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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 1”9 97 of X X221 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

Map T2V SV T YOI
Whether the compensation for loss of income is paid to a
Jewish slave or to his master;

nwa

The Gemara brings several opinions how to evaluate
humiliation, including:

wmamm w0 o

According to the relative status of the assailant and his
victimy

PO TV PN 120

We assess everyone equally, as if they were wealthy
people who fell on hard times.

The Gemara discusses one's liability for humiliating:
D72V, a slave;

D17V, someone unclothed;

Rmo7, a blind person;

107, one who is asleep;

1op, a child; and

7O, an insane person.

The Gemara also discusses several other Halachos
regarding nw3, including;

IR WP M AR WM 11013

If he humiliated someone other than his intended victim;
WY R0 W

A blind or sleeping person'’s liability for humiliating
someone else; and
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nwa
The Gemara discusses
one’s liability for humiliating

o1yn

Someone unclothed

T2y

A slave

20! RPION

One who is asleep A blind person

noY 1op

Insane person A child

Nt IR W25 PO
Nt IR WM

N1IDY JO?
W1V
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Someone who humiliates a person who is asleep, and then
dies before awakening, never becoming aware that he was
humiliated;

This depends on whether the liability for nwa is compensa-
tion for

RM>’1, embarrassment;

1O WM
RO1D’), degradation; OR

nnown nw3, the family’s embarrassment. nD1

RDIO
The Gemara discusses a blind person’s obligation in
various mitzvos.

R)I10

NPT
esl;'e‘l
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So let's review:

The Gemara earlier discussed

19172 2w, which refers to pt3, compensation for the actual
injury, and

v Naw, compensation for his loss of income.

The Gemara now discusses a case where these payments
are paid to two separate parties:

1720 5w 72 720 Sw T YoIPn

One who severs the hand of someone else’s Jewish slave;
DO RY 127 DRI IDIY DIR DO

If only the slave was affected, but his ability to work for
his master was not affected; for example,

PYMI WA IR PIR WD PPOOT

If he cut off the tip of his nose or ear,

mxYH YN

The entire payment is given to the slave.

However,

123538 Do

If he injured him in a way that his ability to work WAS
affected,

IR MR

7205 7T naw 1> i

2795 mIvp naw)

He pays the value of the hand to the slave and the loss of
income to his master, while

IR RII

7205 10 5on

VRIP AP

MY 5IIR 27

The loss of income is also paid to the slave, and he invests
the money and the master receives the earnings.

DafHachaim.org

MLvP NIY NMTA NIW

Compensation Compensation
for his loss forthe
of income actual injury

The Gemara discusses a case

where these Wy are /mw/
v two W@f& Wﬁw

172N YW *M2Y T2Y LW T YVIPN
One who severs the hand
of someone else’s Jewish slave

NND XY 127 YR MY YR NN’D
If only the slave was affected
NI Wb IR MR Wb MpDoT
If he cut off the tip of his nose or ear

MRYH 95N

127 Y¥X NN

If he injured him in a way that his
ability to work WAS affected

SWE £P) WE DL
112 9o0 NNT MW 1Y M
T72Y5 T72Y5

YPIP 102 NPHN NIvP N2
mM7PD YN 29 275
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The Gemara now proceeds to discuss three methods of
assessing nwa:

1.

PRP 27 says

TR PRI D1

DIPOINITYW PN 12 07 1R

2PV PRY DAIAR 12 TY

As Rashi explains;

We do not assess the victim’s humiliation according to his
individual financial status. Rather, we assess everyone
equally; as if they were wealthy people who fell on hard
times, because we are all children of the max.

2.

7 °27 holds

15713202 170

noP 95 P

We do go by the individual victim. A more distinguished
person suffers greater humiliation, and therefore receives
a larger payment.

3,

YW *17 maintains

DPWY

DI ITPW PIM 32 D7 19K IR PRIT

Wealthy people are assessed as if they fell on hard times;
and

7AW PIINDd 071

The poor are assessed as if they were abject paupers, and
only receive a minimal amount.

DafHachaim.org

3 methods of assessing

nwa
1

AN D) Sakyl:
1R PRI 9D
DN021N 1TPW PN 212 DN 1PRD

2PY” PNX? DNIAX 712 JNY
We do not assess the victim’s humiliation
according to his individual financial status
Rather, we assess everyone equally
as if they were wealthy people
who fell on hard times
Because we are all children @/ the pipt

2

23727 »9 holdy:
1572 9% NTIN
VP DY JPPM
We go by the individual victim

A more /W‘W person

¥ greater hamiliation,
and fwe%am receives w &/W payment

3
S D) maintaing:

nr””1y
1>Mno>
1N2Ww

Asif they were
abject paupers

DMWY
1R PR
1PN 222 0N 1RO
DNY00IN 1TIY

Asif they fell
on hard times

Bava Kama 86 -4



NPT
esl;'e‘l
Dedicated By:

D AT NP N33

Now, our Mishnah says

nwn

wanpm wrana ob Han

Humiliation is evaluated according to the relative status
of the assailant and his victim.

Therefore, it is not in agreement with 7xX» 17, who says
MPITTA TN
All are evaluated equally.

Additionally, the Mishnah does not agree with nmm 27,
because he says

nwIH PR RO

A blind person is not liable for nw3, while our Mishnah
later states

2’1 RDIO7 DR W?INA

One is liable for humiliating a blind person, but he is also
not liable for humiliating others.

Therefore,
NI PYOW 27 PIInn
The Mishnah clearly reflects the opinion of py»w »27.

The Gemara now ascertains the authorship of a related
RN»I2:

JOPA DR W25 oM

DI DR WD

If someone intended to humiliate a jop, which the Gemara
understands to mean

D'0211 J0p, a pauper, and instead humiliates a ,7,
meaning,

00231 )73, a wealthy person,

ToR YW Inwia w7 M1 1o

He only pays the lesser amount of nwia which he would
pay ajop.

Similarly,

TIVA IR W12

PN DR W

If he intended to humiliate a slave, and instead humiliated
an ordinary person,

72 S0 NI BT PIN 1Y I

He only pays the amount of nw1a he would have paid a
slave.

The Gemara explains

PYPY 317 RS

This X921 is not in agreement with py»w *217, because he
holds

MNOO T OR WP M IR Wrad 11003

One is exempt if he humiliated someone unintentionally,
because the Pasuk says

YVIANI AN AT oW

Referring to a case

Y PPnw Y

The humiliation was intentional.

DafHachaim.org

Y >N
R 'nh b
MO NN AT ATy
avn al=Ta Pl

Does not agree with
D3/’ PI 7’;@/\/ »I
RO TN TN NN

nwa1h PR N

A blind person All are evaluated
isnot liable for nw2 equally

Does not agree with

@1/7,3

237 NN Ead
P 2 AN N

He intended to
humiliate a slave
and instead humiliated
an ordinary person

1P AR e Man
byam AN 2

He intended to humiliate a
D'D2J2 |Dp - paupet,
and instead humiliates a
D'D222 5172 - wealthy person

MM 15 1A
WA 137
=2y o

pARkpRialh
A3 13T
e o

The Gemara Wl&m/y

PYNWY 227 XY
because he holdy

AN 23 1 NN enab Mani
NS

e S
Lid* 4 Jm h;*":’ﬂhw
/. /'/J/J'é 74
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Zugt di Mishnah
D1V DR WA
RO DR W?INN
TR DR W?INM

If someone humiliates someone who is unclothed, blind,

or asleep,
N
He is liable for nwa.

However,

NV WMV O

If one is asleep and causes another humiliation, he is
exempt.

The Mishnah concludes

W) P 3T 0 593

PN Sy 27N

nwIan Sy oo

Ifaperson fell off a roof and accidentally damaged

someone, and caused him humiliation, he is liable for the

damages but exempt for the humiliation;

IRIV

As the Pasuk says

VIR APTAM AT ANSW)

Describing a woman who deliberately humiliated
someone; therefore,

NI Y 2°MIrR

PN RTW TV

One is only liable for humiliating deliberately.

DafHachaim.org

=)m)o/n el R aumtaly
NIR2YOA NN 2R
~aln¥a R ~ak=t~ra)

If someone humiliates someone
who is unclothed, blind, or asleep

20

Heisliable for nwa

NDD - WM 1N
If one is asleep and causes another humiliation,
he is exempt

WH2Y P AT R bD)

ST
nenan by

ann
shr oy

7//@?

PrZIRE RN 5 S
Describing a woman who
/e&éemf@%/ liated someone
z%er%ar&,

PLAS OY 390 NN
MR R Y
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The Gemara explains

270 D1IYH DR W?INA

As

PIRDY 179970 NPT NORT

W00 11057 RIT RN

One is liable if the wind lifted the victim’s garment, and
this person then lifted it further.

However,

R W1 72 IRD DY

One is exempt if the victim deliberately remained
unclothed in public, because, as Rashi explains
TOPLIPRT "D

vl nan

He obviously does not care about his humiliation.

The Gemara inquires

w7

nm

W

Is one liable for humiliating a person who is sleeping, if he
subsequently dies before awakening, never realizing that
he had been humiliated?

The Gemara offers two explanations for the query:

1.

N7 ROIOD DIWD

75 n RM

RO’ 75

He is 109, because the liability for nwa is for embarrass-
ing his victim, and in this case, since he was never aware
ofthe incident, he did not suffer embarrassment? OR
NI R DY

PONR RN

He is 271, because the liability is for degrading him, and
he was belittled in people’s eyes?

2.

RI7PTT ROWD™D DD

Y D R

He is M9, because the liability for nwa is for embarrass-
ing his victim, which did not happen in this case? OR
nNoWN NW1A DIWN

He is 271, because the liability is also for causing embar-
rassment to his family, which did happen in this case?

290 - DY AR PManaa

However, Rp,r NNNT
oy IRNY 19D

NWI292IRY  pp NPHT RN KON
RN 70”9
One is exempt Oneis liable
if the victim deliberately the wind lifted
remained unclothed the victim’s garment,
in public and this person
then lifted it further
790N 1H7 119D
DE3 93 MO W

The Gemara inquires..

nn) 1O W12
2

Is one liable for humiliating a person who is sleeping,
if he subsequently dies before awakening,
never realizing that he had been humiliated?

The Gemara o/%wy two explanationy /or the query:

mwn NN RDID DIVH
NN MY MY N XM
DOTR KM (2) XRDIDM MY NN
The liability is for The liability for is for
DEGRADING EMBARRASSING

the victim the victim

Dywn RXDIOD MIVN
nwia RN PTT

nmown 2) MO M KRm

The liability is also for The liability is for
embarrassing embarrassing

HIS FAMILY THE VICTIM
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‘ The Gemara brings proof from a xnm12:
IR PR 27
nwI S W ORI wIN N L
nwIY PR IO
One is liable for humiliating a deaf-mute or a minor, but is
exempt for humiliating an insane person. Now, AN NN 999
now
T NWI P PR

There is no greater h}lmiliation than being insane; nmjw Ifbp\ W'\ﬂ
therefore, he is certainly exempt. ol el .“7 i,s ol Sa] Tn{, W

However,
R ROID’D 710

A minor does not grasp the import of his humiliation? 7 {
Clearly, one is NOT liable for o103, but for Rm>*t or nwa 20/ / Z
nnown? 5V 3¢ lp ;//f,&’ 774713 £O/o0 1P
Wr%or&,

hes i certainly exempt Clearly,
However, the Gemara rejects this proof & cert. oneis NOT l,labl e
0o Y MHIT
A mature child does get upset embarrassed by others. fOI‘ NOIOD,

but for xnivt
O nnNown nva

The Gemara rejects this proof

09%5"m N MNHIMT

A mature child
does get embarrassed by others

The Gemara continues explaining the Mishnah which
said

270 RDIOT IR WA

One is liable for humiliating a blind person. Rashi adds

o N> DD’ P) :3—)/4,/
M09 W W RO N 1 allml Aty
The Mishnah does not state that a blind person is exempt nYNs 1{7 "
for humiliating others, indicating I NP AN
477 U7V RDIO o Heis exempt S
He is also liable for humiliating others. e

for humiliating 0P H5
However, others MWD ENIE HMP
TR n;m’ 27 indicating
NWIIZ PR RDIO I
a7 disagrees, and maintains that he is exempt for ENSE b)”D
humiliating others. 390
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‘ The Gemara brings a list of other areas where nm729
exempted a blind person:
1.
IO AT 29 7R ) NOIS NTIN' 21 NN YPI
I 72T PP 72 NP9 27 Nn ]'n")) 17N
He is also exempt from exile, lashes, and the death
penalty, and the Gemara cites Pesukim to derive each of JT"Pl,r) 12°1N0)
these Halachos. NN 2°°MM)
2.

The Gemara cites Pesuleims
ty devive eachs % these Halachoy

IO AT I 7 )

7n2w DT 5

He is also exempt from all monetary laws, because the
Pasuk says

ORI DVOWKA DY O DRI P A7 P2 ATV I0OW
VOV W’ DT ORI 7902 NWW 9D

One is only bound by ovown if he is bound by the laws of NI NTIN' 27 NN Il
ital punish )
caplta punis ment. nﬂ]n:m D’J,T l,:n
3
o v ) o5 o i 1o i e b
TN DIORT RN 51 ' ' oo N
He is also exempt from all Mitzvos, because the Pasuk HBNH E"bgf??ﬁﬂ Bﬁ)
says
DOOWBI DR MR FOR) P00 W 1@ p7» 'é/C‘ 1 DR )0l 5
DM MENI N VOV VW I
. One is only obligated in mx3» if he is bound by the
monetary laws.

NLIS NTIN' 21 N I
NMN2 MMMKRN MEN 50N

Drbgiam D mins SeN)
PP M )l 0O 10l o

Therefore, 901 29, who was blind, said
" IORT IRD

AT 7270 705A PR : .
13275 R0 RPY RPTIY 790/ » 29, who wa blind, said
I will celebrate if the we do NOT rule like '3, and I .

AM obligated in mz», because IMNT XD

D0 RIVR D IR RITPON 97 DTN D DN I'N
I will thereby receive greater reward, as X1 °17 said

O MR DA |]31I] X210 XNI' X111y

IO MR IPRY D Iwill celebrate if the we do NOT rule like DT "
One who fulfills the mx» in which he is commanded
receives greater reward than one who fulfills Mitzvos
voluntarily.

and I AM obligated in mxn
because

190 NN T NN NIT{I9N DT

. /h/éy/) » said
NYIVIE NIXNAN 1M
NYIVI NIXNA 1I'RY MmN
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