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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 1”0 97 of Xpp X221 nyon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah's Halachah of

20N AT PR

595 mbwn oown

If a person stole an object from a 233 who originally stole it
from the owner, the second 233 is exempt from paying 595,
as the Gemara in next Daf cites the source in the Pasuk
states

DIW DYW " WRA 170 20

The exclusive words w1 man teach

2D 1A R

Only if one stole an object from the original owner, does
he pay 59>, but if he stole the object from the 233 he does
not pay >o3.

The Machlokes 17 and nww 19

27 holds the second 211 is 1709 only before Wi, but he is
271 after 1N’ because

3P VIR

And the first 233 now owns the object.

nww 27 holds the second 213 is 71109 even after WIN’ because
NP IR VIR

And the first 233 does not own the object.

The three opinions regarding the m 7 2rr’

1.

17 holds the m 7 2rn’ for 77511 2w is only before wiN’
but not after vIx’

2.

nww 11 holds the m "7 2rm’ for 77on is only after vIN’ but
not before wiN’, and the m 7 27’ for 72w is both, before
and after N

3,

1327 holds the 7 29’ for both 79211 2w is before
and after vIN’.

The Braisa’s three cases regarding 231377 1R 23)77;
The Machlokes janv »27 and w5 wn as to whether a

person can make his object w7 when it is 1MwI2 PR, not
in his possession.

2107 NN 2 PN
bas b Do

DY 1)

WIR? INRY

MNOD

Because

P Y Gt

D]
WIR? INRY

2N
Because

P Gt

The three opinions regarding the

Jon)

moninnv

INRY DY
WIR? WIR?
2N

‘M7 2N

npw 1)

nn‘av

INRY "DH
WVIR? WIR?
2N

mnnn
27DY  INXRY
VIR VIR
VD 27N

n

moninnv

INRY DY
VIRY  OIN?
TVD 2N

Wachlokes Y ) and ér/')/én.-
Whether a person
can make his object wTpn
when it is1MYI2 1PN
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So let's review ...

The Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek taught;

217 IR 20 PR

593 m>wn obwn

If a person stole an object from a 213 who originally stole it
from the owner, the second 131 is exempt from paying 9>.
The Gemara in next Daf cites the source in the Pasuk

073w OO I WRA 720 A0

The exclusive words wxi nan teach

2D 7D RN

One only pays 50> if he stole the object from the original
owner, but he does not pay 9> if he stole the object from
the 21

The Mishnah continues;

27 IR IO R N0 R

AWHM AYIIR HIOVN DOVH

And if he slaughtered or sold an animal that he stole from
a1, he is exempt from paying the additional m 7. As the
Gemara later explains;

RIDMAT IR AWM AYIIR HOWN

AYIINT WSV R

He can only be liable for a ©1p that amounts to m'7, but
not for a ©1p that would amount to only 71 ') since there is
no 59 amount.

Regarding the Mishnah'’s ruling
DT INR AW PR
593 mbwn ohwn

290K

WIR 195 ROR MW RY

The second 213 does not pay 593 to the first 233 only if the
original owner was not yet WX, because it still belongs
to the original owner;

WIR RS IR

PNORI 2L IRIP

PORT 2335 593 mbwn 0Hwn W 13N

The second 233 does pay 50 to the first 233 if the original
owner was already wx»», because Rav holds

NP WIN

The first 233 acquires the object through wix’ and he is now
considered the owner.

nww 17 disagrees and holds

WIR IR

ORI N IRIP )

The second 213 does not pay 593 to the first 233 even if the
owner was WX», because he holds

IR IR VIR

The first 231 does not acquire the object through wix’, and
he is not the owner.
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The Mishnah taught..

20077 NN 2 PN
bas bn obwn

If a person stole an object from a232
who originally stole it from the owner,
the second 222 is exempt from paying 59>

iy ool i PR rram Shi

YDl

2337 N 1917 89 AN N9
AR Y298 mben o

And if he slaughtered or sold an animal
that he stole from a2,
he is exempt from paying the additional’m T

ApnI e Dbun) DY i/
DYPIE/ 00 t[
since there iy no /> amount

'\5)/@‘/
20077 N 2037 PN
bas mvdwn abwn

nww 1) 2 ION

WIRY MR bk eyl bl
WIP RS WINYINRD WINY IDH
PORI WP The second
7V 2N does not pay o>
595 nHYVN to the firstan
POXRI 2139

PWRIN 212

Because he holds
Yp Yyt Ot

Because Rav holds
P e
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. And the Gemara explains that their Machlokes also
extends to every m’72rn’ of the first 23 xpbuing
According to 117, who holds nnp wix’, only a The Gemara
177001 20
WIN 7395 Their Machlokes also extends
N to every 'm T 21N of the first 222
Because it still belongs to the owner; however,
7P NPV
WIN INRY nww ), who holds 27, who holds
nvo NI 1IN WINY NI wIR
Because
M NIV A0 RI7IZW nnaov MoNINNQL

It belongs to the 233, and he slaughtered or sold his own
animal e MRS NDY  NRY DY
WIR? WIR? WIR? WIR?

According to nww 17, who holds nnp R wiN; regarding

2y Mo 27N
X]:;JD‘? 73 ngd Y e Mo il bely
WIN IIRY VYN 7D oty the owner
7R

Because it still belongs to the owner;
However, regarding nvo» it depends; only
170D

2295  INNRO
. WIR’ MRS WIR? WIR?

ow s 7MY AN

Because the sale was effective, as Rashi explains 1 | ,&’/ V47% | 7
MwINMPWI VIR NAIN2 1'1‘71’7 P

The buyer acquires the animal, through the owner’s vix’ Because Because the sale was #ﬂ‘&w
together with the animal’s transfer to a new owner. gy 2R3 M7 as Rashi W

However
F790 7 V2 w0 ) G s il gp

WIR 2197

Nvo

Because

POYN IR RY

The sale was not effective, as the buyer does not acquire
the object through a mw1 7w alone, and

POV IIRT PV PI0T RT

Like nrrav, the sale must be effective.

However, regarding nn»av both
WIN 7395

And

WIN’ INRS

N

Because

POV IR

v is always effective.
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The Gemara later mentions a third opinion of 11127 who
holds regarding both 777°om nrav

VIR’ 195 12

WIR’ IIRY 12

n

There is am 720’ regardless of whether the 77om a0
was before or after wIN’, because he holds like nww 27in
that

P IPR VIR

Therefore, he is 271 even WIR IR,

And he holds like 17 that the m '7 2vr’ applies even if XY
PYYR IR, because

NINAT IR IO

PR

The Pasuk holds him liable for all forms of 77°on, even if
it's not effective. Therefore, he is 21 even for 195 77on
VIN?,

The Gemara proceeds to explain a Braisa which discusses
three cases of

237 IR 207

According to both nww 171 29;

However, according to 17, all cases refer to win’719%; and
according to nww 17, all cases refer to VIR’ MRS,

The Braisa states as follows:

1.

1210 90X R 2

If a 21 stole an animal from the owner, and then a second
21 stole it from the first 233

593 m>wn oHWn PURIN

7252 1P ROR DOWD PR UM

The first 233 pays 59> to the owner.

However, the second 233 pays only the principal amount,
but not 59, to the first 23

According to nww 19, because although wir’ InRS;
however,

P IR VN

And the animal did not belong to the first 2.

And according to 27, because the Braisa refers to wix’ 2305,
and therefore the animal certainly did not belong to the
first 2.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara later
mentions a third opinion..

0N 1)

mnonl NNL
1’2 1’2
WIR? INRY  WIRY 11DY
27N

libe pO0 9: lke >

VIN' i 'Tapplies even if

Nl 1I'X I'Yyn "INK X7

:)gjyl‘)P

Three cases of 2220 INR 2137...

1

12230 91N N2 - 21
559 mdwn obwn NI
7253 1P 89N 2OwM N wm

N > Y

YIN' NN WIN' 1191
However, The animal did not
NN 1R WIN belong to the first 223
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2.

The second case;

1230 AR R IP 23

The first 233 sold the animal, and the second 213 then stole
it from the buyer;

TONM VIR OWN 05D ORI

593 mbwn oHwn WM

The first 233 pays m 7’ to the owner, because it still
belonged to the owner and there is no issue of 121V X7 1HW
DM NI DL

According to nww 17, because

N IPR VIR

And according to 27, because it's

VIR’ 7105

The second 233 pays Y93 to the buyer:
According to nww 17, because

R MW PV VIR

And the animal did belong to the buyer.

And according to 17, the Gemara explains that we must
say that the Braisa is a case of

Y2 oYt WRY MW

2D TWRPNIRD)

The owner was WK only after the 213 sold the animal, but
not while the 2133 had it in his possession.

Therefore, the first 233 pays 7’7 to the owner, because he
sold it wir’ 1195 and it still belonged to the owner.

And the second 233 pays 593 to the buyer, because he stole
it wir INRY, and Mnp WINY, it belonged to the buyer when he
stole it.

3,

The third case;

122 7R R2) 1201 1)

The first 23 slaughtered the animal, and the second 213
stole the meat from the first 213

M7 ombwn 0Hwn PORIY

7252 13 ROR 592 15wn DS 1R WM

The first 233 pays im 7’ to the owner, because it still
belonged to the owner, as explained in the previous case.

The second 2131 pays only 7 to the first 2.

The Gemara explains according to both nww am 2
Although, its slaughter, is a 7wY» 7w in the animal;

The Braisa concurs with the ‘®»w n°a who say
PORIPRMW

The first 233 does not acquire the meat through nwyn "rw.

DafHachaim.org

2

1232) AR N2Y - 20 - 212

1 mown abwn Nan
559 ymiSwn abwn wm

The first 222 pays 'm T
because it still belonged to the owner
and there is no issue of
20 NN 1B N2 NN b

Y VAFY) 5y
Because Becauseit’s
NN 1R VIN WIN? 1195

The second 222 pays 593 to the buyer:

N >) 5y
Because Ist’ a case of
NI PR WY Db DDYIN IWNRINIY
o 2332 WNRNI R

3

12331 N MDY - [am - 28
' mown ahwn N
bao bR oD 1
7a%2 1P NON

The first 222 pays ’m "T to the owner,
because it still belonged to the owner

The second 222 pays only p to the first 22:

/fccor/m?/ ty bothy N 537 9:

Although, its slaughter, is anwVY NW;
the Braisa concurs with)Npw m2 who say
NP 1PN NP
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The Gemara cites 1307 227 and wp5 w1 who also disagree
in the previous Machlokes:

131y °27 holds like yom1 27 that both

7791 Iav

WIRY INRD P2 WIR 7195 P2

7N

Because

NP IR VN

While w5 w1 holds like 27 that both
YO a0

1 WIR 119

However

0O WIR? IR

Because nnp win’ and

7910 RI7HW A0 RI71HW

)anP 123 and wpb wn also disagree
in the previous Machlokes:

vittwun

(»2)

moniNnN"v

thlop)
WIN?
2N

INNRY
WIN?
TM"VD
Because Because

w02 10 it stillbels

vl 1o the ouner
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|ani* N

Wy )

moni nN"v

INNRY 1DY
WIN? WIN?

WPyt Gt
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The Gemara proceeds to explain a later Mishnah according to
both pmy 17 and wpb v

1120 32 IR VTP 2

If someone stole an animal, made it w7, and then slaughtered
it;

593 mbwn oSwn

AP AY2IR MWISWN DOV IR

He pays only Y95, but not m '7, because

120 RP WIPNT NIV RP D7

At the time of 72w the animal already belonged to w7, and as
Rashi explains one does not pay m ' to w7pr, because the Pasuk
of 595 states

Y5 0w oY

WVIPMO R

And therefore he does not pay m 7' either, because

RIDMT IR TWHM AYIIR DOV

MY IWHW R

He is liable only for a ©3p that amounts to m 7, while here the
o3p would amount to only 71'¥ since there is no 95 amount.

According to 30y 29, the Mishnah refers to

WIN? MRS

And

2ANVITIPRY

The 213 made the animal w7pn, and even though nnp R wiv’ and
he does not own the animal, his w7pn does take effect, because as
Rashi later explains

MWWV VIR VTP IR

wpn acquires the animal through win’ together with the transfer
ofthe animal to the new owner, w7pn; and therefore

AWM AYIIR HIOWN DOV PR

Because

N30 RP WIPAT 120 R 727

While according to wp5 w, the Mishnah cannot refer to Inx>
WIN’ because then even if W PR RS

TOPM AYIIR OV DOV IR

Because nap win’ and

21 R 1HWI R0 RI71HOW

Therefore we must say that the Mishnah refers to

VIR 7197

And

2 TADHYIMYITPIV A

The owner made the animal wpn while it was in the 233's
possession. Although the animal was 1mw92 1R, not in the
owner’s possession, the w7pn does take effect, because he holds
like the py1x that a person can be wTpn an object that is 1w,
even ifit is \IMwI2 IR,

While j3n» °27 holds if the animal was ymw110R the wpn does
not take effect, as he says

D5V WRPTI RS DM

VIR PO PR 0

If a1 stole an object and the owner was not yet wX»», neither of
them can make the object wpn,

PVIPRY 05 M

The 213 cannot make w7pn for the object that he does not own,
MWL IPRY 95 711

And the owner cannot make w7pn for the object that is not in his
possession.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara proceeds to explain
a later Mishnah according to both:

2
3B T2 NN - P - 20
589 bR pbwn
1 v n o9 19

Because
PRl £p Cp3 Pl £p 07

Because the Fusuk a%é) states
=D ol o
Z?/)D/,e[
/fno/ée/bwmz‘/mgy Y 3 - becawse
A1 W Dby DY 7«//@)
DYPIL/ 200 t[

/fccor/m?/ o yor 23:
The Mishnah refers to:
WIR? INRY

/?ccom/m?/ fo g,/»)/gq,
The Mishnah refers to
WIN?Y 719H

and and

NI TPNY IMYITRPNW A
212 212 7°2 0YHYa

MO 1l Gfn Gpd
Gp> ey the ani
f/wu?/v o ?LOWW with the
?‘mm%er o% the animal ty the
new owner, lp3;
therefore
s Dy yillp ply ¥ia
Because
w0 4P Gp>3 1l £p 07

However Rebbis Yschanan holdy % 1P 1t
the: b5p3 doey nat take ef%@a‘ ay /wwyy

UrTIN'T [131DF R [ - DYIVN IWR'N X192
INIYI2 1'RY '9'1 0T - I 1KY 191 NT

Because he holdy wpersonw
can be éf?/o/«/ an oé/‘ea‘,
even % it lp
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