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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 2”3 97 of Xnp X132 NOOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah’s Halachah in a case ofa

PomWw 3w v M

A pit jointly owned by two people;

PORITINOD

10D RO 7900 IREM IV R

210N

The first owner used and covered the pit and left. The
second owner then came and found the pit uncovered, and
he did not cover it.

The second owner is 271, because he knew that the pit was
uncovered; and the first owner is 109, because he did not
know that the pit was uncovered.

Rashi adds however,

PWRITITOI RS

102 R 10 R

PN oMW

If the first owner did not cover the pit, and the second
owner did not cover it either, both are 271, because they
both knew that the pit was uncovered.

The Machlokes regarding
09D NIRRTV PORMN
Until when does the first owner remain M109?

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

MR IO

N IBNIR MW 19N> Hon

noo

If the owner covered his pit properly, but the cover
disintegrated on its own, and then an ox or donkey fell in
and died, he is 109, because this was an o)X, accidental.
However,

7RI 17700 RS

R IBNIR W I1N> Hon

N

Ifhe did not cover the pit properly, and an ox or donkey
fell in and died, he is 27m, because he was YW1, negligent.
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The Gemara’s first question of

DMV 2195 TINY? 712w 103 17103

D12 °392 TIKYY 91 PRI

If the owner covered the pit with a lid that can only
support oxen, but not camels.

MYINT D50 IR

R1 72 °591 DMWY DR

The camels came, stepped on the lid, and weakened it. The
oxen then stepped on the lid, and fell in and died;

Is the owner 271 or MWo?

The Gemara second question of

DMWY 7391 TYH 9197w 03 170

5122392 TIPYY 913 1R

The owner covered the pit with a lid that can support only
oxen, but not camels

[aeley Ria bl

IO YOI

And camels are common to this area; however, the camels
did not weaken the cover, but rather the cover disintegrat-
ed on its own ©IX3, and an ox fell in and died, is the owner
271 or MNVO?
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

PORITINOD

103 RO 790 IRBM IV R

210WwN

Inacaseofa

Pomw 3w v M

A pitjointly owned by two people;

The first owner used and covered the pit and left. The
second owner then came and found the pit uncovered, and
he did not cover it.

The second owner is 271, because he knew that the pit was
uncovered; and the first owner is 109, because he did not
know that the pit was uncovered.

Rashi adds however,

PORITINOI RS

102 R I R

Pa°n o

If the first owner did not cover the pit, and the second
owner did not cover it either, both are 271, because they
both knew that the pit was uncovered.

The Gemara cites a Machlokes regarding

09D NIRRTV TORMN

Until when does the first owner remain 709?

27says

V7w T70]

He is mvo for the amount of time that it takes for him to
return and realize that the pit was uncovered.

SRIDY says

IMY*TYY 701

He is o only for a shorter time that it takes for others to
notify him that the pit is uncovered, even if he does not
actually return to the pit.

Ny 17 say’s

MY TPY 702

1021 DTIR M2 D59 1OV

He is 19 for even a longer time that it takes for others to
notify him, AND for him to then hire workers who will cut
down trees and build a cover.

However, the second owner is not given the time to build
the cover, because as Rashi explains

MY DI BRSO MAT

He should have placed guards near the pit until the
workers build the cover, because, he knew that the pit was
uncovered.
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The second owner is 2nn,
because he knew that the pit was uncovered;

and the first owner is 2o, because he did not know
that the pit was uncovered.

Rashio addy however
10D H NED H3) PEHD 0P HO
PSND OONE
Buoth are ~7p, because they bath bnew

that 7‘/@/4’1‘ wads uncovered.,

J0DM NNR TY NORM

Until when does the first owner remain 7DD

ﬁ///é D)

MY TPV 7732

He is o only for a shorter
time that it takes for others to
notify him that the pit is
uncovered, even if he does not
actually return to the pit.

YTYW 7702
He is o for the amount
of time that it takes for him
to return and realize that
the pit was uncovered.

YR
TMYYTIPW 732
12057 DR MM DHYID NOWN

Heis o for even a longer time
that it takes for others to notify him,
AND for him to then hire workers

However, the second owner is not given the time
to build the cover, because as Rashi explains

OND DIME I3IDHD D5 M7
/’/@Wa///m/&/}&w/ di near 7%&/4’1‘
wntil the workers build the cover, because,

he brew that the pit way wncovered,

BavaKama 52-3



Dedicated By:

2157 NP 832
The Mishnah continues
1RTD 1170 .-?/é/&/
T IINMIR MW NS Hon
M09 “NIS D0 89 NN Y02

If the owner covered his pit properly, but the cover
disintegrated on its own, and then an ox animal fell in and
died;

He is 1109, because this was an ©)X, accidental.
However

"IR73 1703 KD

T M IR MW 19IN5 Hon

N

Ifhe did not cover the pit properly, and an animal fell in
and died;

He is 27n, because he was ywio, negligent.

The Gemara asks;

M2 VIR

DI 1195 TIHYY NPV 103 110

D512 7192 TINYY 91y PRI

If the owner covered the pit with a lid that can only
support oxen, but not camels;

MYIRI D513 1INR)

72°590 MW NN

WD

The camels came, stepped on the lid, and weakened it. The
oxen then stepped on the lid, and fell in and died;

Is the owner 271 or Mo?

The Gemara elaborates and explains:

There’s no question in the case of

DO TPIWT

Because

NI VWO

If camels are common to this area, the owner is definitely
271, because this was not a proper covering since it was
sure to be weakened by the camels.

There’s also no question if

o1 oW K57

Because

N1 ONR

If camels are not common to this area, the owner is
definitely 1709, because this was a proper covering since it
was not meant to be weakened by camels.
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Because he was
Y90

2

o vt
DMWY 2199 TINYY 9197w N0 N0
0913 2192 TINYH 5100 PR

If the owner covered the pit with a lid
that can support oxen, but not camels;

MYINI 09N INXY
129D DMWY NX)
NN
The camels came, stepped on the lid, and weakened it.

The oxen then stepped on the lid, and fell in and died;
Is the owner ann or wo?

There’s no question if
0°oN1 MNNDVT
Because

R1N YWD

If camels are common to If camels are not common
this area it was not a proper to this area, this was a proper
covering covering since it was
since it was sure to be not meant to be weakened
weakened by the camels. by camels.

0*"9N2 MW RHT

Because

X110 DR
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The question is only where

D795 INRT

Camels sometimes come to this area.

Do we say

D95 PR 0

NI YWD

PIYIR PIOR 75 WIRT

He is considered a ywio and therefore 27n, because he
should have realized that camels might come to the pit;
OR we say

R>Y NP ROWAT 1

R ONR

He is considered a o1, and therefore 1709, because there
were currently no camels in the area.

The Gemara first attempts to bring a proof from the xw»
of the Mishnah;

’INI2170D

P IPNIR MW IN> Hon

NvO

This cannot refer to

DIMWH IR

D5 IR

A strong cover that was able so support both camels and
oxen, because

51017

If so how did the ox fall in?

Therefore, we must say the Mishnah refers to even
o Mmwh IR

D515 IR RS

And this cannot refer to

nipray Rin Lol ion

Because

RI7T DWID NOO 'RHOR

He ought to be 2°n

Nor can this refer to

obm oW RHT

Because

N7 DNR ROWO

It is self-understood that he is 9.

Therefore, this must refer to

D795 PIRT

YN 0512 10N

7219931 DIMW IR

And even so the Mishnah rules 719 because
RI77 OIR RYD ROWAT 7D
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The question is only where

0°pP79Y INRT

Camels sometimes come to this area.

Do we say
NRT D
0°pIok
RX1N YWD

Or do we say
RNWHT D
NI nnMm

NI DNX

N9 WIRT
MPNYTR 7PION

He should have realized
that camels might come to
the pit.

From the L0 of the Mishnah
“NIS DS
MY M IR N 19N e
N

N
0°912% MR - DMWY MR

A strong cover that was able so support
both camels and oxen, because

9191 700
If so how did the ox fall in?

&

0°9N2% MR R - DMWY MR
x Vo

This cannot refer to
Y9N MDOWT
Because

NI DR1D DD 'NDN
He ought to be a7n

Nor can this refer to

Y9N MDY RHT
Because
NI DIDN NDWS

Therefore, this must refer to
0°p79% 1 NRT
21592 DMWY 1NN - MYINI DDA NN
And even so the Mishnah rules W because
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The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so. The
Mishnah can refer to even

DMWY IR

o135 IR

And the ox fell in because

1PINN YO

The cover disintegrated on its own.

The Gemara then attempts to bring proof from the Xo'o of
the Mishnah;

NI IO RY

P IMOMIR MW N Son

7N

The Mishnah cannot refer to

o mwh IR RS

om0 IR RN

A weak cover that was not able to support neither camels
nor oxen, because

20T ROWO

Therefore, the Mishnah must refer to
oMY IR

DHPIY IR R

And

DM TOWT R

R VWO

DM OW RHT N

NI OUR

Therefore, we must say

o195 PIRT

IMYINI DO NN

721590 DMWY INR

And even so the Mishnah rules 2n because
o795 PPIRT 11D

TPIVIR PIOR 19 VIR R VWIO
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X

The Mishnah can refer to even

0°91N2Y NN - DPMWYH MR

And the ox fell in because

1DIND VONHY

The cover disintegrated on its own.

v
From the Lo o/ AU

MRT 10D 8O
P M I8 N 19305 Has
avn

X

09929 XD RN - DMWY MR KXY

A weak cover that was not able to support
neither camels nor oxen, because

2MT ROWYWD

%

09139 MR ’N - DMWY MR
And

D913 MOWT 'R
NN YWD
D913 MDY XRYT !N\
NN 0NN
~

Therefore, we must say
D')IDD PPNNT
JMDIN] DIDOPI 1IN)
21592 DMWY NN

And even so the Mishnah rules 27n because
DP9 PONT D
NI WIS
MNDTN PIDN b wINT
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The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so. The
Mishnah can refer to even

o3 TIW

And even though X7 yw15 and 2717 RO*WH; however,
YINTD 3700 RW 3 20T TR

IRTI 1770 R I RDD 1'D)

The xo'0 mentioned the Halachah regarding 7= 1703 &S
because the v already mentioned the Halachah
regarding X712 1702.

The Gemara mentions a second version of this question

P RVDIR R IRTI DI RTIORT RN

If the camels weakened the cover there is no question, and
he is definitely 2°n because

RIT VWO D'PI9% PIRT 037

PRYIRPIOR D VRT
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X

The Mishnah can refer to even

0*"9N3 MY

And even though mn vwio and 2nT RLWD; however,

NP 2DIT MTPN
)NID 1NDD
NN DD RD W) RDID D)

The nop mentioned the Halachah of "8 10D b
because the Nwn already mentioned
the Halachah of "2 1nD>.

2
Wt ks W) £ s Lok
Z% the camell weakened the cover
there iy no Www and he M//We%/ o - because
N1 D19 DPIDD PART POT
PNDTR PIDR 1D WINT
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However, the question is as follows;

DMWY 2391 TIYY 1w 103 10

D512 7392 TINYY 913 1R

The owner covered the pit with a lid that can support only
oxen, but not camels

[niPzay Rin itz

MDD YO

And camels are common to this area. However, the
camels did not weaken the cover, rather the cover
disintegrated on its own ©1X3, and an ox fell in and died, is
the owner 2’1 or Mo?

Do we say

D913 DIR YWD 1T I

wonn PIvs 03 YWD N

Since he is a ywio regarding camels who would fall
through this cover, he is also considered a ywio if the
cover disintegrated ©1x2.

OR

T IR RS

He is not considered a ywio regarding ny5nn because it
was OIR1.

The Gemara attempts to bring proof from both the xw»
and X9’ of the Mishnah, which remains inconclusive as
before, and concludes with a proof from a Braisa;

DafHachaim.org

2

"MW 2192 TINYY 99" NOD NDD

0913 2192 TINYY D157 19N

The owner covered the pit with a lid
that can support only oxen, but not camels

NN DINY WORM - Db MO
And camels are common to this area.
However, the camels did not weaken the cover,
rather the cover disintegrated on its own pxN2,
and an ox fell in and died, is the owner 2»n or Mwo?

Do we say
Db ber v T 13D

NLONN Pawd M2 YRID 1N
Since camels who would fall through this cover,
he is also considered a ywio
if the cover disintegrated paN2.

(0]
120 ]2IDNR RD

He is not considered a ywio regarding nvbnn

2

The Gemara atfempty
t én'n?/ pro% /&om/ the Mishnah,
but remain inconclusive

ay é%ar&
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The Gemara attempts to bring proof from both the xw»
and Xo°© of the Mishnah, which remains inconclusive as
before, and concludes with a proof from a Braisa;

RO JOPI O WA MW 19N> 503

2173752 5

If a person did not properly cover his pit, and ox fell in
that was either deaf, insane, a minor, or blind, or the ox
was a np9o, normal, but it fell in during the night, he is 20,
because

511 7PYY WIR R

The ox was not able to see where it was walking.
However

ora o npo

plieh!

If the ox was a np» that fell in during the day he is M09,
because

SPP1INYY WIRT

The ox was able to see where it was walking.

The Gemara now asks;

Why is he 7109 in the second case?

WIN IS VWID NTH R

PO PIVY VWIS 11 M7

If he was a ywio regarding an ox that was not nj9, for not
properly covering the pit, he should also be considered a
ywio regarding a ox that was a npo, and he should be 27n?
IRD ROR

PO IR RD PIHD YHW

BRI

It must be because we don’t consider this 11, and likewise
regarding 7ybni he remains Tvo.
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If a person did not properly cover his pit, and ox fell in
that was either deaf, insane, a minor, or blind,

or the ox was a np», normal, but it fell in during the night,
he is 27n, because

5m 1ppb wN N

The ox was not able to see where it was walking.

01’2 75>Nm Npd
MLVD

Ifthe ox was a npo that fell in during the day he is 2o,
because

5 b wNT

The ox was able to see where it was walking.

2

W/L?/[A/A@ WS in the second caser”
wIn ]’313'7 YWID NATHN RN
NPD 1Y YWID N1 NN
If he was a ywio regarding an ox that was not npo,
fornot properly covering the pit,
he should also be considered a ywo regarding a ox
that was a npo, and he should be 2»n?

)
1210 127X R NN YW
N Wl

It must be because we don’t consider this1am,
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