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Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 3% 97 of Xp X212 N>, and on
Amud Bais we'll begin the ninth Perek, o3y Sman.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah'’s Halachah of

D37 IR 93V T DR VOP Y IR RDO IDING

M00Y 1"y

R

If a person told someone to inflict damage upon him, such
as blind my eye, chop off my hand, or break my foot, if the
other person did so, even if the P11 stipulated that the 1
shall be exempt, the P11 is still liable to pay.

However,

YT ORIV MOI IR VIR

MO DY P

If the pr1 told the 11 to inflict damage upon his property,
such as tear my shirt or break my jug, and the pi3
stipulated that the p’1» shall be M9, the prin is wo.

The first Mishanah of the ninth Perek:

93 [RWYI DRY ST

D722 IRV DX

700 YWD DwN

If a person stole wood or wool and made it into a utensil
or garment, he keeps the object itself and only pays for
their value at the time of the theft, because

aap Y

The 15% acquired the item through ", a physical change.

N5 WNIPRY PV

A change that is not reversible, such as raw wood that the
on treated, all agree that this is considered a nyw.

R177 107925 N0 W

A change that is reversible, such as wood fashioned into a
"5, which can be dismantled, there is a Machlokes as to
whether this is considered a »»w or not.

nh

Wool that was only processed, but not dyed or woven into
a garment, in some cases this is considered a 7w, and in
other cases this is not considered a "yw.

Wax
Wool that was dyed, in some cases this is considered a
"W, and in other cases this is not considered a "yw.

Rashi cites the Gemara above 1”0 97 that the source for
R 1w is from the Pasuk

51 IR AN DR WM

He shall return the object that he stole.

And the superfluous words 5 7w teach

PP 50w PYI DR

MW 'Y RHHYI DT IRD DN

Only if the object was still in its original form, must the 21
return the actual object; but if it is not in its original form,
he keeps the object itself and only pays for its value,
because

R Y
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah continues

D37 IR 72w ST IR VORIV DR KOO IR,

2N

If a person told someone to inflict damage upon him, such
as blind my eye, chop off my hand, or break my foot; if the
other person did so, he is liable to pay for the damages.
005 1Y

2N

Even if the pv1 stipulated that the 11 shall be exempt, the
mn s still liable.

However,

YTO ORIV MOD DR VIR

N

If the pr1 told the > to inflict damage upon his property,
such as tear my shirt or break my jug, it depends;

If the pv1did not stipulate that the 1o shall be 09, the
P is 2.

0% 1Y

MO

If the pv1did stipulate that the 1 shall be 7109, the p1n is
indeed M9, because the pr was Smn, he forgave him.,

The Mishnah continues:

5o WRS 19 WY

271005 M HY

MHP PN P

If a person told someone to inflict damage upon another
person, even if was only to his property, and he stipulated
that the 1o shall be 7109, in all cases the p o is 277,
because he cannot be bm another person’s damage, and
the 1 was not Smn.
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Al p
If a person told someone to inflict damage upon him,
such as blind my eye, chop off my hand, or break my foot;

if the other person did so,
he is liable to pay for the damages.

29 - NS By
Lven % f/b@/’)j] ﬁWe&/?‘W f/b&/w)'/«/i/mﬂé& W,
z‘/w/zvj// i still liable.

Y12 NN 2% - N0 DR PP
mablp
Ifthe pma told the pmo to inflict damage upon his property,
such as tear my shirt or break my jug, it depends;

Ifthe pra did not stipulate that the o shall be wo,
themmp isann.

ND - ek B

Mo LIRY 13 ey
Nwaeh NI Sy
WM 13 1DV P2 - 3NN

If a person told someone to inflict damage upon
another person, even if was only to his property,
and he stipulated that the pmn shall be 2o,
in all cases the i is 2,
because he cannot be bmin another person’s damage,
and the pra was not bmp.
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The Gemara asks

ROD RIW 'R KW RIV 'R
Why in the Xw

DY DR RPO

NVOH 'Y

mn

Even though the pi1 forgave the w3, he is still 27m?
And in the xo©

O DR VIR

Mo Py

piloh)

Heis w9

The Gemara also cites a Xn»12 which seems to contradict
the Xw 1 by stating;

JYRD 107

M0ob N Sy

NVo

If the pr1agreed to be hurt, the 1 is exempt from
compensating him for his 7z, his pain.

Now, the o0 of the mwn is understood simply:

He's mv9, because

M HY Smn oIR

A person will sometimes forgive a monetary obligation.
However, regarding the Xw» of the miwn, the Gemara
offers three explanations:

1.

N1 says; he's 27m, because

W 07AR WRTHY S TR PR

A person does not forgive damage to his body; and we
assume that his statement 71095 1"y was not sincere.
However, in the Braisa he’s 1109, because

Y3 5y S 0IR

A person does sometimes accept and forgive
compensation for his pain.
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2

RDD RIW RN RWM RIW RN

Why in the nw»
MY NR RPD  YMOD NR YIP
TMVDY N”Y TMNVDY N”Y
2N 7MVD

Even though the pm
forgave the pm,
he is still 2nn?

And in the noD

10 5y SN DTN

NP
< 298D 2190
VDY NN HY
7MVD

Ifthe pra agreed to be hurt, the pm is exempt

AR

&

AN NONM NOD
2JVXD 210N 7Y RNO YMDD YIp
TNVDY N”Y  MNVDY N”Y NVDY N”Y

TMOD 2N OO

5mp DTR
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5Mip DTR PN
DMAN WR) by
A person doess b

We assume that
hiy statement
wad not sincere.

Somefimey

and forgive for
ozt
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2.
RVWIR 1 explains; he's 20
nnown 0o DYUN

RNYWIR "7 holds

1DV OI2R "WRT 5P Hmn 0TR

A person does sometimes forgive damage to his body.
However, physical damage also causes embarrassment to
his family, and they were not Smn.

However, in the Braisa’s case, he’s 1109, because his
acceptance of pain does not cause MOwWH DIO.

3,

A 727 says
DI RITW W
72 RITW IRS W

1nv a7 also holds

1DV OI2R "WRT 5P Hmn 0TR

However, 1307 21 explains the Xw» of the Mishnah
differently:

The pridid not say

1D DR RPO

M0oH Py

Y ou may hurt me, and you shall be exempt.

Rather the pv1 said

PV IR RO

Y ou may hurt me.

And the > asked;

M0oH »'Y?

Will I be exempt?

Upon which the P11 responded sarcastically, “YES?“

In this case the 11 is 27n, because when he speaks
sarcastically, YES is understood as NO, and the 1 was
not 5mn him.

Conversely, if the pis answered sarcastically, “NO?“ it is
understood as YES, and the pri was Srn him even for
DIIR WN.

Rashi points out that the same applies to the 9’0 of the
Mishnah regarding 11, or the Braisa regarding 73, that
it depends on how he said it.

Therefore, according to 30y »27;

The xw™), where he’s 27, can only be explained in a case
of where the pv1 gave him a sarcastic “Y es?*

However, that Xo°0 and the Xn»73, where he’s 109, can be
explained in one of 3 cases:

1. He gave him a sarcastic “No?“

2. He gave him a straight “Yes“

3, The pry made the complete statement

RUR{ Ry

T0ob N Sy

which is certainly a straight “Y es;“ that you shall be
exempt;

517 279 1PV 737

We have B“h completed the eighth Perek of x> 811 noon,
and will now begin the ninth Perek, o'sp S1n, B'ezras
Hashem.
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Zugt Di Mishnah

D5 IRV D8Y YN

DT ROV IO

AYNN NYWI DU

If a person stole wood or wool and made it into a utensil
or garment, he keeps the object itself and only pays for its
value at the time of the theft, because

P v

A physical change changes the object’s status, and the >t
acquired the item through the n»w.

772 MYwn 70 O

T YL S

Ifhe stole a pregnant cow, and while in the 113's posses-
sion it gave birth, or he stole a sheep laden with wool, and
the 1513 sheared its wool

795 NN A9 T 0YWn

b nTown SN ™

The 15 pays only the value of a pregnant cow, or ofa
sheep laden with wool, 750371 nyw>, but he keeps the maw,
the additional value of a live calf or of cut wool, because
R v

The 151 acquired the naw of the calf and wool through the
nw of 77 and v,

DafHachaim.org

'Yy ‘grup

| DT NP
o moman npws oben

He keeps the object itself and only pays
for its value at the time of the theft

P e
A physical change changes the object’s status, and the
1512 acquired the item through the now.

o g DO
W N
anrs

:”3" N MY S

If he stole a pregnant cow,
and while in the)51a’s possession it gave birth,
or stole a sheep laden with wool, and then sheared its wool

a5 R 9D e aben
1ad AP SR M

The )51 pays only the value of a pregnant cow,
or of a sheep laden with wool, n>Tan nywo,
but he keeps the naw,
the additional value of a live calf or of cut wool,

AP
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77 PER 772NN 779 SN

MINIDER MIYLN S

oW NYws Bbwn

If he stole a bare animal, and while in the }513's possession
the cow became pregnant and gave birth, and the sheep’s
wool grew in and he sheared it, he pays only the value of a
cow and sheep 120 nyw», but he keeps the complete
value of the calf and wool for himself, because

np Y

The 51 already acquired the naw of the calfand wool
through the nyw of 112y and nryv.

And the Mishnah concludes

5N YW PrOWn 0510 92 S m

The Gemara mentions a contradiction:

Our Mishnah states

PR D92 RO D73

RS 190

Only if he both processed the wood and then made it into
autensil it is considered a "y, but if he only processed
the wood, it is not considered a 71w, and

PR DT ROV IO

RO 1125

Only if he both processed the wool and then made it into a
garment, but if he only processed the wool it is not
considered a rw

While in a Braisa it states

oW R

P MR

moUn NYwI oHwn

Even if he only planed and smoothed the wood or
whitened the wool, this alone is considered a nrw?

Dedicated By:
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If he stole a bare animal,
and the cow became pregnant and gave birth,
and the sheep’s wool grew in and he sheared it,

He pays only the value of a cow and sheep n»1an now>,
but he keeps the complete value of the calf and wool.

nnp W

And the Mishnah concludes

2ot 9o 55am
o npws Pebwn

ANp 9@,/
Ny Y1) XY H1a
197V PR 0790 IRV
1229 MmN ST XY 19w
nywd nbwn But if he only processed the

nbtln wood, it is not a n»w

Even if he only planed M ST
and smoothed the wood PR D722 IRV

or whitened the wool, 1) ]]37'}

this alone is But if he only processed the
considered an»v wool it is not anyw

P

9
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. The Gemara offers two explanations
1.
"IN says, the Braisa and our Mishnah refer to different @
types of nyw: o~y
?9%1?21}83 discusses The Braisa and our Mishnah refer to different types of nyw:
1\3’3;17_‘ "}‘1793 The Braisa discusses Our Mishnah discusses
ichisa
RI7 7732 WINIPRY W ]9’\”1 Xy n’bg ]Rw}n XYy
A change which is not reversible, and therefore a ]J:’b] M ]’D]'QJD 0Ny
RIVNRT W o He stol th wood
NRT ) Whichisa e stole smooth wood,
Which is certainly nnp; .
and made a utensil; or
NN 1DNR Y 5 )
While our Mishnah discusses NI D”)Jb 0722 ]RU}’] IR
?;;ggigw Not reversible, MV N2
He stole wood that was already smooth, and made a and therefore a He stole spun WOOI’. an.d
utensil; or NDMINT W made a garment; which is a
DT IRWDI I Which is certainly nap; M2 Mnn ww
;;O 773313 L read o hrend. and mad and therefore it is merely a
e stole wool that was already spun 1nto thread, and made
a garment; P2OT WY
Whichisa
O Howeven Neyertheless,
This change IS reversible, since the *>> and the 731 can be the Braisa holds our Mishnah holds
. taken apart; and therefore it is merely a ) DT W ) DT W
PITY
Nevertheless, our Mishnah holds that )D”.)Db mnnn n )p

P P1297 Y N 1N

However, the Braisa holds
25 ™A N7 Y
IR PR
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2.

"WR 17 says the Braisa and our Mishnah are both referring
to the same thing;

ROVIIRT MPW

725 N IPRY

And

055 [RWDI D'3Y

AND

19V D'RY

Both mean that he stole raw wood, and by smoothing it he
fashioned it into a

N1, a pestle, which is a'5>;

And

D732 JRWYY WO

AND

125

Both mean that he stole shorn wool, and pressed it into
o2y, a felt cloth, which is not reversible

However, as Rashi explains, the Braisa and our Mishnah
both agree that

1277w

7325 NN

PPN

The Gemara proceeds with another contradiction

The Braisa here holds that p2'5 is a w;

While a Mishnah in /1 noon regarding 7 n’wx1 holds
that p2°5 is not a nrw?

The Gemara offers three explanations

1.

»IRN says, this is actually a Machlokes:
V1w a7 holds that it is a nrw;

And the omom hold that 125 is not a 1w,

]1:"? isa MY

P2 isa NPOW

DafHachaim.org

@

/& RY)
the Braisa and our Mishnah are both referring
to the same thing;

RNDPNXRT MY
11925 0N 1DIRWY
And

090 IRV DIRY
AND

1271 DORY
Both mean that he stole raw wood,
and by smoothing it he fashioned it into a
IND1, a pestle, which is a b>;
And

MR :
| D722 IRWM)
AND

122> 0N
Both mean that
he stole shorn wool,
and pressed it into wny,
a felt cloth, which is not reversible

However, a Rashis explaing;, the Braisa and owr
Wighnah both agree that
12 MNN PT W
NI 1PN

The Braisa here The Mishna by
holds that 12N MWN) holds

]12’5 isnota 2117®

//pt

@

This is actually a Machlokes:

pYNY 1279 D"OON
holds that holds that

]13"7 isnota 2117Q®
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2.

N17 says, perhaps both our Braisa and the Mishnah are 17
P, and in the Braisa pa'> is a "»w because

Kzinicaakvaival

He combed the wool with a utensil;

While in the Mishnah p2°5 is not a 7w, because

101 3017

He merely combed the wool with his hand.

3.

IR 92 X1 27 says, the Braisa and Mishnah may concur
with either p»w *27 and the ©»om, and in the Braisa 25
is a W because

”1923 77207

The wool was processed with sulfur;

While in the Mishnah p2°5 is not a 7w, because

M N

The wool was processed without sulfur.

DafHachaim.org

£P)

@

Both our Braisa and the Mishnah are ponw 127

N2 isa MW

The Braisa
N2%Y isa NPW

The Mishna
]13"? isnota MY
Because
138y P37
H@WJ com%e/ the
wool withy Wiy hand,

'/’)/ Jo 3)’/’)70?

/Ip)e jp t///) /p)

&)
Both the Braisa and Mishnah may concur
with either pypW 127 and the DON
The Braisa The Mishna
P2 isa NPW N isnora NPW
Because
/P D7//H>

The wool was oM

WW%&W

7/IRD D’IRIF
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The Gemara now questions a contradiction in pYy»w 27
In the previous Braisa py»w *27 holds that p2' is a nrw;
While in another Braisa

YW I DI IR AT 12 PYPY 120

WA

NPV IR

Dyeing the wool is nota w.

The Gemara asks

NPW NI R YW *175 PIAX ROV

NPw NI NH

If dyeing the wool is not considered a 1w, whitening it is
certainly nota w?

The Gemara offers two answers:

1.

MR says

W7 RTOR 1327 R RWP RS

W’T RIOR AT 12 WM RA

There is a Machlokes oxin in py»w *17's opinion.

2.

N17 says there is no Machlokes,

VIR IRV

NOX Y 1avab 5157 YRIN

V23 is not a "W because we're discussing a dye which can
be removed, but p2'> is a 1w, because the change is not
reversible.

Of course a vax such as

IR RSP

92V RYT

Which cannot be removed, is certainly a "rw;

Dedicated By:
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In another Braisa
Wik D3/ 3 I 7P)
S pry

NPW NN XY 1YaN

Dyeing the wool is not anyw.

P4

NPW NN R PYNW 22799 YIR RNWD
NPW NN NH

The Braisa here
S 73
holds that

N2 isa NOW

@

Pl

RO XY
NTIN? 12 ©O”I KRN

1229 8N

W77 R2HX W77 R2HX

@

AP
There is no Machlokes,

VAN 2IRW)
NOX 7Y 17172905 5107 NN

DIN isnotan»w because
We're discussing a dye which can be removed,

But pb is an»w, because the change is not reversible.
Of course avax such as

72D ROT - )R Rbp

Which cannot be removed, is certainly a n»w;
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