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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 7”0 97 of R X121 NOON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

121

1P

993

If a person stole an object and it was still py3, intact, he is
obligated to return the actual object; and he also pays 595,
an additional amount of the object’s value. If the object
was not pv1 anymore, he pays the owner 13p, the principal
amount of the object’s value, and 59>.

177001 10

TP TYIIR HIVN

Ifhe stole an animal and then slaughtered or sold the
animal, he pays a total of four or five times the animal’s
value.

Whether these payments are paid

21w Y3, according to the object’s original value, or
172770V NYW), according to its present value;

Might depend on whether its fluctuation in value was due
to

nrpwm wind, the thief's fattening the animal;

7w nom nrnw, the thief's weakening the animal; OR

RO RIPY, a change in market value.

27's distinction of

[Nz

AW PYI

The principal amount is paid according to the animal’s
value at the time of the theft. However

WM AYIR WM 503 mSwn

P72 THYR NYWD

The additional amounts are paid according to the animal’s
value at the time Bais Din issued their verdict.

And the Gemara explains when this distinction applies;

mp Y
A thief acquires the stolen item if it undergoes a signifi-
cant, physical change. The Gemara brings a np15nn
whether

DR 0PN 170

An animal maturing is also considered such a change.
Similarly,

DwAaNIrw

A change that designates a new name for the object is also
effective.

The Gemara’s conclusion is that the concept of 1p "W is
actually a Machlokes "Rpw 2 and S50 o3
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Whether these payments are paid..

nyw> PV
1’72 NTPYN 212V

According to its According to its
present value original value

27’s distinction:

"M T 9D 1P
NnYWO 1°V>
172 NTHRYN 2100

NP NOW
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An animal used as payment for mit, becomes disqualified
from being a Korban.

DURY WM P ]J n N
If a guardian swears falsely that an item was stolen, and

then admits to taking it himself, he pays 125% of the item’s
value and brings an m> 1 DWR.

QWX WOIM 179
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So let's review ...

The Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek mentioned
three possible payments for theft:

17, reimbursement of the principal;

503 'mbwn, the twofold payment of a covert thief; and

M7 m>wry, the fourfold and fivefold payment of one who
after the stealing an ox or sheep, then slaughtered or sold
1t

The Gemara now discusses how to calculate these
payments if it changed in value:

290N

Iz

AW PV

The principal is paid according to the object’s value at the
time of the theft. However,

AWM AYIR MW 593 mbwn

P72 ATV NYWD

The additional amounts are paid according to the object’s
value at the time Bais Din issued their verdict.

And the Gemara explains:

AMRPT RITROM RIPY2 27 WRP D

17's Halachah applies only in a case in which the market
value decreased; for example;

TRV RIPYDT

R RO ’]1’03’71

At the time of the 1723 the animal was worth four 11, and
by the time of 172 7711 the value decreased to one 1.
The 17p is paid according to the former price of four 1 and
the 501 and m 7 are paid according to the current price of
one 11, because the Pasuk of 1213 states

1727237 7772 RPN KRR ON'

oow D 07N

The words 12’33 and o7n teach

AW PYI RS MR

The 233 must restore the object to its worth at the time it
was stolen - which refers to the j7p; but the Pasuk does not
include 59> and m 7.

The Gemara explains however that 27's Halachah does not
apply in the reverse case, where the value increased;

R RIW RIPYDT

TR ‘]103‘71

At the time of the 721 the animal was worth one 1, and
later the value increased to four .

The Mishnah mentioned
three possible payments for theft:

MOWN  MHWN 1%
N7 595 Reimbursement
Of onewho Twofold payment of the principal
slaughtered of a covert thief
orsold it

How to calculate these payments
if it changed in value:

711X

MOUM  MMHVN 1P
M7 99>

1’V
hpRt)
According to the
object’s value
at the time
of the theft

nywo
172 NTRYN
According to the object’s value

at the time Bais Din issued
their verdict

37's Halachah

JT1TIIXP I
does not apply

where the value
INCREASED:

X717 X'W X'V
([ U\ 'llUJ&l
Way worthy ONE 515
and increased ts FOUR 575
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RO RIP12
IIXPT Xii
T NIV X1g'WnT
NXTIT X'\ "|IUJfII
Was worthy FOUR 575
and decreased ts ONE 515
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Rather it would depend on the factors established by 727 in a just
such a case:

7DV IR 772N

Tobwn’

If the 21 intentionally broke the object, or drank the wine, even
the 17p is paid according to the current price of four 17, because
as Rashi cites the Gemara in Masechta Ry’3m» 813;

RID’D RWDT RMWIL RPYIRRT 03537

7PN RIDT RMWID

When the 21 initially stole the object and it was intact, since the
21 must return the actual object, it is considered in the owner’s
jurisdiction, and the owner acquired the gain of its increased
value; and therefore

15 D0 RI20T ROV RN

When the 21 later broke the object, only then was the object
removed from its owner. Therefore, the 77 is paid according to
the current price, because the 121 nwy» occurred now when he
broke the object, but not before when he initially took the object.
However

RPDP AR

i aplile

Ifthe object broke on its own, the 17 is paid according to the
former price of one 111, because the 7121 WY occurred at the
time he stole the object and it was then only worth one 1.

Accordingly, in 27's case, if the animal was lost on its own, the
177 is paid according to the former price of one 111, because the
121 nwwn was earlier when he stole the animal.

However, if the 211 also slaughtered or sold the animal, the 17p is
paid according to the current price of four 171, because the nwyn
1213 was now through the 7y v,

The Gemara explains that 17's Halachah also does not apply in
the Braisa’s cases of

AYPYI TWIND

When the 21 initially stole the animal it was lean, but then the 21
fed the animal and it became fat, and its value increased;

O YR WM Y03 mbwn 0Ywn

DV PYD

There, even Y97 and m "7, and certainly 1p, is paid according to
the former low value but not the current high value;

RIYVO RIR Y"RT OWH

OPW NN

The 233 can claim that his efforts caused the increase; and
therefore, this gain belongs to him and not to the owner.

And if it was in the reverse

WO APHY

When the 21 initially stole the animal it was fat, but then the 213
abused the animal and it became lean and its value decreased;
TR AY2IR MWW Y03 M5wn DHwn

AW Y1

There even the Y93 and m "7, and certainly the 13p, are paid
according to the former high value, but not the current low value,
because

519 750 o Y IPRT

R0 17H0R Y

The n2°1 nwyn was before, and his causing the decrease in value
is equivalent to killing the animal.
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Rather it would depend on the factors
established by N2 in such a case:

X991 12NR NMNW IR NN

RTIT DOWN 7 DYON
Ifthe object broke Ifthe 221 intentionally
onits own, broke or drank it,
paid according to paid according to
the former price the current price

Accordingly, in27’s case:

If lost on its own,
paid according to the
former price

If slaughtered or sold ,
paid according to
the current price

Because
the PRy DUy was now
through the 20 2wl

Because
the dpyc PN way
carlier when he stole

2Y’s Halachah also does not apply
in the Braisa’s cases of

NNWNM AWIND

When the222 stole the animal it was lean,
but then he fed the animal and it became fat,
and its value increased

M T MYYM YD !MHWN DHVN
20w YD
Lid e 145 P
Y5y

And if it was in the reverse

AWNOM NINY

When the 222 stole the animal it was fat,
but then he abused the animal and it became lean
and its value decreased;

"M T MHVYM YD !MHWN DHVN
2120 YD
2> 2/p /W 2/ s
&&lo /p ’/gj\/
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The Gemara continues

RYPR 137 MR

PR WY 70 )

NV VYN Y

IRIPNITANPW NI

If a person stole a young lamb or calf, and while in his
possession it matured into a ram or ox, the 211 acquires the
animal through this "rw, regarding

90 120

I91 RI7 1DV N0 R 12w

If he then slaughtered or sold the animal, he is NOT liable
to pay m "7, because it was HIS animal.

However, as Rashi explains;

ROWA 2 1P DOUD

The 1p is paid according to the current high price.
Although he did own the animal from when the 1w
occurred? However, as the ywin 15 explains;

RIT PRI R IPOT D

TN AW R PUm

IDWI RVIARTW 72N0H KD

Since the 231 did not actually cause this ", but rather it
came about on its own, we do not consider the "»w for his
benefit in reducing the 17 amount.

And regarding 59> the Gemara later explains, either 217
RY?R holds

593

AW PV

He pays the 593 as per the former low value of 750, and he
disagrees with 29 who holds

593

17277V NYWI

OR RY'5R 737 does agree with 17 and

ROV

RIPYPTI

If he pays the 595 with an actual 750, he does not need to
also pay the current high value of >R, because, as Rashi
explains

oown 150 A1 NHOT

He returned the same object that was stolen.

However,

o7

PWIY YW

If he pays the 503 with money, he does pay the current
value of Y, because

595

P72 RTHYR YWD
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2R NWYN 1YV 212
N DWYN 7Y
I 1772 NV NOY)
If while in his possession it matured into a ram or ox,
the 222 acquires the animal through this ny>w

9911 N2V
1011 RN 1HW N2V RINHW
NOT liable to pay ’m "T, because it was HIS animal
Ay Rashic explaing;
HHED 92 19P OOEN
The P W /w,w/ accor/é%/ ty the curvent /w?ﬁ/ price.

Regarding p)>%)
either gy I ) holdy:

He agreey withy 27
:DINDV
RIPYNTO OR

If he pays with an actual nbp,
he does not need to also pay
the current high value of R

P&/D//yc"?/@

piok)
212V J?VO
The former
low value of nbp

He disagrees
with D?%ﬁo%

/oo

0T Vs VYYD

PWIY HWd

If he pays with money,
he does pay the

current value of N

/7P DINYD .y yir
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The Gemara mentions a Braisa that apparently contra-
dicts RYR 9

R WYN 170 AN

T wYN LI

TR YIRS 593 YW 0hwnd

1DV YO

He IS liable to pay m 7’ even though there was a "yw and
we don’t say

The Gemara explains that Xy*>R "9's concept of NP W is
actually a Machlokes *knw ma and 550 2 regarding the
case of

7NN 15 103

90 ROV PO

PV IRV D

P INOYI 723D

If a person paid a nit with wheat, olives or grapes, which
she then made into flour, oil or wine;

PIOINRDY N2

Pron S

The ®»w m2 hold the product it still prohibited for the use
of Korbanos, even though there was a nyw, while the ma
551 hold the product becomes permitted for Korbanos
through the nrw.

Apparently, the *Xipw a1 hold

AP IPR PV

A 1w does not change the object’s status, and the Issur
1R still applies, and therefore, regarding

DR WY 170 2

AR AYIIR MHIVN DOV

While the 551 2 hold

P Y

A"y does change the object’s status, and the Issur iR
no longer applies, and therefore regarding

DR WY 7170 233

M NI IHW N0 R HY

The Gemara explains that the Machlokes is based on the
Pasuk of 30X which states

DIPIW 03 M 7 NN D

The 'xnw nahold

[mp]

oY M17>

The inclusive word i teaches that even if the 110X object
was changed, it is still forbidden. And

[mip]

orPmMTI R

The exclusive word oi teaches that if the ;30X animal gave
birth, the offspring is permitted.

While the 5571 1 hold

DAY R 01

DM R 0N

The exclusive word o7 teaches that both, a 7w and M7
are permitted.

And the word 0x does not include anything.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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AN"7IP
N PN O 9N ARy mhn a1
T o S5 aown abea
20 1Yo

HeIS liable to pay 'm T
even though there was an»w

We don't say
VYN £1P 18 10 #17 V3

NDVSR ’s concept of mip nw
is a Machlokes'Npw m2a and bb5n ma:

NN 19 I
1 INRN D NDID NN P
1IN DYaSY

If a person paid a nor with wheat, olives or grapes,
which she then made into flour, oil or wine

bom Avay
AmNals

Wi '3
PO

N Aparently, ny
ang they hold... | a1 1mX
W@’W&, Wef%&,
X vy 79 21 X vV 179 213
nav xXiniyv miyvn gyvn
M X 1Iv n17)s 1\ g b

X
The Gemaras W{/w
the Wachlokey iy based

on the Pasuk Al

:6 NP

o5 mapIm D o

oY X971 iy = nmay
=) o ity i o'y
a7 XY =by)
gy XY
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