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Intro

Today we will Be*H learn 7% 97 of X912 X212 noomn. 11’:n'? n’ﬂ’g .‘D]Dn

Some of the topics we will learn about include:

15 Mo IR n’glb N: DR
If one person sells produce to another, the buyer consents

toa cegtain amounf of undesirable material rrilixed in, or to 1513 nN nDJD
a certain percentage of inferior produce.

However,

mo1b X1 DR

D19 DR 791

If there is an excess of undesirable material mixed in, the
buyer may remove all the impurities and only pay for the
net volume left.

NDIP < RIT

The Gemara discusses whether
RIT

This is the letter of the law, OR
ROIp

This is a penalty, and contrasts this ruling with several
related cases:
1

ob

:ng]wjm D) iy nRvR ) n ND l’:

Regarding o'X5>;

Ifeag;:wlg%;r:irf contains a full quarter-2p of another type 1n N ]’DD )’:11 n: w’w

of grain mixed into it;

There’s a n5m whether one must reduce the amount to
under a quarter-2p before planting, or if he must
completely separate out all of the other grain in order to
avoid transgressing the prohibition of ’x52.

2.

TAR HIRITROTW DWW

If two people entrusted the same person with some
money, and both claim that the larger sum is theirs;
There’s a np>nn whether the entire sum, or only the

disputed sum, remains with a third party until the truth is

determined. Tl’:!ﬂ 1: \’J’\’J "IU\’J
3,

171 wvw vw

If one who lends with 29, There’s a n5mn whether he
can use the document to claim the principal.

TNR YRR 1T'PONHY DNW
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

AN MY NN

If one person sells grain to another,

oY Sapn moan

AROS NONL YN

The buyer must accept up to a quarter-1p of undesirable
material per TR0 of grain mixed into it, because as the
Rashbam explains;

NOWY YA 12 DY 177 IRIAN DNOT

It is normal for it to have this amount of impurities.

Similarly,

D7INN

5 Hapn

ARPY MYMINN oY

He must accept up to ten percent of wormy figs.

5w 9N

ARDY MO WY Y5V Hapn

He must accept up to ten percent of sour wine barrels in a
wine cellar; and

b DIpIp

ARPY MY’ WY YHY Sapn

In the p7w area, a buyer must accept up to ten percent of
inferior kegs.

DafHachaim.org

YN
19'315 M9 MR

If one person sells grain to another,
Yoy Hap Mt v
MINDY PO PN

The buyer must accept up to a quarter-ap
of undesirable material per nRD of grain mixed into it,

because ay the Rashbam WM
DONY D3 D3 HPDD D97 OM3H OHP7
Tt iy normal for i to have thiy amount of impurities
Similarly,
QUND
oy Hapia
mnnb mynm ey

He must accept up to ten percent of wormy figs.

™ 5 AR
NS Moo Ay 1oy Hapn

He must accept up to ten percent
of sour wine barrels in a wine cellar;

NwH DPIP
NS MoR'D T 1op Hapn

In thepw area, a buyer must accept
up to ten percent of inferior kegs.
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Regarding

IRDS NONL YA

RIVP 27 cites a Braisa which explains that the Mishnah
refers only to

RO 30 Yan

One must only accept up to a quarter-1j of beans in a 7X©
of grain; but

oY

VN NS

One must only accept up to a bit less than a quarter-1p of
soil in a 7RO of grain;

But he does not need to accept a quarter-2p of soil mixed
in a RO of grain.

The Gemara compares this Braisa to a related xn»92:
17305 MY 190N

pon

AROY 30 Y YHY Hapn

The buyer must accept up to a quarter-1j of beans per RO
of wheat,

DMWY

AROY N2 A YO Hapn

A quarter-2p of straw per IXo of barley, and

DWTY

AROY M0Y Y 1Y Hapn

A quarter-1p of soil per nxo of lentils;

Now, this Braisa, regarding pvn, mentions only n"op, and

only regarding 0w, it mentions n°M10Y, and allows a
full yary?

Dedicated By:

MDY yan yan
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ANDY NDL Pay

9&? 27 cites a Braisa whick W»&my
that the Mishnah r%m/ M%/ t

N NIDY N20p Yan
Y219 MND NRDOY

One must only acceptupto  One must only accept up to
a bit less than a quarter-ap of a quarter-2p of beans
soil in a NND of grain; in anND of grain;

—~—

ANIP
192N M OMN

DOWTY DINYW 1Pon

POV 5apn YOY Sapn  1POY Hapn

n”1vp Yyan
NNRDY

The buyer must
acceptuptoa
quarter-2p of beans
per nRD of wheat.

nNRDY
A quarter-ap
of soil per nND

of lentils.

NnIvW”N
NRDY

A quarter-ap
of straw per nND
of barley
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And the Gemara offers two explanations:
1.
This Braisa disagrees with the previous Braisa and holds:
0D Sapn YWy on

The buyer must also accept a full y217 of soil with his
wheat. However,

75 RPIOPR DVTY

The xn>72 only mentioned this regarding lentils, because
RPDR JNYT RPHOT

M2 PY IPYIT D

53p5 w31 YA Ny

We might have thought that since lentils are uprooted, not
cut, it is normal for soil to be mixed in, and the buyer must
accept even more than a »211. Therefore, the xn»91 teaches
us that he does not have to accept more than a 117 of soil.

2.

This Braisa agrees with the previous Braisa:

oY Sapn RS pwi on

One does not have to accept a ¥117 of soil with his wheat.
However,

o PV APYINT DWTY INRY

He must accept it with his lentils, since they are uprooted
from the ground, it is normal for up to a y211 of soil to be
mixed in with the lentils.

DafHachaim.org

@

Thiy Braisas /M?rew with the previouss Braisa and holds:
N MDY H2PN YW YVN
The buyer must also accept a full van of soil
with his wheat.

However,
N7 RIMOVRR DIVOTY
The N2 only mentioned this regarding lentils,
RIDOKR NYT RPOOT
NY MIPY PYMT P
22p5 "1 Y21 Ny

We might have thought that since lentils are uprooted,
not cut, it is normal for soil to be mixed in,
and the buyer must accept even more than a »an.

Therefore, the xnm2 teaches that he does not have to
accept more than a van of soil.

@

Thit Braisa agrees with the previous Braisa:
N MDY H2pPN XY MYW) 20N

One does not have to accept a van of soil
with his wheat.

However,
N9 1IPY PYINT DIVTY IRWY
He must accept it with his lentils,

since they are uprooted from the ground, it is normal for
up to avan of soil to be mixed in with the lentils.
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X111 27 adds a stipulation to the Mishnah'’s ruling:

Mo RION

1912 IR 193

If the buyer suspects that there is more than a y217 of
impurities in the grain and he sifts the grain, he may
remove not only the amount in excess of a ya19, but all the
impurities, and only pay for the net volume of grain. And
®

MR R

noM’n 923 YN

The seller cannot argue that the buyer forgave up to a yan.

The Gemara cites two explanations for this ruling:
RYT D MWR

ROIP 1Y 0N

1.

7% R

RIT

This is the letter of the law, because

M TP IND

277 POV "PONR

People pay for and expect quality produce. However,
WPR IO R VI

WPR M0 VW NV

75192 10 10T )

They do not bother sifting the produce for less than a y119
of impurities. However, once they are sifting, it is
relatively easy to sift it completely, and so they do not

v
G M//ymx‘WLm to the Mishnah's mlin?/
moi1Y X2 OR
1915 NXR NDIN

If the buyer suspects that there is more than a van
of impurities in the grain and he sifts the grain,
he may remove not only the amount in excess of a van,
but all the impurities,
and only pay for the net volume of grain.

And
DONH 935 V3O INH PO
The seller cannot WW

that the EW ﬁrw& wp o @ yon.

@ @

RDIP N 1NN RT 0D MINR

now ban

oW RS e
More than a1/4-2p inannp
is not common.

Therefore,

T T )ND
25 MDY MPON
People pay for and expect
quality produce.

However,

consent to any impurities.
2

IR ML RS van
WIIR NI LI INY
75122 PIL MILT P

They do not bother sifting the

deliberately mixed intheextra  produce for less than a van of
amount of impurities. impurities. However, once
Therefore, he must reimburse  they are sifting they do not
the buyer the entire amount. consent to any impurities.

oM HPD)
390 H7 D93 PV D7
5NN N V31N DY 1DDH
If we bnow /or certain that he did not /@%emfe%y
/fccor/m?/ ty the y&'m‘ opinion of &,
he must reimburse him for oll the impurities,
because the éu?er dves not /w;ﬂx& thiy amountt
While accor/m?/ ty the second opinion of top,
he does nat reimburse him,
since he does not deserve z‘/w/zemﬁ‘y/

DT NIN NiPN)
ROIP 1Y 0N IDT 2]

This is a penalty, because M2 102 MDD
W YN We suspect that the seller
3w XY NP

A quarter-2p in a 7RO is common, but more than this ratio
is not common. Therefore,

2IDT RITIRI

21T PN

79191 1327 oIp

We suspect that the seller deliberately mixed in the extra
amount of impurities. Therefore, he must reimburse the
buyer for all the impurities, because perhaps he mixed in
the entire amount.

The Rashbam explains

Y1 RPOI

29 RYT P2 YT ORT

12T W YW DV 1OR

If we know for certain that he did not deliberately mix in
any impurities;

According to the first opinion of X7, he must reimburse
him for all the impurities, because the buyer does not
forgive this amount, while according to the second
opinion of Xo1p, he does not reimburse him, since he does
not deserve the penalty.

-
Yecheskel
Dedicated By:
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The Gemara now cites several mn»72 nyiwn regarding 27
R177's ruling, alluded to in the following

o

Nﬂ]]’?]m RN IDMI27 92 PANRTT VW 1IN 5

1.
5

Regarding '85>, planting mixed grains, there’s a
Machlokes in the Mishnah:

The xnp RN says

RO 9

MR PO VAT A VW

[e)al

Ifanxo of grain has a full v217 of another type of grain
mixed into it, one must reduce the amount of the other
grain to less than a 217 before planting, in order to avoid
transgressing the prohibition of o’x3.

AN DY 127

Ny

He must completely separate out the other grain.

At first, the Gemara assumes

DRYIT VT

RI7T V219 I

A v of grain creates O’R53, just as more than a yar of
impurities voids a purchase. If so, it seems that,

N1 2772050

The x»p xin disagrees with Xni 29, and suffices with
reducing the grain, while 'ov »17 agrees with xn77129, and
holds that he must remove the entire amount?

However, the Gemara differentiates:

D'RYIT YA

MINIATYAND

A 1 does NOT create 'R,

Nevertheless, the Xiop Rin says

oy’

DRYIT RWIN DWN

One must reduce the amount, because of the stringency of
the prohibition of x>,

While 'ov 27 says

Ny

DRI D712 2 WPRT DR

He must separate it completely, because if he only
reduces it and leaves some in, it looks as if he is deliber-
ately planting X2,

DafHachaim.org

Several )iy and i regarding Ly 1’y ribing,
7 lluded ty we?z‘z,:/:zw{y% W
1akie)
1PN 29 92 1P2RIT VW >IN O
"0
1PN1 27 92 P2RIT VW 1IN 9O
RMIN2P) IRNINR

4

o°R9>
AT
RO 92
AR PPN Y217 N2 VY
vyN?
If annp of grain has a full van of another type of grain
mixed into it, one must reduce the amount of the other

grain to less than a van before planting, in order to avoid
transgressing the prohibition of D)Rb>.

7/‘//’6 10/’ P9

M2

He must completely separate out the other grain.
At first, the Gemara assumey
D'RDOT pINT

N2ONT D2NY INND
Ay %?mm creafw,oftﬂ,/w;fwmom thamw a yon @ﬁ
Wa‘w vwoidy & /Mrc/m.ﬂ/
Z%w, it seemy that,
RN 2972 7299

The nop Ran disagrees
with a0 0,
and suffices with 2
reducing the grain,

that he must remove
the entire amount?

v
However, the Yemarws /%@rmﬂafw'
D'N5OT van
MT RONT LIAN D

A pan does NOT create DR,
Nevertheless...
o P9 P L
M2 VYN
TIDT DIWD NYOID DIWD
D'NRD> Dpp 1D DIN5OT
Hemust separate }lf One must reduce the amount,
completely, becauseifhe  because of the stringency of
only reduces it and leaves the prohibition of DRY?.
somen, it looks as if
he is planting pRb>.
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2.
N

Another Mishnah in X2 X221 NoO» states

TAR HIR 7ROV DIV

DNRD 7

If two people entrusted the same person with some
money, one with 100 17, and the other with 200 17;

DV DTIRD IR

DV DPTIRD TN N

Now, both claim that the 200 111 is theirs.

The 117 rule

I WO I WY

FPOR RIW T NIN R IRV

The 7p93 gives each 11 100 7pon, which are certainly his,
and the disputed 100 1 remain with a third party until its
true owner is determined.

However, "oy 217 rules

FPOR RTW TY NI R 530

The entire sum of 300 17 remains with a third party until
the truth is determined.

DafHachaim.org

2
N

Anather Wishnahs in £y3u g _pop staitess
TNR DR 1T'PODIW DY
D>NRN N NI NT

Iftwo people entrusted the same person with some money,
one with 100 nt, and the other with 200 r;

YHW DINRN IR NT
"YW DINRN IR NN

Now, both claim that the 200 11 is theirs.

/0, // /p 7

NNN RN HON
NHOR RW TY

The entire sum of 300 N1
remains with a third
party until the truth is
determined.

/D?

NN At M
NN DTN
NN RN INVM
NHR RDW TY

The Tpo2 gives each Tpon
100 N1, which are certainly his,
and the disputed 100 NT remain
with a third party until its true

owner is determined.
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The Gemara asks, as the Rashbam explains,

719 ROIPT RIVHNR

According to the opinion that X171 27’s ruling is a penalty;
Apparently,

NI 377279990

The 8i»p Nin disagrees with X1 27, and says we do not
penalize him for the entire amount, while 'o» °27 agrees
with 817729, and holds that we do penalize him for the
entire amount?

The Gemara answers:

A% 731 IS I RT 0NN

17 1 RO

270 217 7519 IRDT

In that case, the Xip Rin says that we do not penalize each

one for their mn, because they each certainly own that nan.

However, in our case, perhaps the X»p Xin would agree
that we penalize him for the entire amount, because we
suspect that he mixed in the entire amount unlawfully.
Furthermore,

YRDI NIRRT OND

29V °21DT M D RO

In that case, "ov *27 penalizes even what is rightfully
theirs, since one of the depositors is definitely lying.
However, in our case, perhaps *o1 *27 would hold that we
do not penalize him for all the impurities, because it's
possible that he did not mix the impurities in deliberately.

Dedicated By:
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?

79 RDIPT RIWDN
/fccor/m?/ ty the opinion that by mﬁ'n?/ 7% w/zemf??/,
AWW%/,
HND 3973 115D
The o & disagrees with &> »,
@M/Ja%/ we do Mz‘/wm%z,@/wm/w the entire amount,
While: op 7 a?rm WL?‘A/A]/Q 2,
that we db /amaﬂj@ him /or the entire amount?”

v

% NIM S NI RT ONN
D M RIN
2°7Y 2217 N0 IROT
In that case,

The Rop Ran says that we do not penalize each one
for their nan, because they each certainly own that n.

However, in our case,
Perhaps the nop man would agree that we penalize him
for the entire amount, because we suspect that he mixed in
the entire amount unlawfully.

Furthermore,
INRNT RIWNR RTI ONN
227D 21T MO M XRON

In that case, 02y penalizes even what is rightfully theirs,
since one of the depositors is definitely lying.

However, in our case,
Perhapsp» 12y would hold that we do not penalize him
for all the impurities,
because it’s possible that he did not mix the impurities in
deliberately.

Bava Basra 94 -8



Dedicated By:

¥ AT N2 N2

3.
ialel")

The Gemara cites a Braisa:

17N YYw oY

IR PONR

720 IIR)

1297 IR RO 1P DR RS

PRP 2727

One who lends with n°17 s penalized and cannot use the
document even to claim the principal.

DR DM

PR IR AN

297 DR 720 PR

He may claim the principal, but not the interest.

Here too, ®

79 ROIPT RIVHR

The Gemara asks according to the opinion that X»i727's
ruling is a penalty.

Apparently,

RN72772°050

PR 17 agrees with X111 17, and says we penalize him for
the entire amount, while the o»on disagree with X177 217,
and hold that we do not penalize him for the entire
amount?

The Gemara answers:

7205 NYWn oni

ROW 779 TIVT NI

29D °29DT I N RN

In that case, 7’R8» 27 penalizes him for the principal as
well, because he definitely charged interest. In this case,
perhaps x» 273 would not penalize him for the entire
amount, because it's possible that he did not mix the
impurities in deliberately.

Furthermore,

RI7 RPDAT RIP RTI D07

29V 7217 RY 772107 17 D RO

In that case, the 1701 do not penalize him for the princi-
pal, because it is definitely permitted. In this case, perhaps
the o'»on would penalize him for the entire amount,
because we suspect that he mixed in the entire amount
unlawfully.

The Gemara continues this discussion in the next Daf,

DafHachaim.org

3
M0V

The Gemara cites a Braiga:
2912 OV OWY

PO PIOD] VLN PI
17PN DR N2 MR PPONP
1212 1R) N212 1R
N°290 DR 17PN NR XY
He may claim the principal, N22A9n NX R‘J]
but not the interest. One who lends with m23
is penalize and cannot use

the document even to claim
the principal.

2

4

75 RDIPT RIWDN

The Gemara asky
WF/M?/ 1o the opinion that g "y m&'«% 7% a//}maﬁ?/.
/Wwem‘fy,

HND 3973 915D

s ) agreey with > 2,

m/m%z w&/e«mﬁ/j@ M%W the entive amount
Whille the: ppon /We& withy &3 2,
and hold that we do M?‘W% hims?

> o

N2°N5 NYWN ONN
RNV N TAYT RN
2°9Y 22177 IO M XRON

In that case,
NP1 penalizes him for the principal as well,
because he definitely charged interest.

In this case,
perhaps y8p 121 would not penalize him for the entire
amount, because it’s possible that he did not mix
the impurities in deliberately.

Furthermore,
RN RPNNT X1 ORT NN
227 2217Y XY NDT 9 M RN

Inthat case,
the pw>n do not penalize him for the principal,
because it is definitely permitted.

Inthis case,
perhaps the pwon would penalize him for the entire amount,
because we suspect that he mixed in the entire amount
unlawfully.
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