not keep it, it must

also be speaking about, whether or not it has a cign

@ where it has a cign, we can readily vnderstand why the finder cannot keep it. Since, its owner

does not give up hope and therefore it is still his.

but, in a case where the object has no cign, Why is it that the finder cannot keep it, cince the

owner will surely give up hope?

© Tt must be because, cince he did not actually give up hope. Since he was unaware of its locs, we

do not concider it as if he already gave up hope. And, therefore, the object ctifl belongs to him.

So we scee that the fact That he surely will give vp hope is not concidered to be like he already
gave up hope.

D therefore the finder may not keep it.
[:] ...RN3APN K277 RNPN SLatement » Westwood - Jun 6, 2012 - 52:58

Baced on the conclucion of the Gemara, that potential giving up hope ic not cufficient, This Braica
i¢ a refutation of the opinion of Rava.

E] .. PART NN RNOPM CEatement > Westwood - Jun 25, 2012 - 34:25

@ The Gemara conclvdes that the law follows Abaye. That unless the owner hac already given up
hope prior to the finding of the object the finder may not keep it.

@ The Gemara cays that in six ceparate disputes between:
® Abaye.

and Rava.

The law follows Abaye.

@ The Gemara abbreviates the six cases by identifying them with the first letter of each case.
And putting together a group of three lefters at a time to form two ceparate words of three


https://morgan-shiurim.sites.tab.bot/class.html?id=westwood-beginner-class-2012-06-06&t=3178
https://morgan-shiurim.sites.tab.bot/class.html?id=westwood-beginner-class-2012-06-25&t=2065

letters each. The six letfers are: yud, ayin, lamed, kuf, gimmel, mem.
| UK — giving op hope (Vud circled: the Yud of D4R 241°)
XDW — that not

NUTN — From knowledge

| 78U — & witnees (Ayin circled: the Ayin of D 4P 54p)

Ol — a plotter

U1DNY — retroactively

X — it is

2001 — he is invalid

Il 115 — A cide poct (Lamed circled: the (amed of D3P 54p)
TNIUTT — the one that ctands

VOXRN — from itself

IV PUNT°P — marriage (Kuf circled: the Kuf of D AP)

XDW — that not

10N] — they are given over

X272 — for relations

V 11223 — a revealing of (Gimel circled, for D'AP)

XNUT — the mind

X111 — by a divorce docoment

VI 011 — an open trancgrecsor (Mem civeled, from DAP)
DIIX — one who eats

M923 — meat from an animal that was wot properly slaughtered
D’UDNTY — to cavce anger

210D — he is invalid

PIUD — to the matter of

MY — testimony



(-] ..RAX 270X Quection > Westwood - Jul 2, 2012 - 30:46

@ The Gemara conclvded that the Halocha follswe Abaye. That in order for the finder to be
permitted to keep the found object, the owner muct have already realized his locs and he muct have
already given up hope on finding hic lost object prior to ite being found by the finder.

@ The common practice at that time, which went vndisputed, was that if a person finds datec
that were detached and blown away from the tree of their owner by the wind, the finder may keep
them.

B This ic, in spite of the fact that normally The owner does not give up hope on the fallen dates
of his tree becavse they normally fall vnder the tree. And the owner is confident that he will get
his fallen dates.

@ In a case where the dates are distanced from their tree by the wind, the owner will surely give
up hope on those dates.

® But when the finder finds the dates, the owner is not yet aware that the dates did not fall in
their usval way. But rather, they were dictanced from the tree by the blowing wind.

® But if the owner would know, he would surely give up hope.
@ And still the dates are permitted to the finder.

So, the Gemara now acks, IF it is trve, that the Halacha followe Abaye and not Rava, and that
actual giving up hope ic required, what ic the reason why these windblown datec are permitted to
the finder?

E] ...71%0 7% IR ﬁpmwer » Westwood - Jul 4, 2012 - 37:23

@ Rav Ashi caid to Rav Acha: The swner even gives up hope on the dates that fall ctraight down

under the free.
@ It ic usval for the tree to drop come datec.
® When the datec fall they are eaten by insects and creepy crawfers.

@ Therefore, in anticipation of their locs, their owner has already abandoned those dates that
will fall even prior to their falling.

® Therefore, even the datec that were distanced from the tree by the wind were included in the
prior giving up hope by the owner on his fallen dates.

® therefore, even according to Abaye, there ic no problem for the finder to eat them.

Step None: explanation not found in the transcribed classes
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E] Question » Westwood - Jul 9, 2012 - 40:36

@ The giving up hope of orphans which are minors ic not considered to be giving up hope and

cannot make the object ownerless.
@ Pav Acha now asks Rav Achi:

cince it is possible that thece dates come from orphans that are minors, how are we able to eat
them?

E] . .RIR2 2R Answer » Westwood - Jul 11, 2012 - 37:24
@ Pav Achi answered to Pav Acha:

We do not need to be concerned that every stretch of land compriced of fields i the property of
orphans. Therefore, even according to Abaye, cince there ic prior abandonment of the dates by
their owner due fo the presence of incects and creepers, who eat them, the finder may therefore

keep them.

(-] -.oXn T P Quection b Westwood - Jul 16, 2012 - 5:52
Rav Acha now asked to Rav Ashi:

What about finding dates on land that ic known to belong to orphane?

(-] --"XnRN2D Quection > Westwood - Jul 16, 2012 - 7:38
Rav Acha also asked:

@ What about finding windblown dates? That fell from a date palm tree that ic surrounded by a

ctone fence. This cerves to effectively keep out insects and creepers.
(] c1roR 70 MR Answer > Westwood - Jul 16, 2012 - 10:19
Rav Achi answered:

@ In both thece cases, there i¢ no prior willful abandonment. Even thovgh later on, there will

surely be abandonment:

B When the minor orphans reach the age of maturity, entitling their act of abandonment to be
halachically effective.

And by the case of the date palm, currovnded by the stone fence. When the owner would
discover his dates had fallen outcide, the fenced-in area.

@ However, cince at the time the datec are found, there was not yet an abandonment by their

owner.
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® And the halacha follows. That actval prior abandonment by the owner is required.

@ Therefore, in thece two citvations, the finder may not keep the datec.

E] ...7711 0%297 N2 N1D"MD Statement » Westwood - Jul 16, 2012 - 58:18
@ The Gemara now bringe one of the caces of our Mishnah.:

@ IF comeone finds small bundles of wheat in a public place, the finder may keep them.

E] LADRY 121 MR SEatement » Westwood - Jul 23, 2012 - 52:37

@ Rava now explains the case of the Michnah, of finding small bundles of wheat, in a public place,
which the finder may keep.

@ He cays that the finder may keep the small bundles of wheat, even if they have a <ign.

® The Gemara now says that we cee that Rava holds that a cign that ic likely to be trampled is

not a good cign.

@ This means that since the cign was in a place that it was likely to be trampled, the owner
thinke that it was surely trampled and therefore he givec up hope. Therefore, even if the cign wag
otill intact, the finder may keep it.

E] ... InR R0 Statemeht » Westwood - Jul 25, 2012 - 48:00

@ The Gemara now brings the opinion of Rava, R-A-V-A, who argues on Rabba, R-A-B-A.

@ Rava saye that the Michnah is talking about a case of finding small bundles of wheat in a
public place without a cign and therefore the finder may keep it.

® I, however, the finder found small bundles of wheat with a cign, he must announce them.

@ The Gemara cays, we see from Rava that he holds: an object found with a sign in a public place
i¢ a good sign in spite of the fact that it can be eacily trampled.

® This is because the swner is hopeful that the cign will still be atftached to the object when it ic
Found. And therefore, the finder will annovnce it. And he can get back his object.

E] ...R712 22007 XK (Fatement > Westwood - Jul 30, 2012 - 40:47

@ The Gemara now bringe a second version regarding the dicpute between Rabba and Rova,
whether or not the owner of an object with a sign that he (sct in a public place is or ic not a good
gign.

@ According to thic vercion, Rabba and Rava had thic dispute on their own. OF our Michnah.

unclear 40:47 | line ® wording seems garbled in the transcript (‘whether or not the owner of an object with a sign that he lost in
a public place is or is not a good sign')
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end of line @ (‘'on their own. Of our Mishnah') — a word seems missing (possibly ‘independent)

E] .02 MW MM NN SFatement » Westwood - Aug 8, 2012 -

The Gemara now brings from our Michnah that cays:
@ IF comeone finde small bundlee of wheat in a public place he may keep them.

@ In a private place he must denounce them
'denounce’ in line @ as transcribed; probably ‘announce’, but no read-back confirms it

(-] ..om1/on=1"0 Quection » Westwood - Aug 8, 2012 -

The Gemara now asks:

What are the specifice of these two casec?

E] LA NDTOR Anewer » Westwood - Sep 5, 2012 -

Maybe we chould say:

The small bundles of wheat have wno sign.

(] --10m R0 om0 M2 Quection b Westwood - Sep 5, 2012 -

@ This cannot be so. Becavse.

31:16

40:53

36:10

38:22

@ IF the emall bundles of wheat have no cign. Although, we would understand why the Mishnah
cays that he may keep them, if found in a public place, but why would he have to annouvnce them if

Found in a private place?

® IF they have no sign, what can the finder call out? So, ac to enable the owner to give a sign.

@ JF he calls out the name of the object, nothing would remain for the owner to give ac a sign.

E] ...J1PRT XD XOX ﬁnrwek » Westwood - Sep 10, 2012 -

@ The Gemara concludes that we must say that the Mishnah ic talking abovt finding emall
bundles of wheat with a sign.

55:04

@ Therefore, as stated in the end of the Mishnah, if someone found small bundles of wheat in a

private place, he must announce them. Becavse of the sign.

® Ac mentioned above, cince the Michnah differentiates between finding small bundles of wheat.

@ In a public place:

You may keep them.
And in a Pr/‘valfe p/ace:

you must annovnce them.
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@ And we have juct establiched that the Mishnah must be talking about with a sign.

® It now comes out that the Michnah is holding that if someone finds small bundles of wheat, in
a public place, even with a cign, he may keep them.

©® So we cee our Michnah clearly holds o sign that is usual to be trampled ic not a good sign.
(-] ..o YR XX Quection b Westwood - Sep 10, 2012 - 60:47

The Gemara now says our Michnah is a proof against Rava. Whose opinion is a cign that ic likely
to be trampled is a qood sign.

Step None: explanation not found in the transcribed classes

E] ﬁnrwer » Westwood - Oct 22, 2012 - 44:40

The Gemara answers:

@ Rava can cay to you:

@ Really, the Mishnah ic talking abovt finding a lost object without a sign.

® And the firct part of the Mishnah which cays: if you find small bundles of wheat in a public

place, you may keep them. The Michnah is talking abovt a case where the bundle of wheat had no
cign. So, the finder may keep it.

@ And if it would have a cign, the finder could not keep it. Since the owner is an optimict and
does not give up hope.

® Which ic finding small bundles of wheat in a private place. It is alco talking about a casce where
the bundles of wheat had no cign. And it cays in the Michunah that the finder must announce
them.

® But if they have no cign, we asked above, what ic there to announce?
©® $o that the owner can prove his ownerchip by giving a. cign.
@ 7o that Rava ancwers, the ploce where the object was found should be announced.

In other words, the finder chould cay, whoever lost an object in such and cuch a place chould
come and name the object and that will be it cign.

@ $o, cince the Mishnah can be explained to be speaking about finding emall bundles of wheat
without a sign, it is no longer a proof againct Rava.

Line ® appears to begin mid-sentence ("Which is finding..."). The opening words, presumably naming the
second part of the Mishnah, are not in the extraction.
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E] .0 MR 13N SEatement » Westwood - Oct 24, 2012 - 30:51

@ The Gemara above said that Rabbah would explain our Michunah to be cpeaking about finding
omall bundles of wheat withovt a sign.

@ And when the Mishnah states that when these emall bondles of wheat are found in a private
place, the finder muct annovnce them. The Michnah is caying that the finder anncunces the place
in which they were found. And the claimer would name the object as the sign.

® The Gemara now says that Rava would cay (Rava with a B), that he dicagrees with Rabbah
with a l. And he holde that announcing the place does not help.

@ Therefore, the Mishnah must be speaking about small bundles of wheat with an actval sig.
® therefore:

| Zn a private place:

The finder must announce it.
I Zn & public place:

A The finder may keep it-
Even though it has a cign.

© And that a sign that ic likely to be trampled ic not a good cign.

® The Gemara conclvdes that we find that regarding the iccue as to whether announcing the
place is a qood sign or not was actually, explicitly, disputed over by Rabba and Rava.

| Rabba (with a B):

it is not a good ¢ign.
Il Rava:

itica 300d cign.

unclear 34:55 | In line ® the spelling remarks ("Rava with a B" / "Rabbah with a V") are as transcribed. Which name the
students actually write is unclear.

(] ...momyu2 yInn 127 Quection > Westwood - Nov 5, 2012 - 13:54
@ The Gemara now bringe a Braisa, which seeme to be difficult, according to both:

® Rabbah

and Rova.

@ The Braica talke about the din of finding bundles of wheat.
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| emadl bundles of wheat:
@ In a public place:

the finder may keep them.
In a private place:

The finder must annouvnce that.

I large bondles of wheat:

whether in:

B a public place

or a private place

the finder muet announce them.

@ The Gemara cays that the ruling of large bundles of wheat is difficult
@ on Rabbah

and Rava.

@ according to Rabbah:

B He learne that the Braisa muct be talking abouvt finding bundles of wheat with a cign.
By small bundles of wheat in a public place it cays:

the owner may keep it.

© Thic ic even if it has a cign.

@ The reason is because the owner is a pecsimict and he thinke that his bundle of wheat wac
trampled.

@ So, why does the Braica cay that you must announce the large bundles of wheat in a public
place.

® According_ to Rava:
@ He learne that the Braisa muct be talking about finding bundlec of wheat withovt a cign.
By small bundfes of wheat in a public place, it saye the owner may keep them.

© This ic only without a sign. Becavse with a sign the owner is an optimict, co the finder must

announce it.



D IF o, why i¢ it that the finder must announce large bundles of wheat found in a public place,

cince the Braica is talking about where the large bundles of wheat have no cign.

Step None: explanation not found in the transcribed classes

D Anrwer » Westwood - Nov 26, 2012 - 11:17

The Gemara answers that in the cace of the large bundles of wheat that are found in a public
place, where the ruling ic that the finder must announce them. And that'c according to the
Braisa... This cace can be explained according to both Rabbah and Rava. And each one according

to his way of learning.
| Rabbak:
@ He ectabliched the cases of the emall bondles of wheat to be cpeaking about with a sign.

@ The Gemara now says that... Rabbah can explain the cace of large bundles. Also, to be
gpeaking about with a cign.

() Small bundles of wheat with a cign:
B In a public place:
@

) Becavse they are likely to be trampled.

© So the owner ic a pescimist. And thinke that they were trampled. So he givee up hope.
Ln a private place:
(@) They are not likely to be trampled.

Y Y P

©® So the owner doec not give up hope. And the finder must announce them.

Q) Large bundlec of wheat:
B In a public place:
@ They are tall. And thus, not flikely to be trampled.

© Therefore, the owner doec not give vp hope. And the finder must announce them.
In a private place:

Since they have a sign. The finder must annovnce them.
I Rava:

@ He ectabliched the cases of the emall bondles of wheat to be cpeaking about without a sign.
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@ The Gemara now says that Rava can explain the cace of large bundles of wheat alco to be
talking abovt without a sign.

(inserted under Rava @ ) becavse the place is. The place can be the cign. Place can be a sign.
(R ) Small bundles of wheat withovt a gign:

B In a public place:
@) The finder can keep Them.

© Since they get kicked around. The place is not concidered to be o reliable sign.
@) They do not get kicked around,

(D) Therefore, the place itcelf will be the cign.

@ Therefore, the finder muct announce it.

Q) Large bundlec of wheat:

B In a public place:
@ They are heavy. So, they do not get kicked around.

© Therefore, the place itcelf ic a good cign.
(©) Therefore, the finder muet anmounce it.
Ln a private place:

@ They are not kicked around.

© Therefore, the place itcelf ic a good cign.

©) Therefore, the finder moct annouvnce it.

he began 'The Gemara now answers that the case of the large bundles of wheat ..." and restarted; restarted
wording kept

name in Rabbah @ transcribed 'Rav’; written Rabbah because it is under the Rabbah heading

name in Rava @ transcribed 'Rav [?]'; written Rava because it is under the Rava heading

text for little @ under Rabbah / small bundles / public place not captured; only ® and © dictated

wording of the insert under Rava @ unclear ('because the place is. The place can be the sign. Place can be a
sign.")

E] Am‘wek » Adas Torah - Feb 23, 2015 - 2:19
@ The Gemara had wanted to remove the question againet Rava from the end of the Braisa vp by
caying that the reason why fruite do not become prepared to accept tumah when the owner

discoverse them becauce dew cannot prep fruits. Becavse in order to qualify as a liguid that can
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prep a fruit it must be actively placed on the Fruit... Not pascively... Due to the wriften form of the
word in the pacuk: 11" which denotes active placing of figuid.

@ This wovld seem to dicqualify dew. Which falle pascively upon the fruit.

@ The Gemara then acked: IF the reason why the fruits do not become prepared is becavse of the
Fact that it was dew, which ic called passive, and not the required active, then why, in the
beginning of the Braisa, ic the dew able to prepare the fruits?

@ On thic the Gemara now answers. In truth, dew is qualified to prep fruits.

® However, there ic a condition that must be met with the dew, in order for it to be able to
cuccecstully prep the froits.

® The condition ic born out of the seeming conflict between the directive word uced in the pasuk
of placing liquid on the fruit

@ it ic weitten: 11 [/ he will pot” implying active placing is required

however it ic read ... it will be put” implying that even pacsive placing is acceptable

© Rav Papa. said: the way we are to understand the pasok is,

® passive is acceptable.

provided that the pascive placing of the liquid is similar to active. dﬂ’ )

just like actively placing liguid ic with B) the person’e prior knowledge, and B) consent. (happy)
D co too. Pacsive ic acceptable, provided that it ic with: A the ownere prior knowledge, and
consent. (happy)

D therefore. If the person discovers the dew, B while it is still wet. And B) he is happy. It is
cimilar to actively placing liguid on the fruit. In that: B) he ic bnowledgeable. And B) happy.

@ But if the dew already dried up, when he discovered it, then, even if he is happy, this citvation
ic not cimilar To actively placing liquid on fruit which ic specifically @ with prior knowing and
happy.

@ Therefore, ac was caid above, Rava can cay that the reason why fruits do not become prepped,

when the dew is diccovered, after it hac alveady dried up, ic due to the language and directive of
this particular pasuk,

@ which requires @ passive, cimilar to active,

and it has nothing to do with weather, where prior mindset is required, even a clear mindset of

later on can help for before.



@D But in a cace such as giving up hope by loct objecte where the icsue is, whether a clear
revelation of mindset helps for before.

@ Rava says, we can cay that it does help.

A9 And therefore there is no longer a question and Rava from this Braica.

®: the start of the quoted read form (presumably the Hebrew word and its spelling) is missing; transcript has
only 'so it will be put end of quote marks'

unclear 24:52 | ®: ‘weather' as transcribed; the intended word is unclear
unclear 27:44 | @: 'question and Rava' as transcribed; probably 'on Rava', but not confirmed

Step numbers match the word sheet. He has them write the label next to the number and underline it, then dictates
line by line. ¥ = a summary he dictates. p opens the class at that moment.


https://morgan-shiurim.sites.tab.bot/class.html?id=adastorah-2015-02-23&t=836
https://morgan-shiurim.sites.tab.bot/class.html?id=adastorah-2015-02-23&t=1492
https://morgan-shiurim.sites.tab.bot/class.html?id=adastorah-2015-02-23&t=1664

