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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 3”3 97 of X X212 nyon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishna’s Halachah of

7391 )P 1195 503

R

If an ox fell forward into a pit because it was startled from
the sound of a worker who was digging inside, the 5va
7127, owner of the pit, is liable to pay, however

7707 )1 PINRD

mileh)

If the ox fell backward from the sound, the 91371 51 is not
liable to pay.

The Machlokes SX1w1 27 in whether InRS refers to
inside the m12 or outside the 713, which is based in their
Machlokes regarding

el

Whether a 111 is liable for damage caused by its impact?
As cited earlier in 1975

27 holds

0I5 RN

The man Yva is liable only for damage caused by the foul
air of the m2. And

SNw holds

wad P 531155

The manYya is liable even for damage caused by the
impact of the 912

And in the case of 395, the 127 51 is 271 even though the
worker caused the pvn, because the Mishnah is 10117 who
holds

TV RP RPI7 N30 S

The owner of a pit is liable for any pvi that occurs in his
pit regardless of whether the victim fell on his own or was
shoved by others, and he holds

R MWIDTWRY TWOR RYT R 5

R DONWN

Whatever loss the 1) cannot recover from the worker, the
721 Sya must pay.

Three opinions regarding

I POTPWNN 00 T T

If there were two oxen, one belonged to a 77 while the
other was w7pn that was disqualified but not yet
redeemed, and together they gored a third ox.

The various Halachos regarding

251917V ORI MY

If an ox and a person together shoved something into a pit,
in which all three caused the p1.

DafHachaim.org
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whether mnNb refers to
inside the M2 or outside the M2

N2
720 HYYa
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara continues explaining the previous Mishnah:
79977 5P 1195 Ho3

2N

If an ox fell forward into a pit because it was startled by
the sound of a worker digging inside, the 1127 5v3, the
owner of the pit, is liable to pay.

77977 D0 PR

Nvo

Ifthe ox fell backward from the sound, the 11271 5v2 is not
liable to pay.

There’s a YRipw1 29 N5 in explanation of the Mishnah:
19 says

wnp I19H

WP PINRY

MMM

In both cases the ox fell into the pit, and even so, only ifhe
fell forward and inhaled 537, foul air, the owner is 27m, but
if he fell backward and did not inhale am, the owner is
Mo, because 11 holds

AN Y 2w M

M5 ’511HA>

The a1 5va is liable only for damage caused by the foul
air of the 113, but he is not liable for damage caused by its
impact, because

MR 0% YRIR

The ground does not belong to him.

DafHachaim.org

\5)/?/\/

v 919 1185 55
2N
If an ox fell forward into a pit

because it was startled by the sound of digging inside,
the m2n bv2 is liable to pay.

Y37 9P s

Ned

If the ox fell backward from the sound,
the m2n bv2 is not liable to pay.

Al

WNN 1PINRY - VNN 11DH
722 NN NN

In both cases the ox fell into the pit, but only
if he fell forward and inhaled 5an, foul air, the owner is an,
but if he fell backward and did not inhale 52n,

the owner is o, because 17 holds

NN Py NN NI
wand N5 1band

Theman bva is liable only
for damage caused by the foul air of the 32,
but he is not liable for damage caused by its impact,
because

NPT DO YPIP

The ground does not belong to him.
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Sxmw disagrees and says

M1

271 PINROD P2 VIO P2

If the ox fell into the pit, the owner is 271 regardless of
whether it was forward or backward, because Yxmw holds
770 YHY nnw M

0205 W 5311525

One is liable even for damage caused by the impact of the
M.

Therefore, we must say that

MNOOT 17797 )P YIRS

Refers to

22 5pn3T o

N3 IR DN

psbRaly

The ox stumbled over the pit, but fell backward outside
the pit, and the 1127 51 is Mo because the pit did not
directly cause the prn.

The Gemara cites a Braisa that seems to support SRmw
and contradict 27
271 PINRS P YI95 P2 M2

The Gemara offers three explanations that the Braisa can
also accord with 21.

1.

RTOM 27 says

AT INWI2 NI IO

The Braisa refers to a 1mw12 M3, a pit located in private
property, and 17 agrees that he’s 271 even for nvan,
because the ground does belong to him.

DafHachaim.org

fopl
M22
22N 1PINXRDN 122 171990 2
If the ox fell into the pit, the owneris 2»n

regardless of whether it was forward or backward,
because 5nmw holds

NN Pby napw M
1DIND DW 53115205

One is liable even for damage
caused by the impact of the M.

v
Therefore, we must say that

M0 199 9P 1vnN
Refers to
M22 SpmT PAd
M2% PIN - N2 M NMNXRYD HON

and the man bv2 is o because the pit did not
directly cause the pra.

The Gemara citey & Braisa
thatt seems to support fopl and contradict »

27D MNRS pa 195 p2 22

The Gemara oﬂ/%@m three explanations

@

£30p I
2NT IMWYI2 M22 27 NTIN
The Braisa refers to aymwia 12, a pit in private property,

and 1) agrees that he’s 270 even for nvan,
because the ground does belong to him.
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® -

7127 says the Braisa is a case of @
Jonnm
PORNR HOIT P97
2R 591 PONNIN
The ox first fell forward, and then flipped over backward, .lgnnnn
in which he is 271 because NYONN bgj'f
23R 772 °I0RT ROIT
The b2 that the ox inhaled when it first fell forward n’:JN bDJ] ]’DI"ITIN'I
caused the prn. The ox first fell forward, and then flipped over backward,
in which he is 2n because
2 AR M2 DART ROINT
3 The ban that the ox inhaled when it first fell forward
qov 27 says caused the pm.
JPPOY MW NPT RN
The Braisa is referring to the damages that the ox spoiled @
the water in the pit, and the mwn 5va is 27n to reimburse
the 9121 Sva regardless of the way his ox fell in, because ﬂa /s 39

this is not damages of M3, but of Mw.

17P0Y MNW2 M2 PTI2 RON

The Braisa is referring to
the damages that the ox spoiled the water in the pit,
The mwwi bva is 2vn to reimburse the M2an bv2
. regardless of the way his ox fell in,
because this is not damages of M, but of Ww.

The Gemara then cites a Braisa to the contrary, which
supports 27, and contradicts SRmw:

290 The Gemara thew cites a Braisa o the contrary,
1501777 H90w T ) )

IR R which Suppor’y », and contradicty fept:

271 77997 90 1195 503

MNOD 797 PN PINRS 5931

M2 nb’gg 1']'{ '719913) ’n)

=
N MIN 5w »aod bo)
D MM PP MRS
22 NN AN
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The Gemara now analyzes the Halachah of

271 77990 Dpn 1195 503

And asks

RN

Y0 MO R

Why is the 127 51 liable? It was the digger who caused
the ox to fall in? And as Rashi adds;

MNOVO NI

NI RDOYI RPVT

The digger is not liable either, because he indirectly
caused the ox to fall in.

"WR 72°»W 17 explains that the Mishnah is 101 °29 who
holds

2V Rp RPT 20 Hva

The owner of a pit is liable for any i that occurs in his
pit regardless of whether the victim fell on his own or was
shoved by others.

And he holds

R HINWR? TWOR R7T RP7H

R DONWD

Whatever loss the 1) cannot recover from the worker, the
71377 Sv2 must pay.

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara now fﬁ&ﬁ@&cﬁaﬁof
anm Yaan Siem sk 5o

2

INDN)
1% 072 NID RPM

Why is the m2n bva liable?
It was the digger who caused the ox to fall in?

And as Rashis addy;
HIO HNOV3 HNII7 — NPYD DN
The digger iy not liable either,
because he i dreo?‘[ycww/z‘/wox/fo%aﬂm

)

Gl
The Mishnah is )12 12) who holds
T72Y RP RPN M20 Hy2

The owner of a pit is liable for any prn that occurs in his pit
regardless of whether the victim fell on his own
orwas shoved by others.

RN YN
ININ MHNWURY TWODR RHT
RN DONVN

Whatever loss the pra cannot recover from the worker,
the m2n bva must pay.
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. The Gemara now elaborates on 1327 and cites two
contradicting Breisos: Y&l
One Braisa states;
M2517°30 IR ATV N T2y R|7 RP"(n Mnan b}’:
If one ox shoved another ox into a pit, the 1327 say
270N 53
09 73 5p2 M2% 172N NXR ANTY MW
Only the owner of the ox is liable, but the owner of the pit If one ox shoved another ox into a pit
is not liable at all, because as Rashi explains, the 1127 5va
claims; 2y P ok
501 RS 7N RS 'R 7TON HYYa 2N MWD YYa
Had your ox not shoved the victim, the pit would not have
caused damage. NxXND nbwn NOD NN I’v:
Therefore, the 127 5v1 is 2°n only if the ox falls in on its 72N '7}):] Ay Bashis WMIA/
own, but the M1 51 is Mo if the ox was shoved by l, ) the v Jp claimy,
o neNp YWD e i,
Because they jointly 2 IELY

1327 disagrees and says caused the prn. /ar o nat shoved
nRnm Dbwn MR HYa Therefore, the v the pit woudd not
73M» 0YWN N YY) : have caused 4

. even if the ox wmage.
The both pay for half the damage, because they jointly hoved bv other: ’ ; y
caused the pvn. Therefore, even if the ox was shoved by was shoved by others, rleref ore, t 167”” v 25 27M
others, the 127 Y2 is 27m. the m3n 5p2 is 2. if the ox falls in on its own,

but he is 2o if the ox
While a second Braisa states ) was shoved by others.
1N1"17 says o , .
. DR5M 1 050R 1117 v However, in a second Braisa...

Y273 0N HY Y
The owner of the pit pays three-quarters of the damage, 5 ’ y
but the owner of the ox pays only one-quarter of the o an 2 nbUD 130 bl’:

V927 MON Yy
The owner of the pit pays three-quarters of the damage,
but the owner of the ox pays only one-quarter of the damage

damage?
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The Gemara explains as follows

DN R

TYWIAR

The first Braisa refers to an ox that was a 70, while the
second Braisa refers to a on, and the Gemara provides two
explanations for jn3 17,

1.

Either jn1°27 holds

T2V R 210 RA

T2V RPT P9D RM

We consider the ox and the pit, as each one having caused
the whole damage.

Therefore regarding 7o

AR 07wN MR HYa

AP 0YWn NI YYD

Simply because each 1 was obligated to pay for the
whole damage, but now that there were two o' they
share the costs.

However, regarding on

opbn a ob>wn ManHva

Y17 R Sy

The mwn Sya pays only % even though he caused the
whole i, because he claims

DRI ORD ORMOMW

Had only my ox caused the pvi3,  would only be liable for
11°31 as a on, half the damage, but now that there were
two o'p1» he must share in my costs, and I pay only »°19
13, one quarter, and the 7127 5v1 pays the remaining
three-quarters.

OR

2.

113727 holds

72D R RIDD N

T2V RPTTRIDD R

We consider the ox and the pit as each one having caused
only half'the damage.

Therefore, regarding 711

AR 07WN MR HYa

AP 0YWN NI YYD

Simply, because each i is only obligated to pay half;
However, regarding on

opo  obwn 1an Sva

27 N YD

The mwnSya pays only %, because a on always pays 3n
713, half the damage he caused.

And the 1371 Yya must pay % even though he caused only
halfthe damage, because the victim's owner claims
PIPIOWR 7112 RN RIN

Y0P NR

IR HPNWRY S 5T ORD

Tom RIONWH

My ox was found in your pit, and whatever loss I cannot
recover from the 1wn Sv3, you must pay.

Dedicated By:
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v
TYIN2 RN - DN2A KN

The first Braisa refers to an ox that was a T,
while the second Braisa refers to a by.

@

py P holdy
T2Y RPN N9 RN
T2V RPPTN 101D 'RM

We consider the ox and the pit
as each one having caused the whole damage.

Regarding Tvm;
wn bva
NNy Dbwp
120 by
nNNY DY

Simply because each pm
was obligated to pay for the
whole damage, but now that

there were two ppmn they

share the costs.

Regarding pn
7120 bva
D'pbn ‘2 DOWY
wn byn
1217 Dbwn

The ywn bva pays only 1 even
though he caused the whole
pmn, because he claims
INDIDNMY
5 RODNOND

@

Y holdy
T2Y RPTN RAYD NN
T2V RPN RIID RM

We consider the ox and the pit
as each one having caused only half the damage.

Regarding Tvom
wn Sva
NNDD DOwY
120 by
nNNDD DOwY

Because each o
is only obligated
to pay half.

Regarding pn
120 bva
D'pbn “3 DOWD
) MW by

The wwn bva pays only v,
because a bn always pays praisn.

And the m2an bva must pay %
because the victim’s owner claims
MIPNOWNR 7122 NN NN
MNOLP DN
My ox was found in your pit,
whatever loss I cannot recover
from the mwn bva, you must pay.
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If an ox and a person together shoved something into a pit,
in which all three caused the damage, their liability varies
as follows:

PRIPIVS

P2 P

If a person was shoved and injured;

Regarding p13;

All three are liable to pay for the damages.

As Rashi explains, because X127 concurs with jn1°17 that
the 1127 Sv1 is liable even when the victim was shoved
into his pit, and a M1 is liable for a person’s injuries.

MT 1T D727 AR PID

2’0 DR

OO N IW

Regarding the other four claims of 75arm;

Dwil1,naw 193,73V

And regarding the claim of m75107;

Only the person is liable, but the 71w va and 1120 Sva are
exempt, because only a person is liable for these claims as
the Pasuk specifies

1NYI VR

MPHYL W R

And regarding m751 »7 the Pasuk states

DWIR

oMY R

T2V Y WHWI 191 PIYS

NN

DVO NN DTN

Regarding the claim of 9913 if a 5xwr died, or thirty obpw
if a 11> 720 died;

Only the mwn Hva is liable, but the person and the 11377 52
are exempt. As Rashi explains, because the person is
initially 71 270 for the death of a person, and he's
therefore exempt from pmbwn, and a 911 is never liable for
aperson’s death.

DafHachaim.org

AP0
729 19NTY DTR) MW
If an ox and person shoved something into a pit,
in which all three caused the damage,
their liability varies as follows:

1
127N 1910 - PPt PIYd
AJ/PM/WW&MW, because g concury Wé?%//)/ » That the
w2 Jp it liable even when the victim wass shoved into his

g and a > iy W&/or wperwm'y Ww

2

MTH MTI 02T NY2IR PIYH
27 OTR
TMOD 72 N
With regards to..
MTH WT - pwia ,naw oM DN
Only the person is liable, as the Pasuk specifies

IMPDLA NY R - 1DV VIR
And regarding m15 w7 the Pasuk states

DMY RS - DWIN

3
T2y Y® DOWHW 1D PIYH
2N NY
DYNVD N OTR

Regarding the claim of 991> if a 5z died,
or thirty Dbpw if a»wid> T2p died;
Only themwn bva is liable,
but the person and the man bva are exempt.

Ay Rashic explaing, because the person & initialley spp

/ar the /ejf:i% wperson, and he's f/zer%/&m exempt /rom/ by,

@ p i never M&%«r wperson’y death.
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POIPIT N0 MW D9 PV

127N W) DINR

NVO N

Regarding utensils that broke, and an ox that was wTpn
that was disqualified but was already redeemed;

Only the person and Twn b1 are liable, but the M2 5va is
09, because he does not pay for 05, as the Pasuk
excludes

55 RO 0N

And regarding pwipmmnn 5109 the Pasuk states

(Phinlstem!

PivRylalaisRlon|

1OV DDA PRY 7T RY?

The 712 is only 270 for an ox in which the owner may
benefit from the carcass, which excludes wipmn 5109 in
which the owner is forbidden to benefit from the carcass.

DafHachaim.org

4
POTPINN NOD M 029D Payd
12N MW DTR
MOVD NN

Only the person and Wi bva are liable,
but the m2n bv2 is Mwv, because he does not pay for ;b
as the Pasuk excludes

D55 k5 - 9mon
And regarding PwTpIpN 11D the Pasuk states
15 i oM

1DW NN PRY AT RY - 1D DAY M2

The 2 is only 2»n for an ox
in which the owner may benefit from the carcass,
which excludes DwTpmmn 91D
where the owner is forbidden to benefit
fromthe carcass.
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