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Today we will 7”valearn 3197 of pv23 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah's Halachah regarding

JOIMM VTN RDODA

MN0O NV

271 72

If he did this unintentionally, he is not liable for the
damages, if he did this intentionally, he is liable for the
damages.

I NI op

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

I T op

The 911 WY absolves him of the Spi waw.

However,

NHA WY DR Op WY DT OR

If the 5 winy was incurred before the 7mn W, he
receives both punishments, because the 1m0 wnw
CANNOT absolve him of a pre-existing wiy;

And the 5p vy CANNOT absolve a 7n wiw.

The Machlokes regarding

PRV PN

iahRal

If a person commits a damage that is not discernible, the
actual item did not change, only its status changed, is he
liable for the P or not?

The Machlokes regarding

T IOR NV 10IP

Whether the Chachamim initiated a ©3p even for a Mw, to
prevent a person from doing it 713, or not?

The Machlokes of maw nwyn;

When one is 72 naw 5omn, transgresses Shabbos
intentionally, for example, if he Shechts or cooks, there is
a 0”5 1R MOR, it is forbidden to be eaten forever.
There is a Machlokes whether the naw nwyn NoR applies
onlytoa

T oreven to a v

And whether the 17o°x applies only to

1, to the one who transgressed, or

DINR 1Y, it applies to others as well.
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regarding

01 1INV TN
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The Machlokes
regarding

T'TN IUX A2V 10];]

The Machlokes of
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

RPOMN

If a person made another person’s Terumah Xi>v; or
vRInm

He mixed Terumabh into a person’s P> and it thus became
forbidden to a X7, who must now sell it to a Kohen for a
cheaper price; or

Jomm

He made another person’s wine 701 17, and it's now
forbidden to benefit from it;

MNOO NV

pikiniativen]

If he did this unintentionally, he is not liable for the
damages. If he did this intentionally, he IS liable for the
damages.

The Gemara first explains the case of Jon:

17 says

wHH JOIN

He actually poured someone else’s wine for 777 7m2y.

ORIV says

290

He mixed wine that was already 701 1 into a person’s
kosher wine. However,

Jom

NV TMIOR

He is pmbwnn moo because of

Prn T op

The 7w 290 of 777 7712 exempts him from the o arn of
paying for the damages.

While 271 holds that

277 T3 oM

Because

3PT NI A020 DYWD

PO INVVW TV 7 RS 1W931 270NN

The pm>wn 2rn for 751 was incurred immediately when
he picked up the flask of wine, while n°» 20 for 771 Y
was incurred only when he performed the 770°3; in which
case he is not P>wnn 0 M09, because,

7y 2772 75 Op applies only where

TOARD O°R1 ]’D]b'@ﬂ] ann

The nr» arn and pombwn 2rn are incurred simultaneously.

T3

PRTRm

'yg/‘/
NRBRA

Made Mixed noNN Made

another person’s
wineDJ

into a person’s
=2 Terumah RDD

another person’s

M2 w2

Ay

Hoplsage

avn
He mixed wine
already Dy »
into a person’s
kosher wine

However,
glei)a
TTN 179X

1109
Bmwwo%

D’//O/D
3\)] '/1/ DPIZA
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Now regarding the Mishnah'’s Halachah i1 explains as
follows;

271 T TR TAR 7NN 12T

RNIRTH the P10 is 271 regardless of whether he did it
W1 or TN, because

IRV PPN

PYRNY

One is liable even for damages that are not discernible -
and in all these cases the damage is 12’1128, since the food
did not change physically, only its status changed.

However, the 1127 initiated that

MN0O NV

Because

TPV T

So that the 1 should notify the pv1 that his item became
TON;

However

2107

Because

P10 R PR ROWA

5 YT R MTIN?

If the p1» harmed the >3 intentionally, he certainly would
notify him of the pri.

10 7 disagrees and says

TU TARIINY TOR 7NN 927

pieh)

RIIRTH the person is 1o regardless of whether he did it
W1 or TN, because

IRV PP

PYI TN RS

One is NOT liable for damages that are not discernible.
However, the Chachamim initiated a ©p for a 7,
because

1730 S PII0 RIDOMY T TARY TAR 53 R ROW

IR N IR

A person should not intentionally be X»>vn someone else’s
Terumah and be mos.
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Regarding the Mishnah’s Halachah...

Dpsn explaing

AT MmN AT

TNOD ANW2 AW TR
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2N T°TN2
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SN AP '/D/j/t/@éa
.?3)//)/;/// ,é/)//?/,é
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. After some proofs are refuted, the Gemara cites a Mishnah . .
in Masechta Xnp X131 as proof that The Gemara cites a Mishnah as proof that
IIIPRY PN , (-
POTW RY PrN MY RO 7101 1NY prn...
The Mishnah states
5001 YL M
NRBO AN P p- \')/é/\/

nooa oY M Ynn

7105 oW I IR ‘705” - IJ:E?D ‘7”

If a person stole a coin, and it then became worthless; or

Terumah and it then became Xnv, or he stole y»r and kept DNRLN - AN
it over noo and it is now forbidden to eat;
' ) -
In all these cases the 15t can return the actual item, even ncbn 1 ‘71’ ﬂ:vj ?nn
though it has no value, because, as Rashi explains the
Pasuk states 1‘7 N

DT TR DTN DR DO

The 151 returns the item that he stole if it is in its original
form;

MINWINR? M

And these items remained unchanged

7115 oW

SHS ~oR Sviin mx
OIED H5 M
However, if we are to say that
IIPRY PN

PYaTnY

The >t would have to reimburse the St for the full value, X It must be

and he cannot return the actual item that lost its value, Ifwe say the Mishnah holds
. because as Rashi explains

P11 7275 bwnp DI NRY P D1 1INRY TN

DRW I RN -~ =

He is not returning the item in the same state as when it pTa Y Prin n'ny N3

was stolen, because these items WERE changed, albeit The )br 3 would have to

through 1108w p7. .

Therefore it must be that the Mishnah holds reimburse the 12

493 WKW pYA for the full value

PYn Y RS

RO 937 95 OOEND
StE Ono HN
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The Gemara goes on to suggest that this Machlokes is
possibly a o’rin n>mn in the following Braisa:

JOIDM VT RDODN

271 T TIRIANY TR

PRY 12727

R» 27 holds that the 13 is 271 regardless of whether it
was done Aw1 or 7M.

1mm 27 disagrees and says as does our Mishnah

NVO MW

27172

The Gemara at this point believed that the reasoning
behind both npmn is the same:

R 217 holds that even 271 xw3, because

IIIPRY PN

PV ITDY

However, he disagrees with our Mishnah in that the 1329
did not initiate MO MW,

While 7717 27 holds 109 »w3, because

IR PN

PYRTNY RS

And the Chachamim initiated a ©3p only for a 71, but not
foramw.

The Gemara answers that this is not necessarily so; they
both agree that

IIIPRY PPN

PYRITPY RS

But they disagree in the concept of

T IOR NV 10IP

Whether the Chachamim initiated a ©3p even for a 1w to
prevent a person from doing it 711n2?

PR» 27 holds

2nmwa

Because

T IOR NV 10IP

While 7727 holds

NVO MW

Because

T TOR MW 10IP RD

NBD 22

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara suggests
this Machlokes is a DR DMdNH

:)gJ)IOP

O3 PR NN
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2 T2

PN 21
AN AN
21 T AN

The Gemara at this point
believed the reasoning is...

70 1I'RY ITN
PrN MY X3

D INRY IMN
Pprnnny

X

7@ both agree that
P52 I /2 y [l P5>

But they disagree in the concept of
T'TN UK 221V 10);]

AT 29 N2 29

AN AN

2N 2% TR RN

AV 1033 X7
T'TN IUX

AAIY 10377
T'TN 10X
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. The Gemara now cites a Braisa that is seemingly a
contradiction of both xR 217 and i 27: o
naWwa 5w XINT :
5IR? RY 711 HIR w2 P
? E4
TRY 27727 T

If a person cooks on Shabbos, 7’x» 171 holds that if it was ﬂ:W: ‘7?4’)3?3:'[

done »wa the food may be eaten even on Shabbos, but if

it was done 7131 the food may not be eaten until after
Shabbos. AN A9 PND 29

A7 *27 disagrees and says byl bl /vl

AW ORIIND HIN w2

%Y IR R T nay ’&21?:‘7 ‘7:&" ‘73&’

w3, the food may be eaten only after Shabbos, and 7133,

the food may never be eaten. '[’T?D: ﬂ’”::
PRDITTR PR 2T RUPR n’n&‘v s:xq ss 5:&’ Ns

AT 2R AT 02T RUP
In this Braisa 7~ 27 holds that there is NO o1p for a »w,
while in our Mishnah he holds that there IS a ©3p for a

mwz . D3/ PIZ £GP 2 VAN DI D
And in this Braisa 77 27 holds that there IS a o3p fora 2

2w on Shabbos, while in our Mishnah he holds that there P3/7 PIF VN PIPE
is NO o1p for a mw? AN7TIP
The Gemara reconciles both, as follows: -lolnn‘ vn-":l-n NRBRA
Regarding vxn 27
® A 929 S 139
03 RY RIIRTA
He holds »w jyo1p only for a 13177 170°R, because, as Rashi
cxplains NLD AN AN AN

PIPR 2% D190 AT :“n -K’w:: :“n -”w: -inxj

The Chachamim'’s regulations need to be strengthened.
Therefore, in our Mishnah’s case of 75’1 1Rw pvi1 Rebbe
Meir holds

2110V

Because this is a 13277 WON; D’JP Rb 2 D’JP D
However, 133173 133113

AW 0Ip RS for a RNVIIRT NO'R, because FR)3 PIO)O 1IPF
PN PYIR PR &9 Vot PISP /o:b’
Therefore, regarding nawa bwani Rebbe Meir holds

5N w3

Because this is a Rn”IRT NOR; Rn,"nx'r: Rn,,11x73

777 27 however holds vice versa
1772 0P KD 3 D’JP 0? ]p )
O RIPINT
He holds »w jroip Y for a 13277 MoK, because, as Rashi Ly e PISP 13 it
explains
2P TR TT
Itis less stringent
Therefore in our Mishnah’s case of 92’3 1Rw pvi1 Rebbe
Y ehuda holds
MNVO W
Because this is a 13277 WON;
However w jyo1p for a Rn»IRT MR, because,
‘ PR NOR TAVT
It is more stringent.
Therefore, regarding n1wabwani Rebbe Yehuda holds
maw ReMH HIR w3
Because this is a Rn”IRT NOR;
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However, the Gemara cites an exception to the rule
according to R 27, based on the following Braisa
regarding one who plants on naw or during NV HW:

APV TN DR ANV N2V YOIA

APV TN PNV P DYV

PRD17727T

Regarding Shabbos 7x1» 27 rules like his general opinion
WA OIP RY RAVIRTA

But regarding n°»’aw, Rebbe Meir rules

AW OIP RN7IINTD

The Gemara explains that °»2w is unique in that the
Chachamim did initiate a ©3p because of one of two
reasons.

1.

v P SRV 300

N5 PIn PRI

The ©3p is necessary because due to the Halachos of 157w
v there is a need to keep track of the years, which will
bring to the fore the fact that it was planted in the Shmit-
tah year. This will cause people to become lax in the
observance of TopY.

However, there is no need to keep track of the day of the
week it was planted; and therefore the fact that it was
planted on Shabbos will not be remembered.

2.

YW Yy SR 1TOMm

mnawn Sy TN X

The o3> is necessary because people are somewhat lax
about 7v'»W, but are not lax about naw.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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The Gemara cites
an exception to the rule

according to YND 129

R4 ia)h iy
DYy
A2 2 AaNwa A
Py

nawva
aYPY A2
PP T2

N 29 Y929

Like

ANIETR
I oyp

W@Z o/m‘m‘zm/
ANIEP
1 oy &/

INWY NoN
n'vavi am
nnaYT am 'N
2
TN ITYN)
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