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T 01
Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 1"y 97 of X X212 nyon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The sources for that which py»w *17 holds

PINS TR D

MT PN

If at the time of nv°'nw the Korban was qualified for i3,
it is considered as if the 77 was already accomplished.

AND

mT9% T 53

MTNTOI

If at the time of 7vo’nw the Korban was qualified for 1179,

to be redeemed with money, it is considered as if the 7o
was already accomplished.

The Machlokes 13m7 27 and wpb W regarding

D101 PN VMY

If a person stole and Shechted a Korban that had no
blemish inside the Bais Hamikdash, in which it was a
IR TONY,

13y 27 holds

mn

He is liable for m 7', even though this animal, a Korban,
cannot be sold.

While w5 w holds

piloh)

He is not liable for m 7', because this animal, a Korban,
cannot be sold.

As derived from the Pasuk

1790 IR M0

A0 PIPR 70N TPIRT R D

a0 P AP T R 5N

And their Machlokes regarding

190 100

nw 117737

According to pynw 19, if someone stole and sold a Treif
animal;

13y 27 holds

N

Even though this animal cannot be Shechted,
While w5 wn holds

giel)

Because this animal cannot be Shechted;

The Braisa’s Halachah of

7720 RS 23

O YR MOwN 0Hwn

If someone stole and Shechted a hybrid animal born of
two different breeds, he is liable to pay m "7, because

N

D'RY577 PR MA7D

The word X includes even o'R5;

DafHachaim.org

P17t TPIVN 5O
MT PO

MTDY TNIYVN YO
MT NTOD
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WPH WM 1N 227

TNOD 2N

NDMIV 1DINN
PYNW 229 279

(ULPPRULY! 1N 229

TNOD 2N

NNAVI D'RYD a1
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. The Gemara explains that the word X is sometimes
inclusive and sometimes exclusive; it depends on the
context of the Pasuk, and therefore only regarding 1721
DRI IR M7 IR

However regarding ow7p ;-)3)3)

||7Nll
D'R5on NN Mb

DRI DR VYN IR

DWTp

1 7Nll
D'R5>N DN DYVD
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf explains the ruling of »19
PY»W in the Mishnah that

271 INPINR 1N DV

If the 213 stole and Shechted a Korban which was a 973, for
which the original owner is responsible that if the animal
is lost he must bring another Korban, the 213 does pay im ',
because pw»w 27 holds

MT PRI Pnd 0N 12T

Since the nmrav is o5 o, it caused the owner a loss
because he must bring another Korban, "»7 3, the
Korban is considered the owner’s animal, and

WRA NP2D 20N 772 RPIP

And the Gemara questions this ruling from another ruling
of py»w »17 that

MIRT APRY 70NV

OV W KD

A nonw by which the meat does not become permissible
to be eaten is NOT considered a no'nw; and if so,

R PINTAPRY 70 TW NI DVTR

Why is he m 72271 for this Korban that he Shechted
outside the Bais Hamikdash? It became %109, disqualified,
as Yy omnw?

DafHachaim.org

S )
210 INYANRD MR WP

Ifthe 233 stole and Shechted a Korban which was a 173,

for which the original owner is responsible to bring

another Korban if the animal is lost - the 223 pays ‘m 7.

Because pynow 221 holds

WT 0N ))D)Db DMNanN 1T

Since the nmav is ipwd Dy, it caused the owner a loss
because he must bring another Korban, mT pon3,
the Korban is considered the owner’s animal, and

YN JN2P 2212) 12 R

S 3 ?
N7IRT NIRY NVNWY
NLVMNY NNW XY

A nvnw by which the meat does not become permissible
to be eaten is NOT considered a nonw;

/W/%w...

N MR NINY NDNY DI DT

Why is he ‘m 712 271 for this Korban
that he Shechted outside the Bais Hamikdash?
It became 5py, disqualified, as yin wimw?

2

L]
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The Gemara offers two answers:

1.

1InY 17 says

D101 D NN VMY1

The 233 Shechted the owner’s unblemished Korban inside
the Bais Hamikdash in one of two possible scenarios:

1A.

o5y owh

D77 oW

The mv'nw was intended for the owner, in which it was a
MR o Nw at the time, but the blood spilled before the
7>, and the Korban became 509 at that later time.

1B.

Or

D5 owH RHw

The nvnw was not intended for the owner. However, it
was a 1"X7 70N, because the Korban remains Jw.

And in both cases he is m'72271 as a > DM, because
the owner’s obligation was not fulfilled and he must bring
another Korban.

The Gemara explains, that although in both cases the meat
of the Korban becomes permitted for eating only after
s,

nevertheless, the no'nw alone is considered a MR VMY,
because pynw 27 holds

MW PIII PIY TIWn 5

If at the time of nv>’nw the Korban was qualified for i,
itis considered as if the 77 was already accomplished.

2.

wph w1 answers

PIna P Sy vmwa

The 2133 Shechted the owner’s blemished Korban outside
the Bais Hamikdash, but it was a 7R nvnw, because it
was redeemed and permitted.

However, he is 1’72271 as a ponb o), because the owner
cannot sell the animal now to bring another Korban to
fulfill his obligation.

And although the meat of a o Sva becomes permitted
only after 179, after it's redeemed with money?
Nevertheless, the 7o'nw alone is considered a R VWY,
because py»w 27 holds

7T 1799 MO TN 5O

If at the time of no'nw the Korban was qualified for 79, it
is considered as if the 1170 was already accomplished.

DafHachaim.org

@

//)/ 7 QD

07192 DMMDN VMW

in one of two possible scenarios:

NOW D>y DD
Dby2 DD DTN oW

The nvnw was not intended
for the owner. However, it
was a NI MY, because

the Korban remains yw>.

was amn) nbny,

before the npmr.

And in both cases he s 'm '72 270 as a pond DN,
because the owner’s obligation was not fulfilled
and he must bring another Korban.

The 00 alone iy considered a >14> >0n0
because Il D) holdy

w3 pras> s/ >

@

éf/)/éﬂ
PIN2 PN HY2 VMWAI

because it was redeemed and permitted.

However, heis 'm 12 270 as a wnb D,
because the owner cannot sell the animal now
to bring another Korban to fulfill his obligation.

The: 2000 alone it considered w >0t 20n0
because iyl ») holdy
N3 Y7 /)/?0/?/«//}/2

The NDNY was intended
for the owner, in which it

but then the blood spilled
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The Gemara now explains that in explaining py»w '27's
ruling vp5 w1 used a case of

PIN2 P SYa vMwa

Because v w1 holds that in the case of

D192 DN VMWA

Nvo

The 213 does not pay m 7, because the Pasuk states

1991 IR 1720

Only if both nmvav and 77°on were possible for this animal,
is one liable for m’7' for one of them; and therefore

VIR PIVRT R DD

AL IR

Only for an animal that can be sold, is one liable for nrav;
however,

DWIR I

TV R RS DWTR P 13T DRI

nava MmN

Since an unblemished Korban cannot be sold, he is not
liable for nrav either.

However, 13m °27 holds

0’191 0PN VMW

2N

Because he holds

77901 ROOT AVR

03 IR

Even if the animal cannot be sold, he is still liable for
1’1o,

And the Gemara elaborates that we find this *27 npbnn
wph W pny as well regarding

1970 1MN

PYPWw 17 M2

Ifaan stole a Treif animal and sold it;

According to 7y»w 27, who ruled in the Mishnah on 'y 97
R"p that

NV 71DV IRV VMWV;T

If someone stole and Shechted a Treif animal he does not
pay m "7, because

TOTW W KD PRI APRY 70T

Therefore, the question arises, what would py»w *27 hold
if the 213 sold the Treif animal?

130 17 says

»n

Because

202 IS OR

1702 IR

Even though o’ nw is not possible for this animal, he is
still liable for the n7on

While w5 w1 says

Nvo

Because

a0 ST

R ieta iy Uinky

Since a nv°’nw is not possible, he is not liable for the 777om.

!//')/@7
vMWY2
YIN2 PN HYa

M2 W M
Only if both nmav and nyon
were possible, is one liable for
M "1’ for one of them;
oD MIPNT RN 5o
NP1 YN
Only for an animal that can
be sold, is one liable for nmav

DWTp DM
DWT) Pamm 1T DN
MON NN R
NI 1NIMD
Since an unblemished
Korban cannot be sold, he is
not liable for nmav either.

//)/ 7 QI

VMY2
02192 DMMN

N/

However, janp 121 holds

D292 DN DNIY2
)]

Because he holds
MO NMDT 3”’IN
nmMiv2 MNN
Even if the animal
cannot be sold, he is still
liable for nmap.

NIV 1DMN
PYNW 229 *127H

If a 223 stole a Treif animal and sold it;
According to ppow 121, who ruled that

DO NOMD NNXPDI) DNMPN
If someone stole and Shechted a Treif animal he does
not pay 'm "1, because

NDMY DY RL MNY NYNY DD

W%r& the

Lo arises

What woukd Yy hotd %?‘M AU
sold the fr@«% animak?

2
éf/’)/ﬂa :

VD
Because
NI MMST Mo
NMoP2 Mmd
Since a npmw
is not possible,

DafHachaim.org

R
2N
Because
N2 MIYDT "IN
nMOPI MINN
Even though nomw is not
possible for this animal,
he is still liable for the
P
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As part of this discussion, the Gemara cites a Braisa
which states;

ML DR 213

WM AYIIR DYWN DY

If a person stole and Shechted a hybrid animal born from
two different breeds, he is liable to pay m 7.

And the Gemara asks...

The Pasuk states

1991 IR IM20) W IR W YR 200D

And X217 says

W IRV DIPH I AR AN

D'RYI1 PR R'RITY KON PR

Wherever the Pasuk specifies 7w it comes to exclude an
animal of 'R52?

The Gemara answers

R

DRYO7 IR M

The word 1x includes even o'R5.

The Gemara explains that the word X is actually
sometimes inclusive and sometimes exclusive; it depends
on the context of the Pasuk.

Regarding 1213 the Pasuk states

IR MW

The words 77w and 7w alone do not include ox53, because
DPYaR DRI RS 5197 NN RY

It is not possible to breed these two animals, therefore
D'RYI MY IR

The word X comes to include even 'R,

However, regarding o'w7p the Pasuk states

IR AW IR N

The words 2w> and v alone do include o'RX>>, because
DPYIN ORI RRITH D12 INRWY

It is possible to breed these two animals, therefore
D'RYID VIO IR

The word X comes to exclude o'R52.

NNV D'RYD 213
NWNM NYAIR MMHWN DHVN

If a person stole and Shechted a hybrid animal
born from two different breeds,
he is liable to pay ‘m 1.

™22 1N =i =i R M N =ik o

£

20 Wil pypw o ok 3y 95
o e 2/l
Wherever the Pasuk gﬂea%«w ey >0
it comey ty W&MWO%F'ZA

v

™22 1N =i Sz i N =ik o

/o't,gaﬁ)éﬁ/m/

The word IN i act:

sometimey inclusive

and sometimes exclusive

D’WTP
1w Sow
The words v & 2w> alone
do include D'Rb>, because

NRIND 51> ppNw
DM2P D'RDD
Itis possible to breed

these two animals, therefore

D’N555 119 N

The word N comes to exclude
DNb.

DafHachaim.org

nNJJ
= R
The words w and nw alone
do not include mnb>, because
NRnd 5o inn nw
Di12p D>
Itis not possible to breed
these two animals, therefore

D'N5> mab N

The word N comes to include
even D'ND).

BavaKama 77 -6



Dedicated By:

1 AT NP N33

We will now go back to that which the Gemara in the
previous Daf cites a Braisa as the source that ynw 129
holds

PYR TN O

WT PO

The Braisa discusses 752X nR»1w, and as Rashi explains,
Pw»w 27 holds

NITINOR

PHIIR DIRBIV PROOVD PR

A food that is prohibited in all benefits is not IR H3pn,
is not eligible to become XY, because the Pasuk states
59K JWR 5N 5N

5IR NI DINRY 12IRT> D1 ANRW YoIR

ARITNORS VIO

Only food that may be fed to others, even to a non-Jew, is
considered edible and eligible to become xnv, which
excludes forbidden foods. However,

FONWIVD NIRIT IVA NYW 1Y 1R DR

AR NP 7T VYOV ATV

Ifat any point the food was permitted, it is IR Hapn
forever;

19 IMRY TORI 190K

ARPIO NN

Even if it later became prohibited, it is still irm Sapn.

Now, the Braisa states;

IR PYNY 1T

]’5311‘{ DRIV RODOD RV I W

PH2IR NIRBIV RIDO IPRY NI WV

YWY 27 says regarding meat that became 9m11 and is "X
1R373, sometimes it can be N Ham», and sometimes it
cannot be IR Yapn.

R

I PRp)

TR IRDIO ROV PR

If the meat became 7mi by the 7v°pw, sundown, before the
777 was done;

And as the Gemara in mnn explains, this does not refer to
the actual np»s, but rather

P IRV 0P

APNN NYPWS T0 PONY'T

ny’pw occurred before there was even an opportunity for
17, such as the Shechitah was very close to sunset;

The 9mi1 meat is not IRV Yapn, because there was no nNyw
.

However

a7 RS

]’L)D]N DRDIV RPOD

And the Gemara explains

AP AR RS

If n»pw occurred after there was an opportunity for ip»i,
even though there was no actual 7>, the Im31 meat is
IR Hapn, because there was a I NV,

This must be because

PS> TR

M7 PIND

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara cites & Braisa ay f/wwarc&%ar. .
S )
MT P - P'ﬁtb T™IYN 9

PPOOIR NRMV
A Rushic explains, yypl 1 holddy

PO POHMYL PHNL PH — DHD NP
A %ao/ that tzzﬁm/w’éa‘e/ maﬂéwe%#y
i nat el fypp - ay the Pusi states
Loy AR ok oo
vy 2 ot 1ot o aptl L
RY72) o] o

However,
YW /> VDNV >/ PE
3),6,«////)5/9 Ve 1y 93
Z”wa 2% point it ww/berrm'#e/ i b st Sopw %are«/er;
P 7/),&’/70& //dt
Lven % it later became prohibited, it i sl sed fyp.

v
Wik i )
M w

RNLN RINY
1POIR NRMV

M "N
RNLN NRWY
1POIR NRMV

Sometimes Sometimes
it cannot be nNpI bapn it can be nRP H2pp
TN However
NpnT DD O NPT INRD
DNDID NDDD 1IN JDINDID NDDD
POOIN POOIN
And the Gemara explains And the Gemara explains
NpMTH NRVY DTp NPT NNLY INRD
0D MLNYT nwpw occurred after there

PPN PYPYD was an opportunity for apmr,
npw occurred before there even though there was no

was an opportunity for npmr actual npr,
The ) is not AN bJPD, The M) meat is NNDLI bJpY),

since there was no 0 Nyw. because there was a yn now.

This Wvé& b
7/ 7)’/?/‘//)4)
w2 IS
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The Gemara also cites a Braisa as a source that pynw 29
holds

mT9% T 5

T NI

The Braisa states

IR PYHY 127

POIIR DIRDIV RO 719

WP YV 7Y A RN

YW 117 says that the meat of the 178 779, although it is
7IRIN2 ON, it is eligible to become x»Y, because there was
apoint when this meat was permitted to eat; and as v
wpb explains;

DYDY 2777 IR

N3N XY 7917170

PP 27 holds that a iR 7199 can be redeemed even
after it was Shechted. And even though there was no
actual 7o it is still considered a i nyw.

This must be because

mT9% T 5

T N7

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara citey a Braisa ay fﬁ&www/w. ..
V7
MT NTDHD - MTOHY TMIYN YO
4
Wit il )
PIOIR NRNIV RPVM NID
WD NYW A% NP PNRIN

The meat of the n;1TR M®
although it is NR2N2 NDN, it is eligible to become Ryp,
because there was a point when this meat was permitted;

Ay ép/@? explaing;
NVDLW 127 i) IIN
NNIIVPY 37D INTOI MO
A TR Mo can be redeemed even after it was Shechted.
And even though there was no actual )pT9 it is still
considered amn nyw.

Thiy nw/yfvé@ because
ﬂ/?&/y"/‘//)/i) 5
w3 1330
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