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Intro
Today we will n”palearn v 97 of Rp X212 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.
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The Mishnah’s Halachah of
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If two witnesses testified that a person stole an animal, and the nwnrn nv:.\N ’n’swn nswn

same two D7y, or even, two other 07V, testified that he also
slaughtered or sold the animal;
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The 213 is liable to pay four or five times the animal’s value,
because the two testimonies are combined to form one complete
testimony of a 72'1 with a 7vom1 2o,
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When one steals an animal, he is Y03 27n; he must pay an amount nwnn1 n}’:ﬂ&

twice the value of the animal. And if he subsequently slaugh-
tered or sold the animal, he is nwHM 723X 2°M; he must pay an
amount 4 to 5 times the value of the animal

DIw A NPIn
When a person purchases a field from someone, the 70w, the sale
document, is his proof that he owns the field. However, the o'non
initiated that after three years, if o7 testify that for three years
he used the field without the owner’s objection, he is considered
. a pim in the field, and he no longer requires a 70w as a proof,
because people generally do not keep a 70w for more than three
years, and the owner would not allow him to use the field
without objecting.

The Machlokes X2’pY '27 and omon regarding

DIV 192 NNWRI IV T12IRY 7 D’J\’J ’JDJ - nJ'I\’JNﬂ nJ\’J
DIW 192 77V

DI 101 W HY D’J\’J )92 - ﬁ’]\’)

If a person used the field for one year in the presence of two o7y,

asecond year in the presence of two other 07y, and then a third D’Jm ’JD: - n’w’bw
year in the presence of two other ©7v, do we combine the m7y of
all three sets of 7p to form a three-year npin or not?

The Mishnah’s Halachah of
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Ifa person stole an animal and sold it on Shabbos, he is liable to

pay 7. DAW2 211 213

The Braisa’s case in which he is 71090 because he sold the animal ’ ’ 3 s s
through a naw %>°n, and since he was nrn 270 for the naw > n n1 ﬂ n1 wn n wn
he is Mo from m "7’ based on the concept of

YN TY 0P

When one transgresses an Issur in which he is liable for multiple
punishments, he only receives the 9mn wny, the most stringent
punishment, and does NOT receive the 5p wi, the less stringent
punishment, because

YR MITATY op

The 9n wiy absolves him of the Spn wi.

He sold the animal through a n2w 9%n
Since he was nn 2»n for the N2w M5 n

However,

1D LI AN LI OTP O . he is o from ‘M 7 based on the concept of
' When the p wnp was incurred before the mn wi, he receives

both punishments, because the 1 w1y CANNOT absolve him PN NN op

of a pre-existing wn;
And the 5p wny CANNOT absolve a mn wiw.
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah
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If two witnesses testified that a person stole an animal, and
the same two o7, or even two other 07, testified that he
also slaughtered or sold the animal;

AWM AYIIR VN 0N

The 21 is liable to pay four or five times the animal’s
value, because the two testimonies are combined to form
one complete testimony of a 72’33 with a 77511 v,

The Gemara asks

R2'PY 1179 RYT Prvanm koD

Perhaps this Halachah does not concur with X2'pp »27's
opinion regarding

D7IW °392 INWRI IV "R I
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If a person used a field for one year in the presence of two
7Y, a second year in the presence of two other o7y, and a
third year in the presence of two other o7y, the ©»om hold
piiaRiRan!

The m7p of all three sets of 07 are combined to form a
three-year npin that he is in fact the owner of the field.
While x2°pp '27 holds the mTy are not combined to form a
three- year ij1m, because the Pasuk states

370 MDY w0 Sy

The word 7127 teaches

737
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The two o7y must testify about the complete matter,
while here each set testifies for only part of it, one year of
the npn.

Accordingly, regarding the Mishnah'’s case that there were
two 0*7v for the 12°3), and two other o>7v for the rav
7791w, according to X2°pY °17, the 213 ought not to be liable
for m 7', because each m7y alone is only a 927 °317?
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Because the two testimonies are combined

to /arm ome MW& testimony
o%a/ Doyl with a 200 >l
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The my i RiARh
are not combined The mTy of all

three sets of D7y
are combined
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reg;w/m;y the Mishnah/'y case, WM/M?/ 1o )ép?}/ 57,
the YE oa?hf not 1o be &‘@M@%«r D 3,
because each sy dlone i m%/w 203 37
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However, 72X explains that the Mishnah does concur with
R2’pY 19, and only in the case of npin *TY is it considered a
7273, because

7R IR b

Each m7y of one year alone is meaningless without the
m7Y of the other years. However, in our case of 201 121
itis not considered a 727’31, because

123 7Y% 233 APV PTYT VR

Although the 2w *7v alone are a M7y *3m, as the person
might have legally slaughtered his own animal; however
A0 *TY5 22 RS 71233 7TV 1D

72 RPIP 72T

The 1213 77 alone are a complete MY regarding the 121,
which is thus established. Therefore, the 2w *7p are also
a complete MY to attest that he slaughtered the stolen
animal.

The Gemara explains that the 05n who disagree with *27
R2pY hold that the Drasha of

717
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Would apply only in the following case, where we are
looking to establish that a girl is a 1173, she has matured;
and

DN DIV
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Two o7 testify that there was one hair on her finger;
DIVIN DIV

707751 7NN

And two other o7y testify that there was one hair on her
stomach;

These two M7y cannot be combined to establish her as a
1217, because

RT3 7I0P IR 37

RT3 7I0R IR I

Each set of m7p alone is saying that she is merely a minor,
since one hair is not an indication of maturity, and each
mTY is meaningless.

This is a case of

717

273K

However, regarding ipin the two m7Y are combined,
because, as Rashi explains

72 PN PO TR 1910

Each m7y alone testifies that he used the field, which is an
indication of ownership even though we need three years
to establish it. Therefore, they are each considered 727, a
complete mTy.

DafHachaim.org

Only However,
NPTN TY NN?22V1 N22)
IS considered 1S NOT considered
a27¥N
Because Because
1NWHY NNV ITYT A"YR
1O IT MO N2222 775 0N
N2 TYT D
NNV 1TYH IR KD
2 RMP 12T

a 278N,

The PN ﬁo&/

The Drasha of 927 '¥n RD 12T
would apply only in the following case:

Where we are looking to establish
thata girlisan,1ma
N222 TNXR DMINIR 021V
ND702 TNRXR DINIIR 071V

77&@@?/ cannat be combined because
47D 9@ P P
£72 y@ WE YD/

However,
re?ﬁ//m?/ P ?‘/Z@ two_n/3y are combined,
Q3 P MOE OY7DN Ib\?
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The Mishnah continues
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If a person stole an animal and sold it on Shabbos, he is
liable to pay m 7.

The Gemara asks from a contradicting Braisa that states
igiitonRyinloluhp]

Riieh)

He is not liable to pay m'7'?

The Gemara answers that our Mishnah refers to an
ordinary 772 which usually does not involve naw %1%n of
a RDIRT 7IROD,

2911 N, making a sale on Shabbos, is merely an Mo'R
1277,

Therefore, since he is not r» 271 for naw M5'n, there is

no mr» 237275 0P, and he is m 7 27M.

However, the Braisa that rules 7709 refers to a case in
which the 77o» did involve naw 99n of a RNPMIRT 7OROD.
Therefore, since he is nn» 271 for the naw Y9°m, he is Mo
from m "7’ based on the concept of

prpmTarbop

The 711 Wi absolves him of the Sprn waw.

NSRS 991 238
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If a person stole an animal and sold it on Shabbos,
heis liable to pay ‘m *T

P
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An ordinary n o0 Then»on
does not involve Naw 5bn did involve Daw 55>n
of a RNMINT NORbD of aRPMINT NONDD

Since he's nat 3pp >, Since he's 2pp s,
there i no he iy 160 from Dy 7
YN 92795 s)f//a/'), based on
and he s 7 3 2mp DN D273 5)'//77
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. And the Gemara offers two scenarios in which the 7751
occurred through a Rn»RT 7RO,
1. .
K11 9217 says Two scenarios
NPRAD :J’m PIPY 15 N3 in which the 07701 occurred
PR I .
On Shabbos, the buyer instructed the 213 “Cut a fig off my through a RIMIRT NOROD:
tree as payment for your stolen animal, in which the 2rn
ar» for the naw 55 n and the m ™7 pwn’ for the nvan are 1
incurred simultaneously when the 211 cuts the fig. > % > sagh
R :
And although MNIRNN NIRN RIPY 1 MIN2
NPT PP 772 VAN °37
5w 51 5 1R RS 1’“1:’33 ’IJ ’Jp’m

If the buyer would insist that the 233 pay him for the fig,
Bais Din cannot obligate him to do so, because the 213
became nn'» 271 when he cut the fig, and he is Moo to pay
for the fig based on the concept of

On Shabbos, the buyer instructed the 13,
“Cut a fig off my tree as payment for your stolen animal”

YN TS op W 3)/,//./ N7 /gr f/ba_/,pé [ﬁ

and the 37 3 ///\//[é/, /w the Do
Nevertheless, the 77o» is still valid and the buyer did incur MWW when he cuty the M
acquire the animal, because as Tosfos explains

DPW T RIS 271

The 212 has a moral obligation to pay for the fig. S

And abthough
R1T2 0P MY Y2N DT
DOW 51 79 1R KD
If the buyer would insist that the 21 pay him for the fig,

Bais Din cannot obligate him to do so,
becauseiyn N2)T2 D Dp

Nevertheless, the n77o1 is still valid
and the buyer did acquire the animal
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2.

RO 17 says

A2 P P2 WINI

TR I

The buyer instructed the 213, “Throw the stolen animal
from a 0277 mw, the public domain, into my yard a mw-
77, a private domain, through which I shall acquire the
animal.“

As the Gemara explains, this concurs with X2°pY °23 who
holds regarding nx3;

NPT AN 10 TP

An object that enters the airspace of an area is considered
as if it landed. Therefore, we do say wy» n2372 7> Op
because both the 7n» 291 and the bwn are incurred
simultaneously when the animal enters the airspace.

DafHachaim.org

2
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The buyer instructed the 22,
“Throw the stolen animal from a D20 M),

into my yard a T'mn mw),
through which I shall acquire the animal”

Thiy concury with £Rpy 10
ple) pl7)
RMPOT ANNNW 0D

An object that enters the airspace of an area
IS considered as if it landed

W%&r@, we: do say Dyp 92795 af/,o/a
becase bathy the 2popt o0 and the yy /s
wre incurred simultaneo
when the animak enters the airspace
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However, according to the 1327 who hold

RDT AN 12 IRY OO

An object that enters the airspace of an area is not
considered as if it landed, in this case, we do not say o’
PP 11771 7Y, because

IR I RN ROPT D
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The p5>wn 2rn was incurred when the animal entered the
air space of the 93n and the buyer acquired it, and it
precedes the nn°» arn which was incurred only when the
animal landed on the ground of the 73m; and na372 75 Op
7y» cannot absolve him of a pre-existing pm>wn.

Therefore, according to the 1327 we must say that the
Braisa is a case of

MW 7Y M2 37N RS WX

The buyer told the 213, “I shall acquire your animal only
when it lands on the ground of my 93n," in which the arn
Arvp and pibwn arn are incurred simultaneously when
the animal lands on the ground.

DafHachaim.org

However, @ccor/m?/ ty the /()"

noudp
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An object that enters the airspace of an area
is NOT considered as if it landed

In thiy case,
we dy rwz‘m?/ YN D229 5)'//7’),
because Yp Lo 73’/)/,@6/9 Y2
Lyt bz 3y smpt ol py)
and 2yp 93335 2/ pop cannat absolve him

of wﬂ&—wfm?//'///@’

W%ar&, W/‘/Lﬂ?/ ty the /)
we: must say that fﬁ@Brm'wwmo%
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The buyer told the 222,

“I shall acquire your animal only
when it lands on the ground of myI8n,”

In which the pp syn and /7\//[@) N,
are incurved. MWM«%/
when the animal (&n&/ﬁ/am‘/p&yam/

BavaKama 70-7



