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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn p 97 of Rp X221 nooN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

DI RIPN NNV 1T ARWON

A person showed someone else’s coin to a moneychanger
who authenticated the coin and based on that he accepted
the coin for payment, but later discovered that the coin
was disqualified.

Is the 305w obligated to compensate that person for his
loss?

ankipilvilapip)
A person is obligated to go beyond the letter of the law,
even when he cannot Halachically be compelled to do so.

The source in the Braisa for 7’81 °27’s opinion of
MWIWT RYT PRT
One is liable for damages that were caused indirectly.

The Mishnah's three Halachos regarding a v, one who
dyes wool:

1.

o aIpm Y235 I3 1IN

"3BT I

If a person gave his wool to a dyer and his pot burnt the
wool, the va3 must pay for the wool.

2.

TIND I

If the yax used inferior dye to color the wool;

TR HY 9 N2wn DX

AR ORI

If the value of the improvement to the wool exceeded the
v2¥’s expenses, the owner pays him only the lesser
amount of the X%, but he does not pay him for his work.
M2Wn S 77M AIRY DR

MW DRI J3

If the vax’s expenses exceeded the value of the improve-
ments, the owner pays him only the lesser amount of the
naw, but he does not also pay him for his work.

3,

The Machlokes 7x» 27 and 177 217 regarding

NIV IWIARI DITR 12 PI2XD

DITR VAR NV

If the person told the X to dye it red, but he mistakenly
dyed it black, or vice versa;

DafHachaim.org
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Machlokes

NTIMN 12 -PNN I
regarding
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned two contradicting
Breisos regarding

DI RN INWY AT AR

A person showed someone else’s coin to a moneychanger who
authenticated the coin and based on that he accepted the coin for
payment, but later discovered that the coin was disqualified.
The first Braisa rules

NOD IR

NI

Ifhe was an experienced 105w, he is not liable to replace the
coin, but if he was an amateur, he is liable to replace the coin.
While the second Braisa rules

VYT PIPIR P2

N

Regardless of whether the ;05w was experienced or not, he is
liable.

R99 17 explains there is no contradiction:

The first Braisa that rules W9, refers to

MNORIIIIT D

559 105 % KT

An expert 05w such as 193 and 7O°R who do not need to study
the coins;

And he is not a Y19, negligent, because

RNYW R7NT RNTA KRN0 W0

RN NN P9IT

He erred in that he was not aware that the government had just
issued a new coin and disqualified this one.

Therefore, he is Moo.

While the second Braisa that rules 27n refers to an average "now
who does need to study the coins, and since he did not do so, he
was a ywio.

Therefore, he is 2.

The Gemara proceeds with an incident of X1 °17 who erred in
authenticating a coin, and even though he was an expert 3n>w
and 79, he nonetheless replaced the coin, because

TAVT R PIN DN 073197

A person is obligated to go beyond the letter of the law, even
when he cannot, Halachically, be compelled to do so.

As qov 17 cites the source in the Pasuk that in which 13 told wn
iy}

12195 737 DR 07 YT

POY’ TR WY NN

o> NYTim

on A m

As Rashi explains
aYishitapis]

To learn Torah
TIIINR

DTon MY N

To act with kindness
P>

ohnpan

To visit the sick

m

7mp

To bury the dead

VYN NN

PIm

To do as the Halachah requires

VY’ TN

I nTMOn DI9H R

And to do even more than the Halachah requires.
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Two cmfm/wfm?/ Breisoy

I RN 2ANNWY 9277 NIRINN

to a moneychanger who authenticated the coin
and based on that he accepted the coin for payment,
but later discovered that the coin was disqualified.

27N PR
2N VPTN

MNMOD IR
2N VYT

2

£OO
v
MO 1DAT 2D
995 MM 139 RHT
An expert ondw
such as13 and Wp)& who do not

need to study the coins;
And heis not a vwio, because

NNTD NN>D2 WD
NDOYR NONT
RNNOD INNY pPoOIT
He erred in that he was not
aware that the government
had just issued a new coin
and disqualified this one.

While the second Braisa
that rules 2on refers
to an average xndw

who does need to study

the coins,
and since he did not do
so, he was a vwip.
Therefore, he is 2.

N"D )
who erred in authenticating a coin
and even though he was an expert an5w and o,
he nonetheless replaced the coin, because

TADT NI DT HNWDH Do)

v
As9pp ) cites the source in the Pasuk
in which nm told1»2) nwn

o= M
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The Gemara proceeds with another incident in which wigy wn
showed a coin to 17v7x 31 and told him

X1'JV X7 1IvTin

Be careful, as I am depending on you.

The Gemara explains that w'p7 wr1 told him this

XV'1 NInvn X1

19 '"91ymxY X1rva

So that if the coin was disqualified, 17v7x *31 would be liable to
replace the coin;

And although the damaged was caused indirectly;

wigy wn rules like 1% 131 who holds

M1AT XIT 'XT

One is liable for damages that were caused indirectly.

As the Braisa states

X191V 0130 51X'Nn

T 1Y MIX

If a vineyard borders a field in which axian is growing, there
must be a wall that separates both fields. If the wall broke, the
owner of the B3 is told to repair it before the grain grows an
additional 1/200th of the existing grain which would then
prohibit the entire field.

X191

NTAIT MIX

If the wall broke a second time, the owner of the B13 is again
told to repair it.

1772 X91 1M wxnmn

INMNX2 "M WP '

If the owner of the 113 did not repair the wall and the ax1an
grew 1/200th, the ax12n in the other field becomes m13a %93
and is X112 MUK, forbidden in all benefits; and even though
this was merely m13, the damage was caused indirectly by his
grapevine, the owner of the @13 is liable to pay the owner of the
other field. Clearly, the Braisa holds

MIAT XIT 'XT

And Tosfos adds that this Braisa also concurs with another
opinion of 1x1 *271 who holds elsewhere

17V IT'XV 127 TUIX OTX

A person can cause an item to become forbidden even though it
does not belong to him.

The Gemara mentions three other rulings of 1'x1 21 in which
he seemingly holds

MIAT XIT 'XT

However, the Gemara rejects these proofs, because they each
refer to a case of

o' 7' TV XPT

He caused the pra directly, and it was not m973, indirectly.

DafHachaim.org

)b v showed a coin to 3R 27 and told him

R1DNO R PPYT TN

Be careful, as I am depending on you.

5 1915RD NIV NP2 NONWY INT
That ifthe coins wasy disgualified,
7;)/% 2 wold be lable ty rg@&w the coin;

And abthoughy the MW way caused indirectly;
éy%? ruley likee N D) who holds %M?/
ME3 L7 %7
One iy Mfa/ar /mm?w cme/m/ww‘[y/

NNIDIW NION NRNN
MNTAID IR

If avineyard borders a field in which nnian is growing,
there must be a wall that separates both fields.

If the wall broke, the owner of the DY> is told to repair it
before the grain grows an additional 1/200th of the existing
grain which would then prohibit the entire field.

MNT2IY MR - NNV

Ifthe wall broke a second time, the owner of the D12 is
again told to repair it.

N7 X9 NINN VRPM
IMPINNR2 27M OTP 17N
If the owner of the D15 did not repair the wall
and the nvian grew 1/200th, the nmian in the other field

Even though this was merely m3, as the damage was
caused indirectly by his grapevine,
the owner of the DY> is liable to pay the other owner.

Clearly, the Braisa holds
MIEF £)'7 /',L/;
AN D)
V3 ) e 993 I0/t Pt
A person can cause an item to become forbidden

even z‘/m?/u it does nat é@&n?/ ty him.
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1.

The mw» ono in P70 states

PIIIRT

121 R NIR 270 2777 R 7

Ifa judge issued an erroneous ruling,

WY VYWY D

man obon

The ruling stands, and he must reimburse the innocent
party, because

72 10 Yo

Regarding 2171 X 11 he actually took a pown from the
claimant and returned it to the defendant, and regarding
Ra171 R 2771, he took the money from the defendant and
paid the claimant.

2.

The next Mishnah states

DITR VAR NOW NOW VAR DITR i) 1’133‘7
IR MTO JMIIDIR NN 2T

Because

072 v DN

He actually dyed the wool.

3,
The m3w» DNO in O’RY NooDw states

17721 5w INRAN 21 HY 1393 J00mN

DM WTR MM

If a person spread his grapevine over someone else’s
1R1an, the nR1an becomes 0357 °R5 and is forbidden in all
benefits, and the owner of the 03> must reimburse the
owner of the nN1an, because

D727V NP

He actually spread the grapevine.

Dedicated By:
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@

PTNNR T
191 RITN DX 277 271N NR NIT
If ajudge issued an erroneous ruling,
112D DOV - NVY NVYW NN
The ruling stands,
and he must reimburse the innocent party,

v

Because
T2 )Ny bvow
Regarding Regarding
DN DN 0T INDT DN 27N
he actually took a pown he took the money
from the claimant and from the defendant

returned it to the and paid the
defendant. claimant.

@

TMNW 1Y2N DITR 1D VANY

DITR 1Y2N) NN

WE VAN D)
1R MTIY M

v
Because

DT 2 T2Dp DN
He actually dyed the wool.

&

17720 YW RN 223 HY 11D3 JPONN
27 WP AT 1IN
If a person spread his grapevine over someone nR1an,
the nNan becomes D121 1RH
and is forbidden in all benefits, and the owner of the D>
must reimburse the owner of the nN1an
N 4
because
D2 T2 Np

He actually spread the grapevine.
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Zugt Di Mishnah

o anIpm va%5 0% In

TR NTIH M

If a person gave his wool to a dyer and his pot burnt the

wool, the a3 must pay for the wool, because he was ywio.

TIND YA

If the yax used inferior dye to color the wool;

AR 5 91 N2W DX

AR DR D 1

If the value of the improvement to the wool exceeded the
»1¥’s expenses, the owner pays him only the lesser
amount of the X%, but he does not pay him for his work.
MW Sy 77 AR OR)

mawn NR 1 IO

If the yax’s expenses exceeded the value of the improve-
ments, the owner pays him only the lesser amount of the
naw, but he does not pay him for his work.

The Mishnah continues

MW WA O1TR 1D V12XD

DITR IV MW

If the person told the p2x to dye it red, but he mistakenly
dyed it black, or vice versa;

PRP 27 says

TR MTIH M

The X pays the owner only for his wool, but not for the
naw, because as the Gemara in 1”3 97 explains PR» 19
holds

anp v

A 1w changes the object’s status, and the 2% acquired
the naw through the change to the wool’s color.

a7 221 disagrees and says as before

AN 5Y I N2Wn DR

AN INIZ 1O

n2wn Y AP IR DRI

mawn NR 1 1O

The vaz receives only the lesser amount, because as
Tosfos in 71”3 q97 explains;

MRS PIoNn PRY 05

The vaz does not acquire the naw through the "rw,
because he did not intend to acquire the naw, as the 7w
was only done »w3, accidentally.

Dedicated By:
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Y% 13719

If a person gave his wool to a dyer

and his pot burnt the wool,
the vax must pay for the wool, because he was ywio.

MND Pax

Ifthe vax used inferior dye to color the wool;

SY MY N N
mawn
nawn PR S 1A

the owner pays him only

the lesser amount of the naw,

an° AR o
AN by
INYRYT N9

Ifthe value of the
improvement to the wool

exceeded the vax’s expenses,
the owner pays him only the

lesser amount of the nnw,
but he does not pay him
for his work.

NAL WL 2N 1O P1ard

QYN PR "W

Ifthe person told the o to dye it red,
but he mistakenly dyed it black, or vice versa;

D7/’ /DI

SN nawn o
AN OY
INYRYT N O
MY PN N
nawn 5y
MW NN o 1N

The vay receives only the
lesser amount, because
P1OND PRY 195
Mpb
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N 7P)
Y% 1379 §
Themn pays the owner
only for his wool,
but not for the naw

because »N» 1) holds

NP MW
An»w changes the object’s
status, and the vax acquired
the mw through the change
to the wool’s color.
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However, 7x» 11 does agree that in the second case of
TR IWIN

Even though there was a 1w, the owner pays him only the
lesser amount, because as Rashi explains

RI7 N0 0

ANNANASY 17 705

The change was done 7113, intentionally, and therefore as
the Gemara in Daf 7”3 explains 7R 27 holds

OIp T

The o»on initiated a penalty that one does not acquire
naw through a "»w that was intentional. However,

01 RY w3

The o»on did not initiate the ©1p if the "yw was not
intentional.
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However, R0 127 does agree that in the second case of

RO 1Yax

Even though there was a n»w,
the owner pays him only the lesser amount,
because as Rashi explains
ONPNHO Y 179 I9D5 — HIO M3 PN
The change was done 1m2,

Therefore as the Gemara explains
YND 1) holds
02 T°TN2
The pwon initiated a penalty that one does not
acquire nw through an»w that was intentional.

02 XY aw2
The pmon did not initiate the pp
if thenyw was not intentional.
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