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102
Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 71 97 of Xp X212 NHOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah's Halachah of

DRI 5V Hon Smioa Jonnn 1w W

Rileh)

If an ox unintentionally kills a person, such as it rubbed
against a wall, and the wall collapsed onto a person, the ox
is not put to death, because

nipiv Bplgyoh)

MOANN D

The ox is 1'» 271 only in the way its owner would be 271
nm, if he kills a person intentionally, but if the owner
kills a person unintentionally, he is 9.

The Machlokes 17 and YW in whether

191712710

If it was a 71 W, does the owner pay 7913 to the victim’s
heirs or not.

The Machlokes n7 °27 and pynpw ' regarding

722 ROV PRI

If an ox injures a person unintentionally, does the owner
pay for the damages or not?

The Machlokes py»w '27 and oon regarding
ORI ORI 1101

If the ox did intend to kill a person, but instead killed
another person, is the ox 7r’» 271 or not?

This depends on their Machlokes of whether a person
who kills someone in this fashion is 7m’ 271 or not.

The Mishnah's Machlokes regarding

2T W

IR MY

PO PRI DY A MW

If an ox killed a person, but it was either ownerless, or
wTpn, or it had been owned by a convert who died andhad
no heirs, is the ox put to death or not?

WITRN N0 MANYOR AT 737 1 01D

PPON NOIN PN

77 27 holds even if the ox did have a owner when it
killed the person, but it did not have an owner later, such
as the owner made it w7pn or ownerless before Bais Din
issued their sentence, the ox is 7nHH MO

DafHachaim.org

M2 PN NY NY
DTRN Y DN
MVD
WD NN 2D = pYD NP0

99102 27N

If the ox was a TLID NW
does the owner pay 1910
to the victim’s heirs or not

NIMD2 ROW PPN

If an ox injures a person
unintentionally,
does the owner pay for the damages?

Nt IR 1709 171ON)
Nt DR 29

If the ox intended to kill one person,
but instead killed another person,
is the ox NN 21N or not?

T2TPRN NY

OTPNN MY
POM Y PRI NNWY 20 N

NTIN? 7227 77N VW
WITPN PNO2N NI I1DR
PDN NOIAN N
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah;

DRI YY Yon HSmoa Jannn v T

If an ox unintentionally kills a person, such as it rubbed against a
wall, and the wall collapsed onto a person;

OR

DTRA DR 337 A0R27 DR 1902 71903

The ox intended to kill an animal, but instead killed a person.
OR

5RIW? 12 7 w1

The ox intended for a non-Jew, but instead killed a 5xw.

OR

RP7P 12 37M 09015

noo

The ox intended for a non-viable child, but instead killed a
healthy child;

In all these cases the ox is not put to death, because as the
Gemara later explains the Pasuk states

neY YY1 oM PO Wi

'5v2 NI

MO NN I

The ox is 711w 2711 only in the way its owner would be 1 27,
if he kills a person intentionally, but if the owner kills a person
unintentionally he is inpH NOO.

However, if this was a Tynn 1w, there’s a SRipw1 271 npdAn:
ORIV says

anH» NV

3913127

Although the ox is not put to death, the owner must still pay 791>
to the victim's heirs.

MWRIAN

D MO

17 disagrees and holds that he's exempt from both. The ox is not
put to death, AND the owner does not pay 7912.

As Rashi explains;

Srimw holds

9131270

Because he concurs with j3m1 °27 in the previous Daf who holds
7M1 ROV

9131270

Because the Pasuk states

POY MY 1912 DR

The superfluous word ox teaches

M1 R>W 195 M

1M1 99103

The owner always pays 1913, regardless of whether it was
intentional or not intentional.

While 27 holds

9131270

Because he concurs with 127 in the previous Daf who holds
7M1 ROV

39191 NV

Because the Pasuk states

PHY NWY 9913 DR DY 15V OX PO MR

> poa VR ot 5

2913 Prbwn oYY

Only if the ox must be put to death, does the owner pay 1913; but
if

7>poa NN PR

3913 PRown OOV PR

Ifthe 17 is not put to death, the owner does not pay 7o1>.

DafHachaim.org

Yy

SRIa Tannn MY W
o8 Sy 5o

and the wall collapsed onto a person

DUINT DN 3 RRan DR b M2

but instead killed a person.

DN 12 3 It

but instead killed a 5nw.

RIAMP 13 2T 2YOD0

but instead killed a healthy child;

NS

PN 20 BPD" =i NP
vl VA PRbE i e
TJust like the owner
% he killy & person MWWVM/@/
he i I 10D
So to the the %0

Ry é//«/?
Nt NOVD NP NOD
Nt 99102 2MM
H@afrm with D) that

He agreey with o that
010 960 o0 1

IOPR PP MNP ,éﬁ

Because the Pasuk states Because the Pasuk states
rvar Yo ol Sho MR voh reb g o

b rir Sg10 oN
pop 3yl W5 5
00 ypilid i

R tﬁ 7@/3/»97/
y//JP 20/20

pop o) //,e
00yl Pl pie
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The Gemara cites a Braisa that concurs with SXmw and
contradicts 27

901 PPN W

If an ox kills a person, sometimes both are 27m; the ox is in 27N
and the owner is 9912 271, such as

I3 TVIN

If a 7y M kills a person intentionally.

99121271 WM

Y NV

Sometimes only the owner is 1913 2m, while the ox is in"HH NVY,
such as

7M1 XKW T

If a 790 M kills a person unintentionally;

This part supports YXnw;

pisyenisiaRoR]

991377 11 NV

Sometimes only the ox is 71°» 271, while the owner is 19151 M09,
such as

nmo10n

If aon 9w kills a person intentionally, because there is no 191
foraon.

DTN NVO VN

And sometimes, both, the ox is rm» M9, and the owner is NVO
99101, such as

7M1 ROV On

If aon 9w kills a person unintentionally.

The Braisa continues;

722 ROV PRI

200 AN 17

010 PYNYW 1N

If an ox injures a person unintentionally, 777 *27 holds the
owner is liable to pay for the damages, while py»w 27 holds the
owner is not liable.

The Gemara explains

NP AN 20

Because there is a1 yx» i from 9913 to Ppvy;

271 71192 ROW 19013 7

277 A2 ROV DI PRI AR

Just as the owner pays 7910 even if it was unintentional, so too, he
also pays ppr1ifit was unintentional.

While

VI PYPY 117

Because there is a1y3m 7 from i to Ppvy;

N0 NI ROV PR D

MNOO ML ROV PRI AR

Just as the ox is Mo from iy if it was unintentional; so too, the
owner is Mo from ppvi ifit was unintentional;

The Gemara explains that 777 727 makes the 131 7 from 9915
but not from N, because

pobwnn pbwn pIT

AMPED PRIYYN PIT PR

7915 and pp1 are similar in that they are both compensation.
While pynw 27 makes the 1wx» in from nrn but not from 991,
because

NOT VAN PIT

NWT T

' and Ppvl are similar in they are both obligations because of
the ox’s acts. However

NI DHYT APNT 1912

7017 1s to atone for the owner’s negligence in guarding his ox.

NP

TNOD W 2N VN
nm N2
192) 1 MO

9910N

Such as
nM>2 DN
If apnw kills
a person
intentionally,
because there
i N0 D
forapn.

Nbw Dn
N2

2N W
TD192
i1e5)

NN

27N W
NI
991521

Suchas
nind21 v
If aTvomn nw
kills a person
intentionally.

Nbw TvID
N2

Thiy part
Woﬁg‘/a}t//‘/g

NIMd2 XYW PPTIM

S
01D
Because thereis a 1280 NH

fromnD to ppm
PP 9N :')’.’JDP nn
N2 NDW NaNd2 Rbw

7DD D)I>)

Just as the ox is v from
nn if it was unintentional,

X

Y3 Y/ Ve
Wz DN
N and /75 are similar
i they are bothy oé@wﬁow
because o/ the o0’y acty.
/L/ON@VW
£/ p%? DRN? IOW

101 i Ty atone for the owner’s

Www/wyww&
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D3/ D)
271N
Because there is a 18D NN
fromID13 to ppma

PP1IN 9N 1910 NN

NMOAINOY  NINd2 RO

L)) L))

Just as the owner pays 115
even if it was unintentional,
so too, he also pays ppm>
even if it was unintentional.

>

Y
MY /7///&7 Vi
20/ and /P5) are similar
i that z‘/be?/ are both
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The Gemara now discusses the Mishnah’s Halachah of
DR DR A 727 IR 0 1101

NvO

If the ox intended to kill an animal, but not a person, and
instead killed a person, he is 771 Moo.

The Mishnah however implies;

AR XM ORI IDNIRA

R

If the ox did intend for a person, but instead killed another
person, it is 7N’ 21, because

D5V NI

MO NNID

And the Mishnah holds like the o»5n that if a person kills
another person in this fashion, he is 7n 277

The Gemara cites a Braisa in which pynw 27 disagrees
and says

IR 2 I DR I PIon 10K

NVo

Even if the ox did intend for a person, but instead killed
another person, it is 71» MO, because

D5pan N

NOA NI I

And if a person kills another person in this fashion, he is
P M09, because the Pasuk of iz states

oY 0115 29N

The word 1> teaches

Y PP TY

Only if he intended to kill THIS person, is he liable.

While the o»on hold the word 15 is needed to exclude

75 AR pmb Vo

If a person threw a stone into a group of ten people that
consisted of

DI TARI ORI’ YN

Nine Jews and one non-Jew, and it killed a Jew he is 109,
even though the majority were Jews, because

yiaphn

They were all in a fixed location

M AR SY IR V1P SN

Any doubt that arises in a fixed location is treated like an
even oo, and

5P mwos poo

Dedicated By:
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DINTT NN 3 R AN Man]
plal>

DT DR 20M DT DR INnNd 1212 RN
an
Ifthe ox did intend for a person
but instead killed another person, it is Ny 271

because
NN DD 73 - D’bDJﬂ NMHO

The Mishnah holds like the pwon
that if a person kills another person in this fashion,
he is nyym 0.

S ) /Mg//m and sayy
NT DR 290 NT DR 1909 15N 190X
MLVD

Even if the ox did intend for a person,
but instead killed another person, it is nn» Nwd, because

NN NIYHL D - Dbvan MO

And if a person kills another person in this fashion,
he is nmow M9, because the Pasuk of nyn states

Pop) o Y =N

1y 3y
Only if he intended to kill this person, is he liable.

77L&/a'/10/) hotd
»ob) o T =mN)

1/ ot pys/ oo
If a person threw a stone into a group of ten people
that consisted of nine Jews and one non-Jew,
and it killed a Jew he is 3p,
even though the majority were Jews, because...

D1 MO M

WT INND by NENPS Y1ap 5)

5pnd mwe) pop
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Zugt Di Mishnah

JOURA N0

[ngalislia IiitA]

DIOTVIONT MW

If an ox gores a person, and it was owned by a woman, by
orphans or their agent;

OR

pENten il

wIpAN I

PO PRI IDW NI

The ox was either ownerless, or w77, or it had been
owned by a convert who died and had no heirs;

oo Pan PR

In all these cases the ox must be put to death, because as
the Gemara explains

VIV N0 N0

The Pasuk that refers to an ox that kills a person, mentions
the word 77w seven times, the six superfluous words M
teach that also in these six cases the W is nn» 27m.

M 217 disagrees and says

NV NN VIR MY 12700 WY

AN PNV

obva onb pRw 0

Where the ox does not have an owner, the 17w is not put to
death, because the Pasuk states

5P MUT N PHYIL TV

Only if the ox has an owner, must it be put to death.

DL

QYN N - AW N
DIDVIENT W

If an ox gores a person, and it was owned by a woman,
by orphans or their agent;

VEIpAn 2 - 2708 W
IN~al) V) RY PR a0

The ox was either ownerless, or wTpn,

or it had been owned by a convert
who died and had no heirs;

M 12 N Y

The gemam/@Ww
NY2AY N MY

The Pasuk that refers to an ox that kills a person,
mentions the word W seven times,
the six superfluous words 2w teach
that also in these six cases the 3w is nmm 2N,

»n y)

DY 37 MY - PPN MY - 2T I
MM 1 NS
D'opa oo PN 85

Where the ox does not have an owner

the ww is not put to death, because the Pasuk states
Do i i vebas S

Only if the ox has an owner, must it be put to death.
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R332 adds

WP 102N M IOR AT 227 777 010

PPon PO MM

77 27 holds that even if the ox did have a owner when it
killed the person, but afterward it did not have a owner,
such as the owner made it w7pn or ownerless before Bais
Din issued their sentence, the ox is N n» M9, because the
Pasuk states

SPO MW N M N vHYaa TV

TARD PIW PTION PIA ATV ADH RADW TV

The ox must have one owner at all times, from when it
killed the person until after Bais Din sentenced it to death;
but if the ox had no owner when it killed the person, or
before Bais Din issued their sentence, the ox is not put to
death.

Dedicated By:
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P A
NTIN 727 NN VW
WITPN NO2N N1 1DDR
PO NMO2N N

NTIM 127 holds that even if the ox
did have a owner when it killed the person,

the ox is Ny N, because the Pasuk states

B‘po* i 5 R 5 PebEE Shi

03 11 117 W 17P DINYD N AN TV
The o0 must have one owner at all times,
o when it killed the person
wnitib after Baiy Din senitenced it to death;
and ify nat the op iy not put to death:
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