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NP 7 N1p N33

1'02
Intro

Today we will 7”va learn X" 97 of Rp X121 NOONH.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The previous Mishnah's Halachah of

D957 012 N2v) 1))

WM AY2IR DIWN DO

If he stole an animal and slaughtered it on Y om Kippur, he
is liable to pay m'7,

PrnnTaThop

When one transgresses an Issur in which he is liable for
multiple punishments, he only receives the mn winy, the
more stringent punishment, and does NOT receive the
5p wiw, the less stringent punishment.

The mn Wi absolves him of the 5p wiw.

This certainly applies to
iafaiaRainiiaRiniiia]
The 7”2 nr'» arn absolves him of the i arn.

However, this does not apply to

mnadaYn

The n15 211 does not absolve him of the i 2rm, because
it's not through y7 2.

And there’s a Machlokes whether this applies to mpbn,
which is through 7 m°3; whether

DU P>

Or

DoYwN IR P

Whether the mp5n 2rm absolves him of the pom arm?

772 727> 1OV PR

One is NOT liable for a transgression committed through
ambw, his agent. However, regarding nvom nmav we do
say 173 127> MOV v,

Daw nwyn

When one is 711 naw Yom, transgresses Shabbos
intentionally, for example, he Shechts or cooks, there is a
ooh NYIR MO'R, it is forbidden to be eaten forever.
There is a Machlokes whether the naw nwyn Mo applies
only

1, to the one who transgressed; or,

oAR Y, it applies to others as well,

And there is a Machlokes whether naw nwyn» is MoR
RD7IRTD or Ol’lly 13297,

MIRT IPRY 7OTW

OV W N>

A nonw which is not fit, in that it does not render the meat
permitted to be eaten, is not considered a o nw regarding
transgressions or other Halachos which require a nonw.
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2'10557 Y'Y 253
AR PPN MmN o5en

MM 12772 7O Op
Doey not fo Applies to
tioktln] tioktln]

mn>d ™2 NN

Wachlobes whether this W&%/ o
mpon

nNHw PR
N2y 1275

N2W NWYN
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NLMNY NNWY KXY
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. nS 0N 927

T PN
A person who stole an item from a 1w, a guardian, is 271

Pmbwna. Although, the 1w is NOT the o'5v3, the owner,
however, since it is o> 0, it causes the 1w a loss, Tn:nl? n-an 1:’7
T PMOND

because he must compensate the o5va for its loss,
therefore 7 o3, the 9w is considered its owner.

NV VIPANTIN
One does not pay a o3 based on his own admission.

The question of

NIV POMY 3 50 TV 133

1 7 TR AT DJP: nTn
If a person stole and slaughtered an ox that belonged to TMVOD

two partners and then confessed to one partner, he became
M5 on his share of the 71’7 because he was ©ip2 7.
However, does he still pay a partial m 7’ to the other
partner?

M2V POMY 7Y YW NW 212
NN N TRRD ATIM
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So let's review ...

The Mishnah in the previous Daf continues:

D NH7 D212V 1)

AWM AYIIN W>WN DU

Ifhe stole an animal and slaughtered it on Y om Kippur, he
is liable to pay im 7.

As Rashi explains, because

70 ROR T PRT

For 7ox5» on Y om Kippur there is merely a punishment of
n73, and the concept of

I T op

Applies only to

PIDANDNAYN

But does NOT apply to

mnMo2n

The n75 211 does not absolve him of the i arm.

And the Gemara adds that although
RYR RPD Mphn
For 7ox5» on Y om Kippur there is also a mpSn arn?

However, our Mishnah follows the opinion of

ART PR 27

Dowm P>

One CAN receive both punishments of i mp5n; and
the mpbn arn does not absolve him of the o arn.

The Gemara points out, however, that 7R 27 agrees with
the next Mishnah on 7"y q7 that

Nawanav an

M "7 mwn oHwn R’

If a person stole an animal and slaughtered it on Shabbos,
he is NOT liable to pay m "7, because in this case he is 27n
1>po for nawa nvnw, and

75 TR DYUI D

o b odwm nn

PR 17 agrees that

rnnaTarhop

Does apply to

PTIANR N

The 7”2 nr'» arn does absolve him of the pn arn.

But 1 12772 75 op does not apply to

fniiplisiBaiintahatiia!
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2159 O AW 253
AN PPN MmN o5en

If he stole and slaughtered it on Yom Kippur
he s liable to pay 'm T

D70 H5H M7t PH7
YN DPIFP af/,o/o

W/Wb@/ to 3 DD NP 27D

2
?RIR RND MPON

FornaoRbn on Yom Kippur
there is also a mpby nN?

Our Mishnah follows the opinion of

MRT RN 129
o5wm N,Y
The. pyplpt 10 does not absolve him
% the, iy A1

The Gemara pointy out...

T 131 agrees
with the next Mishnah that

PSS mam) 28
=y bn abes N

Because he it 'po pp %ar pal> d¢nl

nhwm Nn
% mH
N N2HTI n’.’) Dp

DOES apply to
PT 2 NN 2N

o>wm N,
MY MR
MO» NITA b Dp

does NOT apply to
DIPSVI MHN 127N
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. However, the Gemara proceeds to ask from a Braisa in
which 7r» 17 holds 2
g2 niniojhuhp) ¢
TP Y2IR PV OO
He IS liable to pay m '’ AN

P01 DM il gnl giulia) Pubhl

And the Chachamim say that he is exempt from Pbwn.
Y]

20/,
Apparently, 7R 27 disagrees with the next Mishnah PP
which rules
jgitolniniojiuip)

G N e is exempt
M7 mbwn oOwn IR from )’D)leJD ’ﬂ'l ,-I ’?J'I‘?Wﬁ
HelISliable

s mpd g

/f/zpwem‘[y, AN D) /Wew
with the next Wishmahy which riles
DI /«//@) PIW 1t - PRl> 0 e

A
eskel
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The Gemara answers that 7R °17 does agree with the
next Mishnah that he’s M9, However, the Braisa in which
PRp 127 rules that he's 27n refers to a case of

IR T HY a3

The animal was slaughtered through a 5w, an agent of
the a1. Since the 233 is NOT liable for 772 nn°», he IS liable
form 7.

And the Gemara explains:

Heis

T2 NN NV

For

nawanonw

Because of the general rule

772Y 7275 YW PR

One is NOT liable for a transgression through a m5w.
However, he IS

M7

For

kela iy gilo)

Because, regarding n75m1 nnav

771 1175 MHw v

One IS liable for the 7vam nmrav through a mHw.

And the Gemara cites three possible mw7 for this
exception from the following Pasuk:
VIR W YR 2 D

1991 IR M)

plivabslsislapivievalyivey

W NN IRY YN

1.

1991 IR 1720

IRV YO0

IR T 5V IO R

2.

N

oW DR M5

3,

nnn

mown NR 11>
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However, the Braisa in which »N» 127 rules 270
refers to a case of

MR 7> Yy N2
Slaughtered through ambw of the 222

Since the A 4 NOT MZ@/W P PNIW,
he 1S &aé!é/or DY

T'2 NN 1YY
formawa hpnw

mn'7a3Imn
fornyom nmap

Because, re?ar/m?/
200 0
nHw W

N2 1275

Because o%

fﬁogenemlm&
nHw PR
D922 727

Three possible mu1T
for this exception from :

™22 N i = N i 2 =i oo
== mrm ok =R SN
Sh i IRE PN
2 1
N ™23 AN =i

ma NN AN

R NR 7Y
NN nN2v X
INR 72 HY
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While the o'mon of the Braisa hold

NIWaNIv N

Nvo

For a different reason;

Because they follow the opinion of 7w»w *27 who says
IR APRY TONY

TOTW W K>

A nv'nw which is not fit, in that it does not render the meat
permitted to be eaten, is NOT considered a no'nw
regarding other Halachos which require nonw.

Therefore, he is
T mhwnn MY’
Because this was not a valid nonw;

While R 727 says 271, because he holds
IR IPRY OO
0T NY

DafHachaim.org

While the DN of the Braisa hold

NaYa naiy 21
N

Because z‘/w?//o%w the opinion o%
A 73

MINT FNY TR
AR ML N9

Anvnw which does not render the meat permitted

is NOT considered a no'nw regarding other Halachos
which require npmw

W%I‘&, he iy

> 5 wiflpy 9160
because thiy was nat a valid 0l

While »N» 127 says 2,
because he holds

PMINT APNRY ALY
plaNal~antaly
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The Gemara continues to elaborate and explains that
nawa o nw is considered a MR NPRW TONW only
according to the opinion of

RIPINT NIV VYD

When one is 7'v1 naw Yonn, transgresses Shabbos
intentionally - for example, he Shechts or cooks on
Shabbos, there is a 055 7598 MOR, it is forbidden to be
eaten forever RN IR,

However, nawa nv'nw is not considered a nyRw nonw
7RI according to the opinion of
13297 NAw wwn

Therefore, the Gemara explains that the above-mentioned
Braisa discussed three scenarios:
NIwanavan

770 AP N2 an

1201 5PN N 21

AWHM YR DO

PRP 27 M7

PIVIDA DHIM

According to the opinion that

RN7IIRT N2V VYD

All three cases are explained as follows:
The onon hold he's m "1 0o, because
TOTY THW KD IR APRY 70T

While 7°x» 27 holds 27n because
TOTY IPW IR AYRY 70T

However, according to the opinion that

11277 N2W nwYH

We must say that there is no Machlokes in the first case of
ignitoml pinio)uhb)

And all agree that

AWPM AYIIR MPIOVN DOVH

Because it was a R 7onw through his m5w; and

RIRWR 13277709 R 7D

And the Machlokes is only regarding the other two cases.

The previous Mishnah taught

WTRPR T2 IR MY 2

AOPM AYIR WPV OO

If he stole and slaughtered an animal, and then made it
wpn, he is liable to pay m 7, because during both the N1
and 72w the animal still belonged to its owner.
Similarly,

9911 2V) PR YW 23

PIAR T 3NN

AWPM AYIIR MHIOVN DOVH

Ifhe stole and then either slaughtered or sold his father’s
animal, and then his father died and he inherits part of the
animal, he is liable to pay a partial m "7’ to the other pwv,
the other heirs, because during both the 1213 and 2w the
animal belonged to his father but not to him.

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara continues to elaborate...

navaaunv

NOT IS
X1 ARV UNY
according to:

naw NWYN
1277

X1 AIXY vnY
according to:

Naw nwyn
RNMNRT

'y abes

Because
'y a D98 D0l
z‘/woa?/y hiv 0/l

PO
™D TS
Because
21 3yl 20!

20l opl &/

:k )l 2P
[gi=la)fmhh
hawa

Fam 23
PAOD 7 maph RN )
TS LD v
e 9 bpoin M 2 Because
amn ghla) 2949 3yl 200
2600 0

The previous Mishnah taught..

2ATIP 7D NN A 20
FRAM FYaaN b oo

If he stole and slaughtered an animal,
and then made it wpn,
heis liable to pay ‘™ T

Because during buth the ¢ and 2wl
the animal still é@&mﬁe/ fo ity owner

[51) MY AN S 233
PAN 1P O"ANY
PR FYaaN wben oo

If he stole and then slaughtered or sold his father’s animal,
and then his father died and he inherits part of the animal,
he is liable to pay a partial ‘™M T to the other pwn
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The Gemara asks a noRw:

NIV POMY 1w Hw MW AN

I D TARD AT

If someone stole and slaughtered an ox that belonged to
two partners, and he then confessed to one partner, he is
0o from his share of the 7 "7’ because he was ©ipa 37N
However, the question is; does he still pay a partial m "7’ to
the other partner?

Is he is 700 entirely, because

RINMT IR P2 0PN

P2 RSN WA R

The word nwnn excludes a partial 7’7

OR

Is he 27n to pay a partial m 7, because

RIDATIOR P LN

P2 RN TWHMAION

The word nwnn includes even a partial m’7'.

The explains that in the Mishnah’s case of

9911 1201 PR S 21

PIAR N 3NN

If we are to assume that

WA VPN

P2 RN WA RN

One does not pay a partial m "7;

The Mishnah can only be referring to where

PTIVIR TOVW D

Bais Din had already obligated him to pay a complete "7
v to his father before he died. However,

PT2PIR THY RS

If Bais Din had not obligated him to pay before his father
died, he is 9 entirely, because, since he inherits his
father, he owes only a partial m'7, and

AP TwPN

AT RIM TOBA RN

But if we are to assume

Ipanwnn

A IRIM TWHNIOR)

One does pay a partial m "7’

The Mishnah can also be referring to where
PT2PIAR THY RS

And even so

WM AYIIR VN DOV

He pays a partial m "7’ to the pw-r.

However, this is only in the case of
9911 120 PAR Swn an

PIAR DD "IN

If the father died after the nvnv;
Because

AR

RN 15101720

At the time of Shechitah the animal still belonged to his
father.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemaras ashs w /-

M2V POMY MW YV MY 213
270 10N TNRY NTIM

If someone stole and slaughtered an ox
that belonged to two partners,
and he then confessed to one partner

Arp o /M?/a//wrﬁaﬁ
because
"IPJ nwunn
RPN IR

VNN 19D
qp2 R8N

2, em‘wd?/

because
P2 HwNN
RINNI DR
NWNN XN
92 RNN

The Gemara explains The Mishnah
the Mishnah'’s case can only be

VAN Owr sy L referringto
oM mamy [ TPYW D
YaN nmoANY | PTIPAR

The Mishnah
canalso be
referring to
™Y R

P72 AR

Because
Erorkn 1o 10l > &p
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‘ However, in the next Mishnah'’s case of
o PaIR Swon an
9911 120 'R
If the father died before the nonw
N YR MHWN 5N IR Howw”’

He is not liable to pay a partial m "7, even according to i the nexdt MW/V}J/ care 0%

A nwnn

AP RIM VNN IDON] I'\D\ 1’:N 5wn ::J

Because
TARYIP RS
RIOR21910 1730

At the time of Shechitah the animal partially belonged to )n1 )ﬂ ﬁnjbwn n&wn 1:5&
him, and he’s therefore, M09, ]
Even according to
72 'NX¥D hwHN 159N P2 NYNN

N20) A2k 2"ARY

. Because
The Gemara asks a 7oRw:
NV POMY W YW MY 2 £V okP /[) //)P// DR 9’7/7 l’/
D 0 TARS AT
If someone stole and slaughtered an ox that belonged to
two partners, and he then confessed to one partner, he is
709 from his share of the m1’7’ because he was ©ipa T».
However, the question is; does he still pay a partial 71’7 to
the other partner?
. Is he is 1o entirely, because
RINAT IOR P2 0NN
2 ORIM VAR
The word nwnn excludes a partial m '
OR
Is he 27n to pay a partial m 7, because
RINAT IOR P2 0NN
P2 ORIM TWHMIPOR)
The word 7w includes even a partial m'7'.
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