BEN SORER UMOREH

is asingle mezuzah in the city, it is impossible to burn all the baoty.

This precludes us from designating the place a subverted city.
Having explained the view that there never was a subverted city,

the Gemara cites a dissenting view:

101127 MK — R'YONASANSAID:  719°R 9y "naw R g — 1

SAW A [SUBVERTED CITY], AND I SAT ON ITS RUBBLE."!

A dispute as to whether another Torah law was ever carried

out:
Whose opinion is reflected in the

XNOT RO K7L N3 -
following Baraisa: 7 %% yyumn N — THERE NEVER WAS A
7ZARAAS -alllicted HOUSE,®™  nngb 1y x5 — NORWILL THERE
EVER BE ONE IN THE FUTURE. 213} i37] — AND WHY, then, wAS
[TIIS LAW] WRITTEN? 9w 5397 G797 — God says: EXPOUND it
AND RECEIVE REWARD Tfor doing so.
1x123 — Whose opinion does this reflect? yivpw »a72 11yhx 1312
— The Baraisa's ruling is in accordance with the opinion of R’
Elazer the son of R’ Shimon, 1n7 — as we learned in a
Mishnah:™ ;1% wnw 1373 Y98 121 — R ELAZAR THE SON OF
R'SHIMON SAYS: K mai P 079wh — A HOUSE NEVER BECOMES
TAMET as a result of tzaraas Daax nw ':‘;_r 79T MWD AR Ty
— UNTIL a {zareas marking THE SIZE OF TWO GRIS'* IS SEEN ON
TWOSTONES NI 1772 2902 mwa — located ON TWO WALLS that
form A CORNER.  ©™M33 famq) pory wwa 99 — Thus, THE
LENGTH OF [THE TZARAAS MARKING] must be at least TW0 GRIS AND
118 WIDTH must be at least ONE GRIS.

The Gemara agks:

CHAPTER EIGHT

SANHEDRIN 71a"
TwRw 1203 ve 1297 Rayo o — What is the reason of R’
Elazar the son of R' Shimon? Why does he require that the
tzaraas affliction appear in a corner?

The Gemara cites a Biblical source:
"I, NN R, 203 — In the second section of the verse it is
written: wall, but in the first section it is written: walls. ™ This
suggests that the verse is discussing one continuous wall that is in
a sense like two walls.  nimys kW 9 1 — Which wall do
you find that is like two walls?  nmy 177 m ik 7 — I would
say that this is a corner, where two walls meet to become like
one, 13!

Having explained the view that a tzaraas -afflicted house never
occurred, the Gemara cites two dissenting views;
xyn — It was taught in a Baraisa:  pry 103 11y van K —
I’ ELIEZER THE SON OF R' TZADOK SAID: {11y bina my opn —
THERE WAS A PLACE WITHIN THE BOUNDARY OF GAZA 1P
XDYID BRI 1NIX — AND THEY USED TO CALL IT “THE RUINS OF
ATZARAAS-afflicted house. >

‘More testimony that a house was once afflicted with fzaraas:
12y 19D WK JWRY 37 a8 — R’ SHIMON, A RESIDENT OF KFAR
ACCO, SaID: 9935 'ma% nmi nyS — 10ONCE TRAVELED TO THE
GALILEE, 1705 MK TIYRY DpR YNIRT] — AND [ SAW A PLACE
mmm
oW 755 V3N — THEY HAVE REMOVED TZARAAS-alflicted STONES
TO THERE. ™ Hence, both R’ Eliezer the son of R’ Tzadok and R’

Shimon maintain that at least one Houseinhistory was afflicted

with fzaraas.

Mishnafi The following Mishnah teaches that if either of a bay’s parents has one of several handicaps, the boy
is not subject to the law of ben sorer umoreh:™

21 1% 273 o e i — If one of [the parents] was missing a hand or was lame,

or was mute or blind or deaf, 7921 7o 12 mizy) vk
The Mishnah derives each of these exclusions from a
Jjustice:

WA 1% K10 X O IX —
— [the son] does not become a ben sorer umoreh .
verse describing how a ben sorer umoreh is brought to

P72 K91 1) w12 WwDN), MKW — As it is stated: " And his father and mother shall seize him . This implies
that both parents must be ahle to seize him and not be missing a hand.

T RS nR Wi, — And theyshall take him out. Thisimplies that they must be able to walk and not be lame,
PR9% X9 1mx).,  — And they shall say. This implies that they must be able to talk and not be mute !

NOTES

3L R’ Yonasan disputes R’ Eliezer's position. According to him, if a city
ofidolaters has a mezuzah within it so that we cannot burn all the prop-
erty in the city, we fulfill the Torah's directive by burning everything
except for the mezuzoh. Hence, there could indeed have been a sub-
verted city (Yed Ramah).

32. In Leviticus 14:33-53, the Torah details the laws of a house that
contracts a tzaracs discoloration on its walls, The house becomes an
object of fwmah, which conveys tumah to people or objects within it.
33. Negaim 12:3.

34. A gris is a bean that iz large enough for 36 hairs to grow on it
(Negaim 6:1); this has been estimated to be a % inch square, According
to the tradition handed down from Moses, an individual tzaraes marking
on a persen or article of clothing must be at least the size of one gris to
contaminate the person or clothing (see Negaim ibid.). Based on various
derivations, however, the fzaracs marking on a house must be some-
what larger than that to render the house tamei. There is a three-way
dispute as to the exact derivation (and as to the exact size of this larger
measurement — see, however, Tiferes Yisrael there $29), and as to the
exact location on the stones where the markings can be found. Our
Gemara states the view that at least two stones must be so afflicted, each
with a tzaraas marking the size of a gris, but there is a four-way dispute
as to the precise meaning of the verse (see Negaim 12:3). Our Gemara
cites the view of R' Elazar the son of R’ Shimon, who maintains that each
wall must contain a square gris of tzaraas, and the two squares must
meet at the corner. Hence, the total size of the ¢zaraas marking must be
two gris by one gris (Rashi), The Gemara will now explain how he

derives this from the verse.

35. Concerning the original examination of the tzaraas (Leviticus 14:37),
Scripture states: Tpi-in Sow ik ... Maa Tvpa vim mm , And behold,
if the affliction be in the walls of the house . .. and their appearance is
deeper than the wall.

36. Based on this verse, R’ Elazar requires that a two gris by one gris
marking appear in the corner, with a square of 1x1 gris on each wall
(Rashi). Given this requirement of R’ Elazar, the Gemara concludes
that it is he who holds that a tzaraas-afflicted house can never exist.
[Evidently, this is because it is extremely unlikely that an affliction
meeting R’ Elazar’s exacting specifications would ever appear.]

37, Le. the remains of a house that had been afflicted with tzaraas and
demolished (see Rashi).

38. When ¢zaraas -afflicted stones were dumped in a certain place, a sign
would be posted warning peaple not to walk there. This sign was needed
because anyone who passes over fzereas-afflicted stones contracts tu-
mah (Rashi, based on Sifre to Numbers 12:12).

39, Meiri offers as a possible rationale for these exclusions, the fact that
handicapped people can be much less compassionate than others. [Thus,
the Torah does not subject their son to execution based on their judg-
ment.]

40. The Mishnah cites the relevant verses in Deuteronomy 21:19-20,
41. [Since the Torah dictates that they both make the preseribed state-
ment, their son is exempt if either of them is mute and thus unable to
do sa.]
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