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Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 75 97 of P23 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the approaches of »ax and X317 in the
Mishnah’s case of

JMIRTOI 72WIW T2V

The 115 720 0of One person was captured by 0”12, and
then redeemed by another person.

And their explanation of 137y *27's statement of

D*NORT AN 173w 72V

mrno Ry

127 IR POIDW ROR T R

PIPW 01 AN

If a slave was captured and then escapes, he becomes free,
and Bais Din compels his owner to write him a 119nw va.

WY T 172D TN 9D

A person may not free his servant, and if he does so he
transgressed a Mitzvas nwy.

However, the Gemara teaches two situations in which all
agree that one may free a 7.

23R 737 says

MY RY? 172V WIPNA

If a person states that his servant shall become wpn, the
servant becomes free, because

MNP WITR OV MHT

He meant for the 72p to become free as a member of 55>
583w’ who are considered a holy nation.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara mentioned
NN and N2 in understanding of..

YTINTDY v 12y

Their explanation of
2NN 127’s statement

O"IUXA N'20 113V 11V

1N XY
e/ 4 t/
121 NIX |'YI9VY XIX
MIN'Y va 1y amai

172V 9INWNN 9O
WY 921y

PRI IME DPI sayy
172Y OYTPNN
mINY RN

Becawse

WP G3p py /s
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The contradicting Braisa regarding

072D 712 PN YOI TN

A person who makes all his assets w7pn, and he owns
servants, that holds if he was bnoa w7pn the 72v does not
become free, but rather becomes wpn for his value.

M5 RY? 172D PO
All agree that if one declares his *1»15 72 ownerless, he
becomes free.

However, there is a Machlokes whether he still requires a
MW 0w, a document of release.

27 holds

MNINW VI I

And 5xiw holds

MNINW VI PIR PR

DafHachaim.org

The com‘mc/écfm;/ Braisa regar/m?/
O3 BRI
Q¥3aY 112 Y

RNOP the 75y doess not éeconwﬁw

172y 1PONN
MIMYH RN

Machlokes
whether he still requires
acmney HMw

XMy
IR PR
MMINWYW VI

jmerama
TN
NN VI
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned the
approaches of »ax and X217 in understanding the Mishnah’s
case of

TMRTOI 72VIW T2V

The *1v35 72v of one person was captured by 0"y, and
then redeemed by another person.

»2x says that the Mishnah is a case of

wIN 195

The first owner did NOT relinquish ownership of the 72,
and the 3"2w &P RIN NPT is in the case of

PN Ao

If the 175 was with the intention that he become free

The xnp Rin holds

TN’ R?

He is no longer a 72y, because

79 ROV IDIOD RHH™T

If he remains a 72v people might refrain from redeeming a
captured 72, as the Mitzvah of omaw 179 is only fora j2
PN, a free person.

While »”aw7 holds

PWRII12ID TN

He still belongs to the first owner, because he was not
wrp, and people will not refrain from redeeming a
captured 72, because

PN DR M9 MY 0w

D707 DR MTOY Mzn 9

The Mitzvah to redeem a captured person includes a 72
aswell.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara mentioned
"IN and R in understanding of.

\;yé/\/
YIINTDY AW SaY

The»D2> T2V of one person
was captured by D10V
and then redeemed by another person

"
1
2N *3ab

The first owner did not relinquish ownership
=y o

N9 1379 [apnen

AN ak=E-)e)
éﬁg Vs //)é\/é ») AP £

RPN PPN T2 W o) [P \Y,

He é@&n?& ty the first owner,

Becawse if he woukd bels
ty the /«'//u‘ owner,
/@wpkma%w‘r win from
redeeming w captur 3Ry,
ab the WMitwahs of) oyl 11770
1 Oﬂé’/ fo% af;w/) Y

NIz 197 NIXNVY Ov3
O'7IV NITYT XN P
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X317 says the Mishnah refers to a case of

WIN? IR

The first owner DID relinquish ownership of the 72y, and
the 2"aw RpP RN nbnn is in both cases:

The x»p Nin holds

72v DWH DR

W27 TN

If the 1179 was for m72Y, he belongs to the second owner,
because the first owner was wx»», and

PN 12 DY DR

T2VNW’ RS

If the »79 was for m~n, he is not a 72, because the first
owner was wX»n, and the second owner set him free.

While »”2w1 holds in both cases

PORT I TN

Because

Mo”5 103 2011 17 TARY TAR 5 R ROV

127 TP INIY VPO

The Chachamim initiated that he goes back to his original
owner, so that slaves would not submit themselves to
captivity in the hope of being redeemed and becoming
free.

The Gemara now continues and cites the statement of
1A "R RIR 92 W 27

D NON}T 72 N7V 72D

MM RY

117 DR POIDW ROR TV RS

MW V3B AN

If a slave was captured and then escapes, he becomes free;
and Bais Din compels his owner to write him a M177w V3.

The Gemara asks that 1371’27 also holds

MDD 1957 INIWNIA AW VY opn 5

The Halachah follows 3”2w1 in all the Mishnayos, and in
our Mishnah »”2w1 holds

PORT I TN

If a servant was captured and was redeemed by another
person, he still belongs to his first owner. If so, why does
the n72w 72 become free?

The Gemara offers two answers:

According to »ax

WIN 195 N7

WIN? MR R

In the Mishnal'’s case the first owner was not WX,
therefore he still belongs to the first owner.

In 30y »27's case the first owner was wx»n, therefore
MM RY

Because he no longer belongs to the first owner;

DafHachaim.org

AP
2

2N NS

The first owner did relinquish ownership of the T2V

P
AN ak=E-))
Tapne 85
WM 1270 K9 - PR 12T0 KD

2P0y fR p/éfta? 2D Gt 7/:,&/,5);’
He %w not belong ts And he does not
the second owner, é@&ﬂ?/ t z‘/w%«'mf t fﬁ&ﬂu‘ owner
because he redeemed — owner because because he was
himw /Zr D he way Gy Gy

T2y owh
“apne
e 1395

25 O mt/ 9>
He does not bely

e R I )
TRPA PPN T2
In both cases he édbn?a/ ty the %«)’Jf owner
one Wy fom ;ﬁ) ks sk 1o g L0
1P N JNBY Y POV

So that slaves would nat submit themselves to captivity
i the /w/ﬂ& 0/ éem?/ redeemed and EWW %rw

DY 5
AR e
VAP
YIS 115

A93L 93
DY NONT NYaR
NS 8Y
NON Ty 89

ot 129 NN DY
A t31h 2ms)

NN 1295 nnw
P

¥ 30 whey does 9358 35y
% ée/Z/m&%rw?

2 &

8 nmpt
H&Jfffﬁ& W ) 2

Mjf pany apy [ (7ene lnger
first owner belongs to'the

WM it owner
2N NS &
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And according to X17;

In the Mishnah's case the 72y was 7793, redeemed by
others, and therefore

TAVNW

Because of the concern for

Mo”5 103D 2011 197 R ROW

He might submit himself to captivity hoping to be
redeemed and become free.

While in the 307 *27's case the 72 was P13, escaped.
Therefore, 7290w’ RY, and there is no concern for

Mo”5 103 2011 197 R ROW

Because

W1 oM RYVPH RNWN

Mmoo WO YOR NOR

If he risked his life to escape from his captors, he certainly
would not place himself into their hands!

The Gemara continues

DRIV IR AT 17 say’s

WY 7Y 172V I DI

A person may not free his "3v15 72, and if he does he has
transgressed a Mitzvas nwy of the Pasuk

Mavn o1 oowb

And he concurs with XY '27 that the Pasuk is interpreted
as 121m, an obligation for a person to always keep his 72
1115 for work.

However, according to YRy»w» *17 a person may free his
servant, because he holds that the Pasuk is merely a mw9,
permission to have a 301> 72p.

The Gemara mentions two situations in which all agree
that one is permitted to free a 72v.

1.

MmN oWwn

Asin

TYHR 1372 VYD

7IWY R¥M R NOION N3 01V

IV WOV 172V I

WSR2 freed his servant to complete the ten people
required for a Minyan for m12°¥2 7>'on. In this case it was
permitted because

YIRW NN

In order to fulfill a Mitzvah;

In the Mishnah the Tav
was redeemed by others
Therefore - TADNHEN
P N ROW
mpmab mxp Hon)
So that he won’t submit
himself to captivity
hoping to be
redeemed

) 4
AP
Inthe pnr 27’s case
the Tap escaped.
Therefore, T2ADNHWN Nb,
and there is no concern for
P N ROW
mD"5 mx Hon)
Because
MWD DD NROLPD NHWN
mDPMd iYwol HoN bvR
If he risked his life to escape from
his captors, he certainly would not
place himself into their hands!

é//‘/é WE D7/ P Sayl

172V 9INWNN 9O
NWYI 921y

Y =HT TS o

He concurs with
£PPY P?
that the FPasuk &

n21N

According to
é;w;Z;
the Pasuk is

mwAn

Two situations all agree
one is permitted to free a T2V

1

OIXD DIVN

7)’)/)@ Y147
71U1371 N1'22 Y1J1¥Y
1YY XX1I XTI
172Y 1N
NIWYY MOV

Because, il 213

DafHachaim.org
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PN DA TPIM ANOW iPINW NAR WK1 TOYD

PN N2 ARWYI 27 DRI9D)

A partially freed maid-servant was acting immodestly,
and Bais Din compelled the owner to completely free her.
In this case it was permitted, because

R PN 125 RO R0 7205 RS

In her current status she could not marry anyone. She
could not marry a SR because she is a now 31, and she
could not marry a 72v because she was P na xn.
Therefore the only solution was to free her so that she
could marry to a YR and act appropriately.

However, in another incident where a inow, a complete
maid-servant, acted immodestly, »ar ruled that she may
not be freed, because

5 0 P75 1Y TIRT TWOR

As anow she could marry her owner’s 72, and she will
then act appropriately.

DafHachaim.org

2
NRNONRT RNYD DI1VN

Y4 7%
TINX IUX2
Shewasacting  TINGY TIXAY
immodestly A1 712 TN
127 NX 19
PN N2 IRV

Because
£750 /40 /a/t/ 5P o1/ #
I her curvent Matuss
she coudd not marry aniyone

However, in andther incident
A complete maid-servant

acted immodestly,
naX ruled that she may NOT be freed

Because
>/ 3G 237/ 2/ 707 WOk
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The Gemara continues with the following Machlokes in
the opinion of Rav:

29 9MR 7217 says

M5 RY 1720 WP

If a person says that his servant shall become wpi, the
servant becomes free, and he is NOT wTpn, because

1.

IR RS oM

He did not mean for the 72y himself to become wipn,
because, as Rashi explains

37 2725 R mamb RS IRT IR

A T2y is not suitable for a Korban or for the other needs of
the Bais Hamikdash.

2.

IMRP RY WIS

Since he did not specify that he’s w7p» the monetary
value of the 72, we interpret his words as

TPRP WITH OY DT

He meant for the 72v to become free as a member of 55>
587w, who are considered a holy nation.

DafHachaim.org

PI IV DRI says

172V WITPNN

mMIMYH RN
And he is NOT wiga

Because. . .
1
YT XTI 191

He did not mean for the T2p himself
to become wTpn

Because
D3O P735 HO NS HS NHY WH

2

TIXP XT W77

Since he did not specify that he’s wTp»
the monetary value of the 12w
we interpret his words as

1IXP YITE QY YT
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However,

29 9MR 0P 17 says

YA KX RS 1720 WP

The 72V does not become free. Rather, he becomes w77,
because

AMRP WIS

He meant for the 72 to become w7pn for his value.

Rashi explains, that 727 agrees in a case of

ARPO N2 WP

If someone says that his X»v animal should become wTp;
AMRP WIS

He meant to be w7p» the monetary value of the animal,
because it certainly cannot be a j29p; and the concept of oy
w1Tp does not apply either.

117 himself, who said that y72v w77 does not become
wIpn, proceeds to cite several Braisos from which it
seems that the 72v does become wp; which supports 17
qov and contradicts his own understanding of Rav’s
opinion.

Some of them can be answered, while regarding others we
must say;

P51 K1 RIN 27

Rav has the stature of a Xin in that he has the authority to
disagree with a Braisa.

However, all agree that

mMPNS RY 172V PROHI

If someone declares his "1v13 72 ownerless, he certainly
becomes free.

DafHachaim.org

f?’oweuer,
P IME %90/' PI sayy
172 WITPNN
MIMYH RY? XY

7,«/,&/) /
He meant /or the 35Y
ty become 3P ﬂ/ r hit value

Rushis expluiny

DRy a?/mwwmo%
(IX1IU 1132 UrTgn
MRP MTH

Because it certainly cannot be a)2p
and the concept of wiTp by does not apply either

N2) himself proceeds to cite several Braisos
fromwhich it seems contradicts
his own understanding of Rav’s opinion

Some of them can be answered
while regarding others we must say;

1991 X1 X111 711

ALL AGREE:
172V PPONN
mMIMYH RN

He certainly becomes free
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2791 PIR 72 X1 27 agrees with 7127 and says

T TARY T TR

MINY VI I MIMO RY

Regarding both w7pn and 1pomn, the 72 becomes free,
but he does require a WInw V) from his owner.

The requirement of a 1197w V3 in this case is actually a
Machlokes mentioned in this Daf and earlier - and
discussed more extensively in the next Daf, v5 q7:
1372271 27 hold

mMPM> R 172D PROnT

IV O PIXY

However, Sxmw holds

MINV O PIBPR

DafHachaim.org

PY IME PRE IR £ P
agrees withy 937

DT TNNY DT TOXR
MM XY
MINY VI PIN

The requirement o% w il ¢
z'A/M?‘M,ZZ?/w Wachlokes

Yxmv am a2
TN PR TN
MV VY NINWY V]I
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