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Question on Rabbi Yochanan’s understanding according to Beit Shamai :
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What is the distinction between a primary source of impurity outside and a
secondary source of impurity outside? After all, are not this and that, impure by

Torah law?

Question on Rabbi Yochanan’s understanding also according to Beit Hillel :

0°192 IRMIVT 7212 RPLIY D Y0 yna Y577 9mR 11733 MYPN NI 11727 DY PN
NIN NN T2T XY N NF 092 INMVN AN P2 NN DN NIRMVN T P2 NN

what is the distinction between consecrated flesh that became ritually impure from
a secondary source of impurity inside and consecrated flesh that became ritually
impure from a primary source of impurity inside? Are not this and that Torah law?

No answer is brought.
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Question is asked about Bar Kapara’s opinion according to Beit Shamai:
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The Sages did not discuss the mishna except in accordance with the opinion of bar
Kappara. And there is also a difficulty in accordance with the opinion of bar Kappara
with the statement of Beit Shammai. Beit Shammai say: It all should be burned
inside, except for that which became impure from a primary source of ritual impurity
outside. In accordance with the opinion of bar Kappara, what is the distinction, with
regard to flesh that became impure by a primary source of impurity, between
whether it occurred outside the Temple courtyard or inside? In accordance with the
opinion of bar Kappara, are not this and that Torah law?

The gemara answers:
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Because they accepted the reasoning of Rabbi Akiva, who said in the mishna: The
place of its impurity is where its burning should occur (although they do not hold
entirely like Rabbi Akiva).

Question is asked about Bar Kapara’s opinion according to Beit Hlllel:
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And is this not difficult even according to the opinion of Beit Hillel? As Beit Hillel said:
It all should be burned outside, except for that which became ritually impure by a
secondary source of impurity inside. According to bar Kappara what is between
secondary source of impurity whether it occurred outside the Temple courtyard or
inside? Aren’t both this and that instances where the impurity is by rabbinic
ordinance?

The gemara answers:
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Beit Hillel distinguish between impurity that occurred inside the Temple courtyard
and impurity that occurred outside due to that which Rabbi Shimon said: The food
and drink of a leper is banished from all three of the camps in which the Children of
Israel lived in the desert. Beit Hillel follow the same rationale, that an item rendered
impure outside, even if by rabbinic ordinance, may not be brought into the Temple
even for the purpose of burning it.
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If one consecrates shekels for the mitzva of the half-shekel or fruits for the mitzva of
first fruits, they are consecrated, and it is prohibited to derive benefit from them.
Rabbi Shimon says: One who declared first fruits to be consecrated, in the present
time, does not give them that status and they are not consecrated.

Question:
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What is the karkov of the altar?

Answer:

DN 93 TIOXN DIPN YIPY YIP P2 NN
It is the cubit-wide area between one horn and the other on the top surface of the
altar, and the place allocated for the priests’ passage

Question:
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When the New Moon falls on Shabbat and both the additional Shabbat offerings and
the additional New Moon offerings must be offered, which of them takes
precedence?

First answer:
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Rabbi Yirmeya thought to say that when additional Shabbat offerings and additional
New Moon offerings are both sacrificed, the additional New Moon offerings take
precedence

Support for this approach:
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Support for Rabbi Yirmeya’s opinion comes from that which was taught in a baraita:
When the New Moon falls on Shabbat, the song sung by the Levites in the Temple of
Shabbat and the song of the New Moon both need to be sung; the song of the New
Moon takes precedence, and likewise, the additional offering of the New Moon is
offered first.
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Rejection of the support:
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Rabbi Yosei said: The halakha is different there in the case of the Levites’ song, as
Rabbi Hiyya said in the name of Rabbi Yohanan: The reason that the song of the New
Moon takes precedence over the song of Shabbat is in order to publicize the
occasion and to inform everyone that it is the New Moon.

Alternative opinion of Rabbi Yosi and description of the way it was done:
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The priest would slaughter the additional Shabbat offerings and the Levites would
then sing the song for the New Moon. However here, with regard to the additional
Shabbat offerings and the additional New Moon offerings rather than the songs, the
additional Shabbat offerings take precedence, following the principle: When a
frequent practice and an infrequent practice clash, the frequent practice takes
precedence over the other, the infrequent, practice. Therefore, the Sages said to
slaughter the additional Shabbat offering before the additional New Moon offering.

Inference from Rabbi Shimon’s opinion in the mishna:
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Even according to Rabbi Shimon, this indicates that shekels would be consecrated if
one did so in the present day.

Alternative opinion:
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Rabbi Shimon ben Yehuda in the name of Rabbi Shimon says, contrary to this
implication: Both these, first fruits, and those, shekels, are not consecrated.

Another law regarding a convert once there is no longer a Temple:
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It was taught in a baraita: A convert who converts in the present day is obligated to
set aside, in lieu of his pair of doves, a quarter-dinar of silver.
Rabbi Shimon said: Rabbi Yohanan ben Zakkai voided that obligation due to the
potential for a mishap

Question regarding the meaning of the braita:
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What is meant by: Due to the potential for a mishap?

Answer:
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Like that which was taught in a baraita: One may not consecrate an item, or take a
valuation vow, or consecrate objects for use by the priests or the Temple, or
separate terumot or tithes in the present day. And if he violated this rule, and
consecrated an item, or took a valuation vow, or consecrated an object for use by

Rabbanit Michelle Cohen Farber
e hadran.org.il *



the priests or the Temple, or separated terumot or tithes, the clothing that was
consecrated is burnt, the animal is destroyed. How is it destroyed? The door of its
stall is locked in front of it and it dies by itself. And the money that was consecrated
goes to the Dead Sea.

Question:
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If the convert transgressed and ignored the instructions of Rabbi Yohanan ben Zakkai
and consecrated money for a pair of doves, is it effective?

Answer:
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From that which Rabbi Shimon said: Rabbi Yohanan ben Zakkai voided that
obligation due to the potential for a mishap. That is to say, one can infer that if one
transgressed and consecrated the money, it is nevertheless consecrated.

Contradiction between sources based on the previous line:
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Rabbi Yodeh Antodarya asked in the presence of Rabbi Yosei: Here in the baraita you
say the money has been consecrated; and here, in the baraita mentioned before,
you say that Rabbi Shimon ben Yehuda says in the name of Rabbi Shimon that if one
consecrates shekels in the present day, they are not consecrated.

Resolution:
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He said to him: There, regarding the shekels, perhaps the temple will be rebuilt as it
originally was on the first of Nisan and they will use only new money to buy the
communal offerings. But with the convert, what have you to say?

Braita - Shekels Braita - Convert
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They are not sanctified They are sanctified Contradiction
They cannot be used if the They can be used if the Temple is Resolution
Temple is rebuilt rebuilt

The bottom line halakha regarding first fruits that one sanctifies in the present day:
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Rav Hamnuna and Rav Adda bar Ahava said in the name of Rav: The halakha is in

accordance with the opinion of Rabbi Shimon that they are not consecrated.
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