N'D 7 N1p N33

"

Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn X 97 of Xpp X212 Ny, and on 1b’t3 R’:Dn
Amud Bais we will begin the tenth Perek, >z 5. 1Dwx R’:n R',w -ry

Some of the topics we will learn about include. Ng’

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

MWK K277 ROV TV 191 R0

RY

Ifthe 151 gave the 7513 money to the Kohanim before the

Korban was brought, he fulfilled his obligation. However,
1T K237 ROW TV MWK R 1D\’JN R’Jn

»RY
?fx thzf: Korban was brought before the 151 gave the >t 1b’t3 N’Jn wa 7)’

money to the Kohanim, he did not fulfill obligation.
The money must be paid before the Korban is brought.

The Machlokes 777 '27 and o»on regarding

YT 909 b DUR T

1PIPTINIHBYNI

If during the week of 27 the 1511 gave the Korban to

PP d h YT
® bl YT N0
DWNR HIR 403 P17
MY is t?ntitled to both, the Korban and money. :’.I”n’.f 1n1DwDJ

While the o'mon hold
903 Y3R DUR T

7v7 is entitled to both, the Korban and money.

The first Mishanah of the tenth Perek:
P32 DR 9IRM S

OR
. | P12 NXR 2IRM HTIN
e A S 0N”95 NN

o%won PMLVD

DN”10Y NN
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The Machlokes X 92 157 and X137 regarding

DmI0% MIn

R»n12°m7 holds

YR I IY0R

PO

Even if the stolen item was still intact, the pwa are not
required to return it, because he holds

T AP MWD W MY

The heir'’s jurisdiction is considered like that of a buyer, a
new jurisdiction. Therefore, as Rashi explains

mm I P

MYINPYI VIR

The heirs acquire the item through the owner’s wix’
together with the item’s transfer to a new owner.

~17 hold

YR A 0o I

727N

If the stolen item was still intact, the pw9y are required to
return it, because

T APD MW IR WY v

The inheritor’s jurisdiction is considered the original [>1's
jurisdiction, and the Mishnah is a case of

o105 mIn

neYR AYRN PRI

PO

The inheritors consumed the item after the father died, and
they are not liable to pay, because

O RS MW

They did not steal the item, because it was after vIx.

r70n 17's Halachah of

DOV VRPN R 5T

151 199R7 IR R

If one person stole an item, and a second person consumed
the item before the owner was Wx»», surrendered owner-
ship,

20 D 87 720 T/ 137

The owner can claim compensation from either one,
because

DOV WRTNIRST A0 93

WP PINT PV

Before wiN, the item remains in the owner’s jurisdiction,
and the second person is also considered a 51 from the
owner.

DafHachaim.org

NDD 72 M)
nm»p N2 19DR
PMoD

mwT T)P)b NP PP NN

N2)
nm”Mp N
1°2"N

WT DPID M IND v M)

NTDD 2)

D*9Y2N TWNRMNI XD T
1191 190X MNR RN
DA NTH NN
D212 DTN NN

D520 WwNYNIY N5T N bo
NP DT MM
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So let's review ...

The previous Mishnah taught

MWK N2 ROV TV 121 R

ey

If the 150 paid the 7513 money to the Kohanim before the
Korban was brought, his obligation was fulfilled.
However,

2T R ROV TV MWK R

RX? RD

If the Korban was brought before the 5% paid the 751
money to the Kohanim, his obligation was not fulfilled,
because the Pasuk states

179515 2w DWRA

1299 JUR D9 PR T

RW2 9057 5500

As Rashi explains that the words 12 99> JwR, written pw5a
7nY, in the future tense, imply that when 2winn bwr:, the
1213 money is paid, the Korban is yet to be brought.

Therefore, the Mishnah rules

PYTO OWRI PEPY 90371 1M

RY

If during the earlier week of 2937 wwn the 191 paid the
money, and then during the next week of 7y7 pwn» the
1>11 gave the Korban, his obligation was fulfilled, because
the money was paid first. And

HwInR M

HWI NN

Each mwn is entitled to what they have received.

However, in the reverse;

275 DR

Y75 o

If during the earlier week of 2937 wwn the 1913 gave the
Korban, and then during the next week of 7y 7 anwn the
11 paid the money, it depends;

DWR 07 DR

YT 1M

If the Korban was still alive, i7p7 brings the Korban, but
not 217, because as Rashi explains

nromp

902 HP1 DWR 525 Tap 1770 ROwT

297 is penalized, because they were not supposed to
accept the Korban before the money.

K5 DN

IR DUR R PP

And if the Korban was no longer alive, the 17t must bring
a second Korban owx with i7y7 anwin, because the Korban
must be brought after the money.

DafHachaim.org

DL

WA N 8D TP P N

NX*
If the)b1a paid the n>1a money to the Kohanim
before the Korban was brought,
his obligation was fulfilled.

Oa NV NOR Ty AN XA

RYY N5
If the Korban was brought before the 512 paid the n>1a
money to the Kohanim, his obligation was not fulfilled,

because the Pasuk states
fma' H Sipran oiRs
= m92 MR TMEEE N Sahn
£0p 519607 6\/
Ay Rashi explaing that the wordyy 1> 10> 4,
written in the future tense, i that when A plt>,

the >/ss maoney W/zaw/ the Korbaw iy yet fo be ému?/u‘.

MYTH DWR - 3D AR N
NX*
If during the week of i Mwn the 513 paid the money,
and then during the next week of mym ywn

the)b1a gave the Korban, his obligation was fulfilled,
because the money was paid first. And

1bwa nor AN - bwa NoT AT
Each pwy is entitled to what they have received.

MPTO ADIY - MO DN
If during the earlier week of 2 ywn
the)bra gave the Korban, and then
during the next week of myT wn the 12 paid the money,

Nb D) DWNnN D?p DN
NN DYRN N2 PIM DT 2] 1N

And if the Korban was no If the Korban was still alive,
longer alive, the 512 must D brings the Korban,
bring a second Korban pun but not 2 mm, because as
with mpT 3wy, because the Rashi explains: 2 m is
Korban must be brought penalized, because they were
after the money. not supposed to accept the
Korban before the money.
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The Braisa cites a Machlokes in a case of

YT 90N 7D DUR 27T

VT INIHBYNI

If during the week of 2, the 1511 gave the Korban to
27 and the money to Y7

A7 27 holds

DWR YR 90 7

Y7 must give the money to 277 who has the Korban,
because

RO PYTT MWD IRST 1D

BIroIp PYTS

v is penalized for accepting money when it was not
their week.

While the o'»on hold

902 H3R DR TP

27 must give the Korban to i»7 who has the money,
because

PP MAY NI PIO ROW

902 PPN DR DIPT

Mo oI TS 150

2 is penalized for accepting the Korban before the
money.

»17 makes three distinctions in 7777 *27's opinion

1.

DWRT NIRRT PP 3207 DR

7T 27 agrees that if 2917 had sacrificed the Korban
before the money was paid

IR DWR RN

YT M

The 151 must bring a second Korban owx with 7y who
has the money, because 277 is penalized for bringing the
Korban before the money.

2.

WIAN R PIT INMWN POIT D

DWR D7) DX

902 H3R DOUR T

1M °27 agrees that if the week of 297 concluded and
277 did not collect the money from iy7, and the Korban
was still alive, v is entitled to both, because

T PIROINRT

7y forgave the money to pyT.

DafHachaim.org

YT O 2N DWR 29T
271NT ININWN2

PN D7/’ PRI
OWR P 0D MPN?
105 YR DWR YR
2y must give the Korbanto  mpT must give the money to
M1 who has the money, 2 who has the Korban,
because because
M 132 TIAY NN PTO RO NIVWD INST =)
9D "opp DYR )b)’p‘l’ N YT
05 12D TS b 15 1D2p MY
2 is penalized for M7 is penalized for
accepting the Korban accepting money when it
before the money. was not their week.

P makey three dutinctions in >3/ 'y gpinion

@

DWRN DR 1279PN 2730? 712 TP OR

nmim 1) agrees that if mn» had sacrificed the Korban
before the money was paid

IR QWK X122 M

N7YT? 712 12PN
The)512 must bring a second Korban pwn with myT
who has the money, because iy is penalized
for bringing the Korban before the money.

@

12N R 2T ININVWN PDIAT PAD
DWR 0P OR
105 YRR DWR TN’

nmim 1) agrees that if the week of i concluded
and 2y did not collect the money from myT,
and the Korban was still alive,
M7 is entitled to both, because

1122 19X INRT

2 forgave the money to my.
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However, if @
WAN R °37T1 307 DAY 7037
DOR b7 OR 12N XD N 2ANT DNINVN 27017
DWR H3R 905 MM

If both weeks of 29 and v concluded, and 27 did
not collect the money from i»7 and iy7 did not collect
the Korban from 2177, and the Korban was still alive;
277 is entitled to both, even though 297 forgave the
money to i7Y7 because

AN RYT I

RWMA T

Since i7y7 did not collect the Korban, they revert to the
original ruling.

The Mishnah concludes

WA DR NI R JIPR DR N

20DD WA PR

And as Rashi adds

717997 DR

Mo

If the 151 paid only the principal but not the additional
fifth, the wmin does prevent atonement. The Kohanim may
sacrifice the Korban before the winn is paid and he
achieves atonement. However, he still must pay the wimin.

This is derived from a 1w3» mn from 7w

2DVD VDN PR OTPA AN

2DV WDIN PR DI VYT IR

Just as regarding n>v1 only the 137 is 2001 the m>vn DWR
but the wmn is not 29Y», so too, regarding 71 5t only 17p
is 25p» the m> 1 DWR but the W is not 20v;

And regarding 7>y the wmn is not 215v» because the
Pasuk states

15 M5ON DWRA PR

WIPNA D720V0 DWRI R

200D WNIN PRI

Only the Korban and the principal prevent 1795, but the
wmn does not prevent 71192.

R 51 219 Y 19T

We have B“h completed the ninth Perek of x»p X221 noomn,
and will now begin the tenth Perek, 5oxm1 51, B'ezras
Hashem.

DafHachaim.org

DWR 0”p OXR
DWKR YRR fOI MM
If both weeks of 27 mm and mym concluded,
and iy did not collect the money from imym
and ny7 did not collect the Korban from 2,
and the Korban was still alive;
2 is entitled to both,
even though 2 forgave the money to my™ because

RWM2 1TNY AN RYT D

Since my1 did not collect the Korban,
they revert to the original ruling.

%44

LIMM AN N N9 PR DN
20PN P8

And as Bashis addy
1Y GIP3D D950 HH

The Kohanim may W%{a/ the Korban éﬁ/&m the
Gunp {A//za/;/ and he achieves atonement.
However, he still must pay the: Gup.

M1 VTN N

229N WNIN PR
Regarding
v (2

only pp is ovn

WTPN NN
25Vn WMN PR
Regarding
n2yn

only thep is 20vp
the mbra DWN the mbvp DUR
but the wpmn is not but thewmn is not
200 200D

™ 1ol DRSNS

RO Gup 7 - E3pp prRoyp plky ez
Or/yx the Korban and the ;rmafzd prevent 1,
but the: Gup does not prevent 1.

278y St 5 117
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Zugt Di Mishnah

P13 IR ORDI 50

Ifa person stole an item, and his sons consumed it; OR
o105 mIm

He died and his sons inherited the actual item;

ooWHN PNV

They are not liable to pay.

The Gemara cites X701 27 who says

DOV IWRINI R O

1301 1991 IR R

If one person stole an item, and a second person
consumed the item before the owner was wR»n, surren-
dered ownership;

120 7D N8 720 M0 %0

The owner can claim compensation from either one,
because

DOV IWRITI RT3 D

RP TPIT POV

Before wix, the item remains in the owner’s jurisdiction,
and the second person is also considered a >t from the
owner.

Accordingly, regarding the Mishnah'’s first Halachah of
53811 510 we must say

WIN IR

PO

Only if the sons consumed the item AFTER the owner
was WR»Dp, they are 7109, because as Rashi explains
1M RS 0 opnd M1 PR M

The owner cannot claim compensation from them,
because they did not steal the item from him, since they
consumed it after he was wx»n. However,

573821 1A

VN 195

PN

If the sons consumed the item BEFORE the owner was
wrrn, they are 2°m, because they are considered a 151
from the owner.

DafHachaim.org

BmNInd MY - 1939 AN S oNSY S1an

He died and his sons
inherited the actual item

If a person stole an item
and his sons consumed it

Dowo LD

According to NTDN 22 who says
Db WwR"NI RO b1

120D 15581 INNR R
If one person stole an item,
and a second person consumed it before the owner was wnm

N212 NTHY NX N2 NTH NX)
The owner can claim compensation from either one, because

D5p2n WRNNI N5T Npd bo

INP MMDT MM
Before wmin, the item remains the owner’s, and the second
person is also considered a)>1a from the owner.

oIk MM - 13 NN SoNm SR

VIN' 295 wIN INND
= 1INRD
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The Gemara proceeds with two approaches regarding the
Mishnah'’s second Halachah of

D399 PIM SN

Rallel)

1.

RpM 92 °m7 explains

D395 I

YR AT

Rallel)

Even if the stolen item was still intact, the Pway are not
required to return it, because he holds

T AP WD WY v

The heir’s jurisdiction is considered like that of a buyer, a
new jurisdiction. Therefore, as Rashi explains

MY P

MNPV VIND

The heirs acquire the item through the owner’s wIN
together with the item’s transfer to a new owner.
However, the father, the 171, was liable to pay for the item
because

TP RYITIVIR

One does not acquire an object through wix’ alone.

And accordingly, the Mishnah'’s Xo°© is understood as
follows:

NPINRI2 VW 727 7770 DN

ob>wb Parn

If the item was recognizable to be of the original owner,
the pwa» must return it, as 17 explains

DIPAR 7123 "100

To preserve their father’s honor.

DafHachaim.org

BmInd M
NS

@

NDD 72 M) explains
nm»p N1
falle)>]

Even if the stolen item was still intact,
the pwar are not required to return it, because he holds

WT DPID MYID WIN M)
The heir’s jurisdiction is considered like that of a buyer,
a new jurisdiction.

W%om, as Rashis %/}/Zm
DIED ML £IDO3 IDY 10D P

The heirs acquire the item through the owner’s wn
together with the item’s transfer to a new owner.

However, the father, the b1,
was liable to pay for the item because

D RO HTO wIN
One does not acquire an object through wiv alone.

v
The Mishnah)'s poro it understood as /o%wys

DYAAN 12 U 92T 7Y ONY
nows parn
If the item was recognizable to be of the original owner,
the pw» must return it, as 2 explains

DMIN T)12D 9P
To preserve their father’s honor.
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2.

N17 disagrees and says that in the case of

D395 I

YR AT

Parn

If the stolen item was still intact, the w9y are required to
return it, because

T AP MWID IR WY MY

The heir’s jurisdiction is not considered like that of a
buyer, but like the original 15w's jurisdiction; and
therefore, like the father, they have to return the actual
item.

However, the Mishnah is a case of

R AR PR

PNvD

The inheritors consumed the item after the father died;
and they are not liable to pay, because it was

WIN RS

And

MO R W

They did not steal the item.

And accordingly, the Mishnah’s 9’0 is understood as
follows

D°02] MPIAR DPIR D2 P37 OR

oowb parn

If the sons inherited the 1513’s unmovable assets such as
land, they are liable to pay, because, as Rashi explains
DN PMIART DO PANWRT

The assets were mortgaged to the owner while the father
was still alive.

DafHachaim.org

PaY
£P) /Wmm/w% that o‘m‘/wcwwo%
DN oM
Is mbllel

If the stolen item was still intact, the pw» are required to

return it, because

WT DD MPID IRD I M)

The heir’s jurisdiction is not considered like that of a buyer,

but like the original b12’s jurisdiction; and therefore,
like the father, they have to return the actual item.

a3 [
Ambleh

@

N2 explains

VIR INRY

1D

And

MO R MW
They did not steal the item.

W
The Mishnah's koo it understood as /a%m/:

2YD33 NIMIAN 2IN BR5 AN o
nows parn
If the sons inherited the)>1a’s unmovable assets
such as land, they are liable to pay, because,

Ay Rashic explaing
OYNN NM3HT7 OPI) 73IVHEHT
The assety were mort; ty the owner
while the /af/w way still alive.
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