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. Daf 47: PRODUCE FROM ERETZ YISRAEL
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The chachamim issued a rabbinic decree whose
purpose was to remind everyone that it is prohibited
to sell portions of Eretz Yisrael to non-Jews. The Torah
commands every Jewish landowner in Eretz Yisrael to
bring bikkurim (offering of first fruits) from the yield of
their field. Chazal decreed that if a Jew sold a field
to a non-Jew, that Jew was obligated to purchase
the first firsts that grew in the field from the non-Jew
every year and bring them to the Beit HaMikdash as if
that produce was subject to the mitzvah of bikkurim.
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Even if the produce costs the former landowner dearly,
the former landowner was obligated to acquire it,
because if a landowner was required to spend a huge
sum to buy the produce each year, they would likely
prefer to purchase back the land.

K Daf 48: PAYMENT TO INJURED PARTIES IS APPRAISED  ““T*TY3 017 10w 17piat” i 47 O

FROM SUPERIOR QUALITY LAND
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In such a case, they approach the beit din
(court). The injured party turned to the beit din,
told them about the matter, and asked: “The
person who caused me harm owns several
pieces of property. From which piece of land
should | collect the debt for the damages owed
me?” The beit din responded: “Payment for
injured parties is appraised from superior-

quality land.” You can collect what is owed 7> DA - “nrTY2
to you from the best land, because someone whose property sustained i7 17 TY M 1 NI NQILD YVIED DX NiLYY
harm is entitled to receive the highest quality land owned by the person NIV VPIED DX PRN DMNR 7277 'R Lyon
who caused them harm, as compensation for the damage done. 7'TAN 7Y "nia
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K3 Daf 49: THE LOAN THAT WAS NOT RETURNED

mm X7 st oo 91 Q

Yonatan and David would assist and help one another. One day,
Yonatan encountered financial difficulty and asked for a loan from his
best friend. David agreed to do so, and the two drew up a proper
loan document in accordance with law and custom and in which it
was written that Yonatan would repay the debt within a year. A year
passed, and unfortunately, Yonatan did not have the money to pay off
the debt. The beit din (court) ruled that there was no choice — David
should collect land that belongs to Yonatan, equal to the amount
of the debt Yonatan owes.

Yonatan had various types of land— one “idit” (superior quality),
one beynonit (medium-quality), and one “ziburit” (inferior quality).
From which land will David collect the debt? On this daf, we learn that
according to the Torah, it was necessary to collect on a debt from
the ziburit land. However, the chachamim decreed that lenders
should collect an unpaid debt from medium-quality land because
otherwise, they would be afraid to lend, lest they receive inferior-
quality land in return.

K3 Daf 50: ABANDONED PROPERTY
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An older Jew died and left behind a large plot of land. The neighbor
of the deceased noticed that no one came to care for the land. So,
the neighbor entered the property, plowed the land, and grew produce
in the orchard over the course of one year as if it were his own. One
day, the old man’s son arrived and
was horrified to see that the neighbor
had taken over the land his father had
bequeathed to him.

Of course, the beit din (court) ordered
the neighbor to leave the property
immediately. Will the son receive
the orchard for free? After all, the
neighbor planted it and invested a
lot of money to improve the property.
Therefore, the court ruled that the
son must repay the neighbor the
money he invested to plant the
orchard, since he may not receive
the orchard for free.
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k) Daf 51: MODEH B’MIKTZAT (PARTIAL ADMISSION) “PXpRa TR IR7I 97 0

It is written in the Torah that if Reuven claims Shimon owes him 100 nxN 7 2N NINY ivpyn ViR 2K DXY NiRA 21n2
shekels, and Shimon says: “I only owe you 50 shekels,” Shimon must 2N vy - “D'YnNn 7 37 20 IR ORI vyl DRy
take an oath stipulating that he owed only 50. This halakhah is called STIXNA NTINT NN T N7 .0'WNN 71 2N KINY yaving
“modeh b’miktzat” (partial acknowledgment). Meaning, one who 2'n N7 NINY Y2WD7 27N 2NN NYNR ATINYG M i
acknowledges a portion of a debt must bear an oath stipulating DIPM 77TN PN NFD YD 2V .0Tin N iy 7na nx

they are not responsible for the portion of the debt which they do

not acknowledge. Based on this ruling, Chazal instituted a regulation.

Reuven found a large sum of money in the street. He announced that
he found the lost item, and merited fulfilment of the mitzvah of hashavat
aveidah (returning a lost object) because a man arrived and identified
precise marks on the wallet. But then, the owner of the money told
Reuven: “There were 1,000 shekels in the wallet!” To which the finder
replied: “There were only 500 shekels here.” Seemingly, here we have a
case of “modeh b’miktzat,” because the finder only acknowledged part
of the claim of the owner of the money.In such a case, does the finder
of the wallet have to take an oath in a court of law? Chazal ruled that
an oath was unnecessary because they were concerned people
would be afraid to return lost items if they knew that ultimately,
they would still be liable to take an oath in a court of law.

K2 Daf 52: DAMAGE THAT IS NOT EVIDENT
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According to the law, if a person breaks his friend’s glasses, that person AW DX 7 D7Y7 117 ,iN2N0 '97Wn NX 12YW DTX DX |'TD '9 7Y
must pay their friend the value of the glasses. Yet, there is a case where MR |7 '9 701 7YY 70 DTXY NI W!NIKT 7024 .0'97WAN
a person harms another, who according to Torah law does not have to 421 'RV 7T NN DT NN D9YT7 MY iR KIN

pay back the person they harmed. This case is referred to as “damage
that is not evident.”

Here’s an example of this principle: Gideon is a kohen and possessed
terumah (priestly gifts) in his house. Terumah may only be consumed wheniit
is tahor (ritually pure); terumah that is tameh (impure) may not be eaten. Then
a man entered Gideon’s house, holding the carcass of a sheretz (creeping
insect) in his hand, which he set down on terumah oranges. In such a
case, the terumah becomes tameh (ritually impure) and, as such, may not
be eaten. Gideon wanted to sue the wrongdoer in the beit din (court) and
force him to pay for the value of the oranges which were now worth almost
nothing. However, the beit din told him: “The person who caused harm is
patur (exempt).” Why? Because the damage is not evident, since you
cannot see the ritual impurity on the oranges. Therefore, in such a
case, the inflictor of damage is patur. That is true of Torah law, but
the sages ruled that if a person intentionally commits a crime whose
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damage is not evident — that person is obliged to pay, so that bad DTX DXY NFN 741N 72K .MIR TN XD 72 0109 Tan
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KA Daf 53: A DISH COOKED ON SHABBAT
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A person placed a pot on the fire and cooked food on Shabbat. After that,
thoughts of repentance came over him and he greatly regretted what he
had done. Now, he does not know if he is allowed to eat from the food
he cooked.

What is the law? Well, that depends. Rabbi Yehudah
held that if the person intentionally cooked the food
on Shabbat — then, that person is forever prohibited
from eating any of these foods. However, if the person
cooked the food on Shabbat in error, e.g., because at the
time, they forgot it is prohibited to cook on Shabbat, they
are forbidden to eat those dishes during Shabbat, though
after Shabbat are permitted to eat the food. Others who
want to eat the food cooked on Shabbat may do so,
whether it was cooked intentionally or unintentionally.
The Sages only imposed a penalty on the person who
transgressed, forever prohibiting them from eating
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food intentionally cooked on Shabbat. TN i7¥2 DX

D’VAR TORAH: PARASHAT PINGHAS

The division of Eretz Yisrael into apportioned plots was done by lot. “Only 722 R~ -7Nia Y ANy i YIRD NEmn
through lot shall the Land be apportioned.” One could 7277 2 2UNY7 AW D) YIND DX P!
think that this is an arbitrary distribution, like a lottery where n nnw n'n;:\p a3 ’n'];"'n.'jlfj n'fv'l?';':-‘ N2
someone wins what comes out regardless of what they need N‘mgjj 93 quh--?; Ry .nr;g- AT TN
and what is suitable for them. However, the commentators n';gqu,n?'lx 17 PINDD'I.IDJ? HAY
. s . NZINNY  invnun  7iany 0M'aon
explain that fate means the land division was made by a divine . Wl M S
- . . - -DIYD [0 NRITY DYDY NnwY)
decision from heaven “which was apportioned by the Divine DYy DY VJTPn ‘Dﬂi nR‘?DJ.‘le)'"’
Force.” Just as in the world of botany, there are places suitable DmnEn 7T Ninipn @ -npa0ian
for growing a certain plant, and other places more suitable for NX NNY?7 DNRDAN NiNipnd 0T NNy
growing another plant, so too is the matter of settlement in DiAN NX W' VY 727 -ANYY YIND DA 2
Eretz Yisrael. Each shevet (tribe) had its proper place, in which iNIXA INXY N XY2AY? 7iD! XIN i3 ,i7 1210
they were able to fully express themselves. That is why the ni7nn NEnY N0 M P7 .anhwin
division of the inheritances needed to be made not solely by ¥ NILDTX 92 NONNR ) NN N7
human decision. It was essential to incorporate Divine assistance, by means 7ia2 XYANAD ,'PI7D YIoD NX N2 qNYY
\ of which each shevet was given their fitting place.
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