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Intro

Today we will n”palearn n”z 97 of Xpp X212 noON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The four cases of

PPTIARDI

N0

A person is not liable for a damage that he caused indirectly.

1.

970 D5 1720 Sw yavn pana

Nvo

If someone threw another person’s coin into the Mediterranean
Sea;

2.

130 5w Yavn quUn

N

If a person ruined the impression on someone’s coin and it
became useless;

3,

17721 5 N0 MR DN

N

If a person cut the ear of someone’s cow, which is considered a
o, a blemish;

4.

1720 S0 oW qIwn

Nvo

If a person burned someone’s loan document, who now cannot
collect the loan;

R1IM 92127 27 says he would be 2’1 through pwy»w *27's concept
of

b 0N 12T

mMT I

Since the 70w that he burned was b o), the owner uses the
20w to collect the loan money, 7 3, it is considered as ifhe
actually burnt the loan money.

VWP 277 7772 RN 27 says he would be 1o even according to *27
nonY;

Because only regarding

PP IPYWY 7272

An item that was initially p»», and afterward was no longer
does he hold

i arAnniY)

MT NI

However

PP IIPY PRY 7272

An item that was never considered 11, such as a yow 9w

MT PP IR

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

noom YOV 20 P D

7395 oW P IR

If a person stole y»n and over Pesach it became X372 MK,
forbidden in all benefits, he may return the item as is to the
owner.

The discussion in whether this depends in the Machlokes
regarding

YOI 125 I 1IN

T IV RS

If an ox, while in the custody of a 1w, killed a person and was
sentenced to death. If the "W returned the ox to its owner, does
the "=mw need to pay for the W or not?

NN 1P PRY
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The four cases of
PR3 XN
MOD

[ 3 ) ]

Juwa axa qua ralin

nuv IMY TIX vaun vaun

manyy 1manvy manyy 1manYyvy

8 [1VA) 3 [1VA) vy YTy
19y

;9]/) P NP P) j@yd/

he would be: > f/wu?/b il 2’y concept af
PPN ONAN 927
MT PMHND

YO 237 D9 LY P) sayy
he woukd be 2166 even aa;or/m?/ 10 jrpl 723,

because yypl 3 only holdy

PONY OMN 2T PPN MDD 12T
MT PN IRY

mT MO
9272 9272
N NPV

MDD 1O 3 pran o
T8 oW % N

The discussion in whether

thiy /epm/j/ i the Wachlobes re?ar/m?/
1opa Ma% W Y
119 1A% nNb
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The Gemara cites four rulings of 127 that are based on the
concept of

MNOO PPYIARDN

A person is not liable for a damage that he caused
indirectly.

1.

127 IR

9730 D5 1720 5w yaon pmn

plieh!

If someone threw another person’s coin into the Mediterra-
nean Sea, he is not liable to pay for the coin. As the
Gemara explains, this is only

Poxa

79 RpPT

The water was clear and the coin can be seen. Therefore,
the p1 is 109 because he can claim;

TOPW YA R TR NI R

The coin is not lost.

And even though the owner must pay a diver to retrieve it,
this expense is only a 873, caused indirectly, and

NV PPYIARDN

However,

RS 5 1R RDT PoY

If the water was murky and the coin cannot be seen, the
P is 27n, because the coin is lost.

The Gemara adds that even 91532 he is Mo only if
PITR TIRT

The pn did not actually take the coin, but rather he
knocked it out of the owners hand and into the ocean.
However,

7T

If the 1 actually took the coin and threw it in, he is 2R
even though it was 5153, because

P IPIPY s

TAY°D Y2 NIVN

He became a 151 when he took the coin, and he is now
obligated to either return the actual coin or to compensate
the owner.
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Four rulings of n21 based on the concept of

MNOD PP RPN

A person is not liable for a damage
that he caused indirectly.

1

PRI W
71720 0% 17720 YW YaVH PNITH
MLVD

If someone threw another person’s coin into the Sea,
he is not liable to pay for the coin.

M9 TN XRPT PRI

The water was clear and the coin can be seen.

Therefore, the pr is d because he can claim;
MOPW DI N 0P NIV R
The coin is not lost.
And even though the owner must pay a diver to retrieve it,

DD PPTI2 RDIA

However,

R N9 7TNP ROT PNdY
If the water was murky and the coin cannot be seen,
the pair is ann, because the coin is lost.

The Gemara adds that even pmdxa he is o only if

MTR NMTRT
The p did not actually take the coin,
but rather he knocked it out of the owners hand
and into the ocean.

However,
T2 NOPY
Ifthe pyr actually took the coin and threw it in, he is
N even though it was pmby, because

N1 1M
T2 Y2 NAVWN

He became a 512 when he took the coin,
and he is now obligated to either return the actual coin
or to compensate the owner.
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2.

137 90N

17721 5w Yaovn qun

Nvo

If a person ruined the impression on someone’s coin and it
became useless, he is not liable to pay for the coin. As the
Gemara explains, this is only where

MW ROINPA T NNT

He pounded it with a hammer and the impression became
flattened. He is 1709 because

"R T2V R RAT

The actual silver content of the coin was not diminished.
And even though the coin became useless, this is only a
Rpand

MNOD PPTIARDI

However

NP9V ROV

Ifhe scraped off the impression with a knife, he is 271
because

7’701 °MonN

The silver content of the coin was diminished, and this is
actual damage.

3.

137 90N

1731 S 109 IR DN

Nvo

If a person cut the ear of someone’s cow, which is consid-
ered a 0, a blemish, he is not liable to pay for the damage,
because

RD?P RDO”PTINIO

TP R T2V RDT

The cow was not affected.

And even though the cow became disqualified for a
Korban?

The expense to acquire another animal if he wants to bring
a Korban is only a xi»7). But the value of the cow did not
change, because

MR I YIRS DI 1D

Most cows are not designated for Korbanos.

2
PRI I/
17°2N W Y2V VN
mMOd

If a person ruined the impression on someone’s coin
and it became useless, he is not liable to pay for the coin.

This is only where

MYID) RDIMNP MDOT

He pounded it with a hammer and flattened it

RIPDIVA RDMY TV RY RNT
If he scraped off the 17D XY
impression with a knife, The actual silver content
heis 271 because of the coin was not dimin-

MDD MDD ished. And even though
The silver content of the the coin became useless,
coin was diminished, and this is only a npa and

this is actual damage. DO ppp 02D NDII

3

PRI I/
17°2N YW 1NID IR DNRD
TMOD

If a person cut the ear of someone’s cow,
which is considered a b, a blemish, he is not liable
because

ND) ROPPTD MO
TP N5 Ty NOT

The cow was not affected.

And even though the cow became disqualified
for a Korban?
The expense to acquire another animal if he wants to
bring a Korban is only a Rp3a.
But the value of the cow did not change, because

N NI 1235 IRD DMWY nd1
Most cows are not designated for Korbanos.
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4.

127 DN

1730 Sw 1w 9N

Nvo

If a person burned someone’s loan document, he is not
liable to pay for the loan, because the 9w claims

91 IRP R 71 IORT

I only burned your piece of paper.

And even though the owner can no longer collect his loan,
this is only a X and

OO PPYIARDT

RN 92°1»°7 27 says however

1277 RN

N7 1327 pYRW 127 npbnn

127's Halachah of 7ow depends on the Machlokes of *27
ponpw and the 1320,

According to pynw 129

1720 5w 1w gMwn

7N

Because he holds

b 0N a7

T I

Since the 70w that he burned was a 15 o), the owner
uses the 70w to collect the loan, and now that he cannot
collect, ’»7 13, it is considered as if he actually burned
the loan.

While according to the 1127

1730 Sw 10w 9NN

Riieh)]

Because they hold

orS 0N 17

MT I IRD

It is not considered as if he actually burned the loan.
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4
DRI IME/
172N YW 1YW aMwVN
MOD

If a person burned someone’s loan document,
heis not liable to pay for the loan, because the 9w claims

P INDP R 1D INT
I only burned your piece of paper.
And even though the owner can no longer collect his loan,
this is only a nma and

7DD PpPMI2 RN

AP P N7 R M?A//wwe«/er
1327 PYNW 227 NPIYNN N2IT RN

n’s Halachah of Yow depends on the Machlokes of 127
oY and the )220.

According to the)p2) According to pppw 127

10V NN 10V NN
17°2N YW 17°2N YW
7MVD 2N

Because f/b@?/ hotd
NS oM 127
MT PPNd IRY
Itis NOT considered
as if he actually
burned the loan.

Because he holdy
PPN 0NN 927
mMT PMND
It IS considered
as if he actually
burned the loan.

U’ 227 D95 LD 2 disagreesy and
: WWZM//}W% holdy
172N YW 1VW HNVN
MVD
émaA&//)Wf Y on%/ holdy
PPN 2MN 2T PPN DMIN 12T
MT PN IRY MT OND
9272 9272
PPN 1P PRY PPN 1IPYWY
Such ay & 200 Suchay
100> 4o/ v I
PV 190G Ing £/
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The Gemara concludes;

DIAT RYPT PRTTIRD

R5PPH RIOW DT 72720

According to the opinion of X 17 that one is liable for
damages caused indirectly, the 9w must reimburse the
owner for the full value of the loan, because he caused the
loss of the loan.

MINT RIT PRTROTIRD

ROV RIINT P10

According to the opinion that one is NOT liable for
damages caused indirectly, the 9mw does NOT reimburse
the owner for the value of the loan. He can claim that he
only burned the piece of paper.

The previous Mishnah taught

1o977 Y5V 721 PN O

7195 75w 75 MR

If a person stole y»r and over Pesach it became 77ox
nxin3, forbidden in all benefits, he can return the item as
is, because

RITIPIIPRY W

NPWA IR R

The 151 did not acquire the item as the change was not
discernable, the actual item did not change, only its status
changed.
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The Gemara concludes;

PRT NOT RN PRTT IRD
MNAT RIT MNAT R1T
N2 2220
RIOW MT
RMYN
He must reimburse
the full value
of the loan

172 7220

N7 M7
NNHYY2

He can claim
that he only burned
the piece of paper

The previous Mishnah taught...

MODM YO 22 pan ot
71185 15w "9 MmN

If a person stoleynn

and over Pesach it became NR2N2 DN,
he can return the item as is

Because
XId 11 11XV '11'Y
"n'viamig X7
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R7OM 27 suggests that this is actually a Machlokes
regarding

5Ya A% 1N

T IV IR

If an ox, while in the custody of a 9w, killed a person and
was sentenced to death, which makes it 7x372 77OR. If the
I returned the ox to its owner, the Xpp Xin holds

TN IPR

The 9mw is not considered to have returned it, because it
has no value, and he’s liable to compensate the owner.
apy 27 disagrees and says

DT IAIDROD IR

WA POYIS I 1IN

Even after Bais Din sentenced the ox, if the 9w returned
it to its owner, it is considered returned and he is not liable
to compensate the owner.

The Gemara initially assumes that the Machlokes is based
on the following:

The x»p Rin holds

NAMIPRIVIAN

Because

IRITNOR PIIR PR

1195 Hw N

A person cannot return an item that is now worthless, and
therefore regarding

Ao97 Y5V 21 1o i

TOTN NYWD DYVN

He must pay the higher value of the time they were stolen,
and he cannot return the actual y»n for the same reason.

While 1)’ »27 holds

WINDIPINA

Because

7395 PO M ARITNORA PIVIN

A person can return an item that became forbidden in all
benefits if it is still in its original state, even though it's
now worthless; and therefore regarding

o977 POV 7201 1om S

7195 5w D IR

He can return the actual y»n as is.
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£70p P £
thiy iy wfwﬂ?/ a Wachlobes r%ar/m?/
1O A2 W YN
9T AN NS

If an ox, while in the custody of a YW, killed a person
and was sentenced to death, which makes it "NJnN2 DN

Zf the Yyl retwrned the ox ty ity owner...

PPY’ PI

11T R0 AN

:,&’M’) tﬂ
MEIND AN

1opa5 M 1M
S e lT

Because
['IIIX 'X
I oxa
1199 1Yw

W%/m re?ar/m?/
POOD /W WY J‘//) gg
25> /> plly

Becawse The
[FIIX
NI NO'X3
1199 19w 1 initiallly

W%am re?ar/m?/
PO /W 2PY) J‘//) gg
,yc)/;ﬁ 9 /) Wt

Gemars
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127 says that this is not necessarily so. Perhaps, all
generally agree that

195 150 7 IRIT VORI PIDIN

And they all agree with our Mishnah regarding

1097 YOV 721 PP A

7195 15w 171 IR

Because as Rashi explains,

Y NR RPDP RNORT

The 213 did not actually cause the y1r1 to become J1OR.

However, they disagree regarding 5poin mw for another
reason:

The x»p Rin holds

T IPRIPINN

And the "mw is liable for compensation, because

R DTNV

The 1w, who brought the ox to Bais Din, actually caused
the ox to become MoK, because

N SVIPT IR PR

7192 ROR

Bais Din does not sentence the ox if it is not present. And,
RIRD 5 RIpWH MR

He could have hidden the ox.

While 2y’ 221 holds

WM IPINN

And the "™ is not liable for compensation, because
NI RDPDT RV

The 9w who brought the ox to Bais Din did not cause the
ox to become 7OR, because

N SVIPT IO

1191 R>W

Bais Din does sentence the ox even if it is not present.
And

1192 ROW RITY 77 79093 17 100 PO 10

Bais Din would have sentenced it anyway.

N2) says that this is not necessarily so..

Ferhaps, aﬂ?memﬂ%agrw that
1199 719¥ 113 axXaa "IoXa X

And f/b@?/dﬂﬁ?/@& with our Wishnah re?ar/m?/
nNuvi 1y 12vi Yun 7ia

1197 19¥ 1117 MIX
D95 DD HMN HNDH7

They disagree regarding Ypuia nv
for another reason:

APy PI

AN iata
Riig)ia)

Because
XIT1 X907 Xg'iil
because
NV Y 1177 p1IIA
MyaxIv

And
U U
XI'T7 17 Y19 i M
191 xXyv
Baiyy Din woukd have
sentenced it angway
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:/.’/\f) /:J//)
imMinta
mlightaRM

Becawse
NI @72 X'l
because
NV Y 177 P3na X
MY XIX
And,
Yy xapvn ain
XWXy
H& cow&//m/&
hidden the ox
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