AT 8PP N2

® -

Intro

Today we will 7"va learn 1197’ of N3p X232 71200 n},:.l N3 n”‘u’»
Some of the topics we will learn about include.
PPt MR

The Braisa of X117 10 that lists

PRI MANR AYIINI DWY

There are twenty four pj°13 max in the Torah.

And

The reason why the Braisa of X'vwixr 310 listed only

thirteen max. The WM&é% r@gw/mg,
The Machlokes regarding ﬂ:’: 1]’&\’) Pt’n
IIIPRY PN

PN NNY

U TIRY

If a person causes damage that is not discernible, the item
did not undergo a physical change, only its status
changed; is he liable for the pvi or not?

The Mishnah’s continuation of
AV 7370 TR IR

o APSIM D M 9 NG
As the Gemara explains, the Mishnah meant to ask ﬁ'lw,'[ ~1n: np:nn ’ﬁn a51

RTM RIOAT N7
YR ITRITM
. Why did the Torah mention all four 13 max? The Torah

should have mentioned only ONE 2ax, and the others can

each be derived through a ax 13, a logical comparison. The Mishnah meant to ask
NTN XINNN 2N

?n']'n TR 'N'nl
And

D7R M 12 W IR

D71 M7 PRY WRA 1D

As the Gemara explains, the Mishnah now means to ask
Ranishibialanliigih)

PR TR

BYA M9 A2 W N m \p
Why did the Torah not mention only TWO may, that don’t n“n n‘ﬂ 1: Iﬁxw wan Hﬂn:

possess the same X1, and the other two mar can each
be derived through a mwn 73?

The Gemara’s conclusion The m hnady now meands o ash

RINMT AN RNO57 RN

Jrma5ab , NN XN NI
The Torah only needed to mention all the P11 mar MYaIR ’)
(NN TR 'N'NI

to teach their unique Halachos.

. NINNN 1NN XN 'NnY
[N

)
Yecheskel
Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org BavaKama 5-1




57 NPp N3D

Dedicated By:

So let'sreview ...

The Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek mentioned
four P>t man;

WRM AY2ANT N27 W

And the Gemara in the previous Daf cited the Braisa of"in
N'VWIR 7 that there actually are thirteen P13 max in the
Torah;

1-4

The four P13 mar of the Mishnah;

5-8

The pamw nyaIx, four groups of people who accepted a
17po for safekeeping;

[mhinRate)its}

ORIV

DV RV

PV

9-13

The five claims for 17an2 5211, a person who injures
another person.

NWI2 NAW 19 WX P

The Gemara proceeds with a Braisa of X1 ’3°1n that lists
PRI MAR AY2INI OIVY

There are twenty four P13 max in the Torah.

1-13

The 13 P37 MaR of RYWIR T

14-15

593 50N

AWM YR OV

If someone steals something, he must pay an amount
twice the value of the animal; and if he stole a 7w R Mw
and subsequently slaughtered or sold it, he must pay an
amount 4 or 5 times the value of the animal.

16-17

o am

When one steals an item and admits to the 72°33, or ifhe
openly robs someone, he pays only j7p, the principal value
of the item, but he is exempt from 59> which is a ©3p.

18

PR DT

When one falsely testifies against someone, he must
compensate him for the loss he attempted to cause to him.

DafHachaim.org

A4
YN - AY2Rn - M2 - "Wn

2YOE P2 y»
1’2771 M2R VY DYV

4 - PRI MR
WNN) - NV2PN - NN - NN

4 - PINY AYAIR
I - IOV RW1 - DRI - DIN MW

5 -179"2N2 52N
nwia - NIY - 11O - H)DN - pT.)

P27/ &4
1712711 M2aR NY2IRI DMWY
1-13
NDWIN T P12 M2AN

14 - 15
595 mbwn
NWHN NLIIN MbwM

16 - 17
J5T2) - 2001

18

PPOIT DTD)
He must compensate him
%or the l@w/wa#m:ﬁfe/fo cause tv him.

BavaKama 5-2



Dedicated By:

57 NPp N3D

19-20

aNonM OIRM

One who either coerced or seduced a 1»na 3, a
twelve-year-old virgin, must compensate her with

03, a penalty of fifty silver coins;

nw13, compensation for her shame;

D301, compensation for degrading her status from 753 to
3

21

VI DY RBIND)

A man who falsely accused his wife, a 773, of iy, is
punished with Malkos, and he must compensate her with
100,50 nRp silver coins.

22

RDODM

If a person 7171 made another person’s Terumah x»v;
23.

LInm

If he mixed Terumah into a person’s P> and it thus
became forbidden to a 587w, who must now sell it to a
Kohen for a cheaper price;

24,

JoImm

He made another person’s wine 701 17, and it's now
forbidden to benefit from it;

These are the 24 P13 max.

The Braisa of X’ywiR 27 however did not mention these
additional 11 P13 maR,

because regarding

595 5wn

AWM AY2INI

DR RIND

)R RY ROIP

He mentions only pp’13 max which pay the principal, but
not these who also pay ©ip.

DafHachaim.org

19- 20
NNOPM DIINM
WMust compensate her with pedr 1o o

21
DI DY NNID)

Punished with Walbos
and must compensate her with )/é N

22

NDODLDLM
L awperson 35> made

andther perion’y Terumak 6

px
DOTHN
%MWT@VW into @ person’y sn
and it thus émm@/wéw//m tyw [P0,
who must now selb it ty a//(o/wu/&r w cheaper price

24

DIV

He made andther person’y wine poy s,
and ity now %aréi//en/ ty ém%;f /rmu i

NDYIN 1) however did not mention
these additional eleven pp1a MIR
because....

Regarding
NwHM NYIIN) 5oo mbwn

MNP RNINN2
MNP R RDIP2
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. Regarding

Pnan Regarding
P2Inp K ]5T 202

ORIV DI MW
They are included in the four pmw who are liable if they

steal the 117po. n’b ’an NN
SYNI1WMN DIN DY

While X117 did mention them separately, because they
are different in that the pamw "7 are . n . .

o b RN N While £rp 159 did mention them Waz‘dy
The p7po was initially acquired legally, while the 15t 233 éeca,uM/ //7/\//5 > are

are

LD 37/ Ents I

RINORI 7T RORT RIOD
The item was acquired illegally.

Regarding
Regarding PPOIT DTD
PPN DT
He holds like X2°pY *17 that P 07D are considered a ©3p, )
and | l He ﬁ(/&/ﬁ/ lite AAPY )
. 1P R ROIPA that IS Y ahe considered w 9P, and

MMPP XY RDIP2

Regarding

V7 0W NI INONT OING .

All these claims were already mentioned: Regardmg

nwia1 w3 P are included in yvana Sam; DY DY NN NNHOHDN DIINND

D)o is considered 13 and
OJp is not mentioned, because

"Yp Ko RO These claims were a/r%/?/ mentioned:
P 973 pg) - included in 1305 o,
op - because rrpp ,e/gfg/')p

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org BavaKama 5-4
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Regarding

oMM VT RO

It's not mentioned Jwo1 dY;

According to the opinion

IRV PPN

PYNNY

One is liable xn»mx 71 even for damages that are not
discernible.

It's not mentioned, because

P35 RIN RN

711 was already included in 7vana 5.

And according to the opinion

IIIPRY PPN

PYRTNY RS

One is NOT liable xn»7x7» for damages that are not
discernible - as in these cases, because the food did not
undergo a physical change, only its status changed.
However, he IS 13127971» 27n, because the Chachamim
initiated a ©ip for a 7. If so,

RO 5 N

)R RD ROIP

However, X127 did mention them, even though he may
still hold

21PNV PR

PraanY

Because they are different;
purefers to

RIDIPODT RPN

A damage that IS discernable, and
oI 1T RHVP refer to

R0 RYT NpPi

A damage that is NOT discernable.

The Gemara concludes

K71 7277 R

53011 701 WK

N1 217 stated that there are only twenty four pp33 max, to
exclude

oM

An informer who caused someone’s property to be
confiscated by the authorities;

And X1 17 did not mention it, because

DR RY RNDTL

He only included pi'n caused by action, but not 7o
where the P11 is caused by speech.

And

53010

A Kohen who performed the Avodah with the intention of
eating the Korban after its designated time, disqualifies
the Korban and he must reimburse the owner.

And xn 17 did not mention it, because,

MR RY WP

He did not include Korbanos,

DafHachaim.org

Regarding
DN LHRTNN NHLON

Ity not mentioned R

W)yt ps>
P25 IM P25 M 7
MY RaN RN RDIP N2 MD
pr NDIPI
MNP RY

¥y y#tps>

While gp 9 did mention them
even z‘/wa?ﬁ/ he mayy still hold
P57 I 13y )l p5i>
P - refersts LAypz £p5

PO W APl - refler
LYW &P £P5

The Gemara concludes
N7 9297 X170
01N
92911 901N

Because

R72>72
MNP XY

Because
DOWTP2
MNP RY
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The Gemara concludes that all the twenty four P13 do not
possess specific M7, and they are considered max only
regarding the Halachah of

RloilataYaplidl

The 1 must reimburse the P31 with his most superior
fields, because there is a Torah source for all these max.
The previous Mishnah mentioned the four pp13 mar

WRT AYANA N7 NN

The Mishnah continues
1YIANN N0 NWA N RO
WA N AVANT N R

As the Gemara explains, the Mishnah meant to ask

RTM RIVAT 2N

I ITRDM

Why did the Torah mention all four pp°13 max? The Torah
could have mentioned only ONE, and the others would
each be derived through a ar 113, a logical comparison, as
Rashi explains

27 P RIW NW AN

AN R PN RIW AYIA0 IR

Just as one is liable for a 17w that was 1, so too, he is
liable for nyan that was p11?

Therefore, the Mishnah explains

ROTIR RY RTAD RTN

T, cannot be derived through a ar 12 from nyan, or vice
versa, as well as 112 and WK, because they each possess a
unique X as the Gemara explained in the previous
Daf.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara concludes
all the z‘wem‘gx /mr /7’5

do not MM&A/A;MG«%&& 1D

They are considered niax

only regarding the Halachah of

20MN 0
Because there iy a Torak source

/af bl these, prpt

.:,yg/\/
1Y N
YN - Aapanm - MNan - "N

YT Y72 T T Ny,
NDA A2 AY2R 7 )

The Mishnah meant ts ask

NTN XN N4
nnam TR NI

Wou?ﬁ/wp)é 1P
S P PIDE NE OP
390 HOY DY PIDE DY3IN GH

N'NX X7 NTNN XTN
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The Mishnah continues

DI MmN Y A m RO

0”1 MY PRY WRA 0D

The Mishnah now means to ask

N RIDAY 005

IR TR

Why did the Torah not mention only TWO max which do
not possess the same X1, and the other two max would
each be derived through a 7377 715?

Therefore, the Mishnah explains

IR RD NI RN

W cannot be derived through a mwn 73 of MW and nyan,
two maR, because both 1w and nyan possess the same
RImn of 0»n M, they are mortals, while WX isnota
mortal.

291 125 19770 7 R

2121 7921997 PRW 127 1370

And M1 cannot be derived from the three others, because
they all possess the same X211 that they move around and
are more likely to cause pvi, while a 111 is stationary and
is less likely to cause pin.

N1 says

TR P2 I RONR TP NPTV 21700

IRZeR=Y

Had the Torah mentioned only 712 and any one of the
other My, the other two max CAN be derived through a
2R 112 from the other two max.

With the exception of 17p;

Had the Torah not mentioned 17p, it could not have been
derived from the other max, because

DTN PIYM PV N5

The other three max all possess a unique X1 in that the
owner must pay 0>w 1), the entire damage, even for the
first occurrence, while regarding j7p, if the 17 is a bn, the
owner pays only 11°3n, for half the damage, and only if
the mw became a 7v, it occurred three times, does he pay
oow pil.

DafHachaim.org

:3’)/&/
QYA M9 A2 2 N M \ya
Y M9 12 PN WNRA ¥R

The Mishnah now means ty ask
MNN XN 2NDY
?ln"J'n B S AL

NN X7 'NNN XTN
Because both 30 and >y
possess the same 0 of pon 112

:3’)/&/
S 190 199 NS
P9 799 1997 PR A YN

tmwyy
1127222 M2 N*TY D 1NN

TR N2 INDID RN
17P» 125

Because

1M10% N
1NMNN PTVIN PY
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However

P12 NIV ROMTY I FATTR TORT IR

R'TIR 03 [P 120K

According to the opinion that 3> is considered most 1
because the W intended to cause the damage, 177 CAN be
derived from the other max, and therefore

RIDMT NN KNS RDS

The Torah only needed to mention all P13 mar 7YaIR
mobs

To teach their unique Halachos, as follows:

Regarding 177,

N7V Apn paphnd

To teach the difference between a on 97w for which one
pays only pt1°3m, and a 7w for which he pays o> pi.

Regarding 57 jw
D297 MWwAa 0S
One is exempt for %37 1w that occurred in a public area;

Regarding 713,

o5 NR 12 Mo

DR NN 12 NS

One is exempt if a utensil was damaged in the 713, orif a
person died or was injured in the 13;

Regarding 07K,

D27 7Y2IR12MD

If he was 17ama bain, in addition to 13, he must also
reimburse the four other claims of nw12) AW 197 YY;

Regarding wx,

PPOR PR 12 VoY

One is exempt for an item burned by his fire, if it was
concealed within another item, and

MNNRS

VIR 150301173 719D

One IS liable if his wx blackened another’s stones or
plowed field, even though it did not get burned up.

DGy ppl 101 132

DafHachaim.org

However

N2TTR IMRT JRNN
P7TNY INMOW RDMTY 17
RNIX 01 17 197DR

,éj,«//n /2)RNI ,éyu5 ',e/«//
I,

prallD NI

ponY
nPN P2
NTYINS

170105
mMwI2
029N

0N 1A

12 NLVLDHY
0°'9oN NX
12 NVDH
OTRN DX

12'NY
NY2IN2
0’27

WK

NYVN NX 12 MVDH

MNRY
1971 NON
122X NODOD)
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