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T 01
Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn v 47 of XpP X212 NJON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

X117 27's explanation of the n7no regarding Pt mbwn
VM IR GOI IR

The 11> has two payment options; he can pay with either
903 or his 2v'» field.

And

75 mHTa

P IYOR O MW

If he has neither of the two, he can pay with any item of
monetary value, even bran, and he is not required to sell
his qo5 MW to pay with qo>.

The Machlokes regarding

PO ONRA

7 TR Sw IS5 Son N Sya kY

Two brothers who divided their father’s land between
themselves, but then a 211 5va confiscated the first
brother’s ypap for a debt of their father, is the second
brother obligated to give the first brother from his ypap or
not.

MINNTNA

MIPIWHV TV

A person who spends money on a Mitzvah is obligated to
add up to one-third of the price, to beautify the Mitzvah.

The next Mishnah’s Halachah of

MY NN 5O

P31 DR NAWOA

A person who was negligent in his obligation to safeguard
his item to prevent it from causing damage is considered
to have actually caused the damage, and he’s therefore
liable to reimburse the pva.

The Machlokes v’p5 w3 and jnv *27 regarding

nanbw b on

If a person handed a burning flame to a jop1 oW WM, a
mentally incompetent person, and then it caused prn, is
the owner liable or not?
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara earlier in 1 97 mentioned a contradiction in
two Pesukim that refer to o1 m5wn. The Pasuk of %3 jw
states

05w’ 172 20PNITTY 20D

PR IVD

RO RPINR D

Only 7y fields are acceptable for P11 m5wn, but nothing
else,

While the Pasuk of 912 states

5Ya5 1w qod

The word 2w is superfluous and teaches

903 mw Ma1>

PO ON)

Any item of monetary value, even 1121, such as bran, is
acceptable?

And the Gemara there offered several explanations.

The Gemara now proceeds with another explanation:
N7 17 says; the two Pesukim teach

20 IR GOI IR

The p1» has two payment options, either money or a
quality field.

And the word 2w teaches

o o7

1210 120K g0 MY

If he has neither of the two, he can pay with any item of
monetary value, even bran, and he is not required to sell
his 903 mw, to pay with qo>.
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The two Pesukim teach

200 IR YOO X

And the word 2w teaches

10> MW N MHT2
1’210 197DR
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. The Gemara continues that *oOR 27 concurs with X177 29,
and says 1ok I concury with > P..

[aifalop)

rzareinkah] 9

Money is equivalent to land in that it's acceptable for n DDD

Pmbwn. vP1PD ]n N
And the Gemara mentions another Halachah of "ox 17 It’s acceptable for pra mOYN
regarding which his statement is applicable as well:
PONY DNRT

17 TR Sw RSN Son 10 Sya R

Two brothers divided their father’s land among
themselves, but a 271 va then confiscated the first

brother’s v>p for a debt of their father.
19 says

NP ndva 1|7'7T’I\’J D’n Nﬂ
The division is void, and the second brother must give the :1n I,v : R :1

first brother 1/2 of his yp7p, because
PONW DR 920p

1M TAR S0 1PN SN

NI DWW

Rav holds that brothers who divide their father’s estate are

considered inheritors; and since the estate is obligated to " B Y

pay off their father’s debt, both brothers share equally in il "é//\/é -‘IDU:

the loss. Therefore, the remaining ypp is divided. D’31 qu '

i YpIp2 nP1l7nD
. jﬁi?w says n]},DJ },’:-n Division is void

The nponis valid, and the second brother doesn’t have to
give the first brother anything, because

mmpY IP5Nw oNRD 1a0p

MT IPINRA ROW I

Shmuel holds that brothers who divide their father’s estate
are considered buyers, as if they each bought the other’s
share in each y9p with no guarantee to compensate the
other if a 31 Yva confiscates it. Therefore, the first brother
loses out.

7,30/') 7,30/')
/J//)//)///)ﬁé PIPED //')ﬁé PIED
Y3 0/9/5/ 73 ptyo

Nz

>/ APy
IV /'27/0 &
//V?JJ//)//‘)A &

YOR 27 says
PP Y2 D0

mymi1yam

The second brother must give the first brother, either % of
his y>9p, or money equivalent to % of his j>7p, because
T MPYI R WT PRI R D RPOON

Rav Assi is uncertain whether they are considered pw-» or
mmpb. Therefore, as Rashi explains

PROIN pova Yo pon SN

This is a clear cut oo, which they must divide equally.
However, the second brother may pay with qo> instead of
VPP, as "OR 17 says

pralvalnRahlakaivl
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The Gemara continues:

R17727 IR

WHY 7Y M3Na

As xX71 317 explains

D NN

mEPIWHY TY

A person who spends money on a Mitzvah is obligated to
add up to one-third of the cost to make the Mitzvah
beautiful. As Rashi explains;

17720 NI TR TIPS 1IN 7790 2 RN ORY

NI DR IR DT WOV oY

If there are two Sifrei Torah for sale and the second one is
nicer and more expensive than the first one, he should
purchase the second one if'its price does not exceed 1/3 the
value of the first Sefer Torah, in order to fulfill

TIRTOR M

mMRPI PI95 NN

121 7RI 770 190 > vy’

To beautify all Mitzvos;

RYT7297 PHWH M MOR X1

B wHw 7Y

772pR SO 7RI IR

If a person spends up to one-third more for mxm» 1177, the
funds are on his account, and he is only rewarded in o>
N1, in the next world, as with any mx» 70w, Butifhe
spends more than one-third, Hashem rewards him in both
X137 0919 AND 7t 09, in this world too, in that he will
recoup the extra money he spent for the Mitzvah.
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The Gemara continues..

X111 27 TIX

WY TY NMINNI

As £ 79 WM
DY/ éﬁf Y DIV 7D
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Hashem rewards him in both
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The Mishnah continues with Halachos of ypria:

Zugt Di Mishnah

MYHY NN 53

PN DR NIWIN

A person who was negligent in his obligation to safeguard
his item to prevent it from causing damage, is considered
to have actually caused the damage, and therefore liable
to reimburse the pva.

As the Braisa elaborates

TN ORI IO WIND 1I0DW TN W TR

oowh 27N

If a person handed over his ox or pit to a mentally
incompetent person and the W2y W caused damage, he is
liable.

WR1 I PRY D

Regarding fire however, this is not so. If a person handed
his fire to a jop) NVIW Wn and the fire spread and caused
damage, the owner is not liable.

DafHachaim.org

2

VAR Nane 9
P13 DN N

A person who was negligent
in his obligation to safeguard his item
to prevent it from causing damage,
is considered to have actually caused the damage,
and therefore liable to reimburse the pm)
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The Gemara offers two explanations for the distinction
between 1121 1w and WK based on a Machlokes wph w
and j3n1 "2 regarding WK:

wpY W says

12°91 MO TONPW ROR W RS

A person who handed a WX to a jop) TVIW WIN is MO only
if he handed them coal embers with no flame, that cannot
cause a fire, and the jop1 VW wIn then fanned the flame
and caused a fire. The owner is 7109 because

RpP1 92 R

The fire was not fit to spread and cause damage on its
own.

21 N275Ww YR

Ifhe handed them a burning flame, the owner is 21,
because

NP1 M2 NAT

The fire was fit to spread and cause damage on its own.

1n 17 disagrees and says

MV MINIANOWIZ TONIPOR

Even if he handed them a burning flame he is M9,
because

D) RP WINT RN

It was the wn who brought the fire to where it caused
Pyn.

Therefore, according to wpb wn all the Braisa's cases are
similar in that

701N N NP N1

oM WR 723 AT

The 17w was tied up, the W2 was covered, and the X was a
coal with no flame;

And even so for the 1121 7w he is 21, because

IS T W

Mo 7T M3

He was ywio, because he knows that the mw can break
loose on its own, and the 712’s cover can disintegrate on its
own.

However, for wx he is 1709, because

15 w7 M N

ROTRI R7DY ROV

He was not yw19, because the wx would not spread on its
own; rather the coals would have gradually extinguished.

According to 1371 27 all the Braisa’s cases are similar in
that

7500 N2 L W3

mIHw WR 2 N7

The 17w was not tied up, the 112 was uncovered, and the WX
did have a flame;

And for 111 W he is 271, because

D2 R WINT RN2X RO

The m21 9w caused the damage by itself, without the
assistance of the o TOYW WM.

However, for wx he is 7109, because

DM RP WINT RN

The wx caused the P17 only with the assistance of the wn
o TONW.
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Two explanations for the dstinction
between 31 30 and G¢
based on a Wachlobes 21/9/@7 and g1 7

re?ar/m?/ Ot..

ﬂ/)/’ NI
1 901 197DR
"1 NANHWY
MV

Because
Op3 rp3
PIE AP

All the Braisa’s cases
are similar in that
nb1Y N I N2
mnbw WN 122 NINDT
For a1 ¥ he is amn
Because
O3 3 ,é'/

PIE AP

because
PIE AP O3 s
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All the Braisa’s cases
are similar in that
NDIDY 72) NV NY2
Dbﬂ) WN 122 NIMNDT)
For 1121 ¥ he is amn,
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