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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn n 97’ of X»’%1 X312 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

1720 RS PN

1PN mp

Whether one can perform a p3p to acquire an ownerless
object on behalf of someone else;

And

WIS ITT I

79302 0109

If one is acquiring something partly for himself, he can
also acquire it for someone else.

wan
The 1121 gave deaf-mutes the ability to perform a yip.

puniisliuln}

The Gemara discusses if one can acquire an ownerless
animal by riding it or leading it, and if one of these
methods is superior.

n7om

Whether holding an animal’s bridle is an effective 7ip;
The Gemara differentiates between

17ann 7P, purchasing an animal, and

7R3Y, acquiring an ownerless animal.

D'RD
It is forbidden to work with a team comprised of two

species of animals. The Gemara discusses riding or sitting

in a wagon drawn by such a team.
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. So let's review...

The Mishnah on 197’ continues with another scenario of
501 PIMR 0w

Two people are holding on to a ’5v, but have different
claims:

DV AN IR

DV PR IR N

One says he owns the entire n"5>v, while the other says that
he owns half;

W N IR

paw o’ PTIN DN

DPOR AWSWN MO 7121 PRY

The one who is claiming the whole mbv swears that he Wt 25 W 25
owns at least %, MONED AN ONYD AN
VAW 5V PIM IR
Y2 Mo 1215 PRY
While the one who is claiming half swears that he owns at WE 5/ WE 4
least % ow mven ow 9o
oPoR Iwbw Yo
Y2750 M

And they divide it accordingly, with one taking % and the WD/ WD

other %, as Rashi explains ’52? aNial "72{’ n‘”:

DIV PYIWI POV PIT W D \ \

PR MND 12 TIR 525 PRY 173?” U:W

Half of the mbv certainly belongs to one of them. There- y \
. fore, they each swear that they own ¥ of the other half, the na 15 I Nw nnd na 1‘7 I N

disputed portion, which is % of the entire 5. Y391 NS n~P‘7n mmtpsbsee

He swears He swears
that he owns at least that he owns at least
one quarter. three quarters.

Ay Rashic explain
DONE PV3E) YO 17 IOE ON
PINN HIND 13 7HH 535 PHE
Hill, of the pJf certainly belongs to one of them.
waé/ww ?‘WEZZ owwyzj/o% the ozéer /m%
the disputed portion,
which i Y 0[74 the enfire pff.

Y
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The Gemara explains that this refers to a case of
gisielalRyipia

They both claim to have bought the mbv.

And, we might have thought

O AR VNI N

One who voluntarily returns a lost object does not have to
swear that he did not find more, because he could have
simply denied finding anything. Similarly, the person who
only claimed % the m5v should not have to swear, because
he could have claimed the whole thing?

Therefore, this extra case in the Mishnah teaches us that
we suspect

DIV R IDIWR

Perhaps he deliberately claimed only ¥ the 7’50, reason-
ing

WIANWR RPYTOW 71919 RYOR R

USRI ATAR WHI NIIRT 27 RN

If 1 claim the entire >0, I will have to swear; I would
rather receive half without an oath. Therefore, we require
him to swear as well.

DafHachaim.org

This refers to a case of

120P) DPw
They both claim to have bought the mb.

And, we W have z%oa?/zf

DD NTAR DWHD NND
One whao WWMM?/ retwrny w lost oby
does not have to swear that /zzy/é/rwf%&m/mx/m,
becawse he colkd W&W%/&/W@/WW%WW
5%&/@/ the person who W/ﬂ/ claimed % the MOD
shoudd nat have ts swear,
because he coldd have claimed the whole 7‘/»’«7.7

DMIVD NP WNYN
Perhaps he deliberately claimed only 1, the mb,
reasoning..

D21 ND'N
NTIAN DYWPI NNNT
JDOIN)

NDDN N
bw nbid
IWINYNR NIDI

IfI claim the entire mbv,
Iwill have to swear;

Therefore, we require him to swear as well.
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The Mishnah continues

P72 2 5Y P37 DI PR

I TARY 237 TR 7PV IR

If two people were riding an animal - Or,

If one was riding the animal and the other was leading it;
DV 213 IR T

SV 1213 IR N

And each one claims that the animal was ownerless and he
acquired it by riding or leading it;

PR TIND 121D PRV YW’ T

RN MO 71215 PRY YW’ M

rbiakl

They each swear that they own at least half the animal,
and they then divide it equally.

The Gemara explains that although this can be understood
from the first case of 5va pimx 01w, the Mishnah is
teaching us

1P M1 1OTT

One can acquire an animal by riding it, even though he is
not causing it to move. The Gemara will soon elaborate on
this idea.

The Mishnah concludes regarding
02 PIMR DIW

DI DAY 912

[l PR PRVLURIN

1w RO PPN

If they both admit, or if there are witnesses, that they
acquired it simultaneously, they divide it without
swearing.
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MRE AL PNY  PmD RO PN
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\_/Y\/

Ppiaid

Although this can be understood from the first case
of mbva prmk W, the Mishnah is teaching us

21 M1 2277

One can acquire an animal by riding it,

1'1"7?5: IRILE =1~

YT 15 B W DT DI et
AR N9 PEOIN

If they both admit, or if there are witnesses,
that they acquired it simultaneously,
they divide it without swearing.
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The Gemara explains that this last case refers to

NN

They acquired an ownerless 50 simultaneously.
Therefore, the Gemara asks

VPR 23 5V NRMw 13 1 wYn

7R 0 RD I R

Neither one acquired anything, because one can only
acquire something by lifting the entire object off the
ground. Since they picked up the m5v together, each one
is only lifting part of it, and the other half is considered as
if it is still on the ground. Therefore, neither performed a
valid pip?

The Gemara gives two answers:

1.

RPN 7217 says

1IAN5 ARTED PN

an P

One can effectively perform a y1p to acquire an ownerless
object on behalf of someone else.

2.

x17 however holds

1IAN5 ARED PN

170 P RS

One cannot perform a 1 to acquire an ownerless object
completely on behalf of someone else. However, Rava
says; in this case,

WIS T AN

Ian5 M1t

Since he is acquiring it partly for himself, he can also
acquire it for the other person.

The Gemara proves this principle as follows:

MOV IRITRY

VO 25 NN R

One is not liable for instructing someone to steal on his
behalf, because

772Y 7275 YW PR

Therefore, the mbw is liable, because he acquired it for
himself. However,

PN DY POMY

If someone stole for himself AND his partner, they are
both liable. Apparently, because

w91 T I

92M5 1730

DafHachaim.org

v
This case refers to

NRIRD

They acquired an ownerless mbp simultaneously.

Pe

YPIP 223 HY NNNNW MO 1T VYN
Nt XY AT RY NP XM

Neither one acquired anything
because one can only acquire something by lifting the
entire object off the ground.

Therefore, neither performed a valid pp?

@ @

£P) AN ID M)
NRIND 20N ARIND N2INN
17°an% 17°2n%

17°2N0 Mp RY 172N Mp

One cannot performapipto  One can effectively perform
acquire an ownerless object  apap to acquire an ownerless

completely on behalf of object on behalf of
someone else. someone else.

172N M1 23T - MWDIH DTT 1N
Since he is acquiring it partly for himself
he can also acquire it for the other person.

A 4

MWL N 1IN
MO 23215 200 NN

One s not liable for instructing someone
to steal on his behalf, because

MY I2TD Mbw pR

Thembw is liable, because he acquired it for himself.

However,

2PN 1223W PONMY
If someone stole for himself and his partner,
they are both liable.
Because

°92NY M1 2197 - NOWDIY OTT 1AD
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The Gemara discusses how this principle would apply in
arelated case:

The Halachah is that

ORI O WIN

Sumw

DIoWw *77 100

The 1127 instituted that a deaf-mute or insane person’s
acquisition is effective in order to avoid disputes.

Now, in a case of

NN 200 PO wIn

If an ordinary person and a deaf-mute picked up an
ownerless object simultaneously;

It would seem that

mip wIn

YT Y nn RPT

The deaf-mute acquires it, because he can avail himself of
the other’s 13p; but

P RO TP

The npo does not acquire it, because the deaf-mute’s
power of acquisition is not effective for the npo, because
it's only 13297.

However, the Gemara asks

1720 MR YR AIRED T

93N ROYTR 75 720 NPT RN

One can only acquire for another if he performs the y1p on
his behalf,

and in our case

75 " RpP 17T ROVIR NI

The npo picked it up for his own benefit;

PN OPIANRD I R IPR?

Ifthe npo’s acquisition is not successful, he certainly does
not intend to acquire it for the wan.

Therefore, the Gemara concludes

npo mIp RSw

WIn P RS

Since the npo does not acquire it, the wn does not acquire
it.

Dedicated By:
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1O POV WIN
pieRnkRUL
mOHW 997 115N

Thex2 instituted that a deaf-mute or insane person’s
acquisition is effective in order to avoid disputes.

Now, in a case of

ARIND 1N222NW NPD WIN
If an ordinary person and a deaf-mute picked up an
ownerless object simultaneously;

Mp XY NP mp wIn

Thenpo does not acquireit, 99 1221 NP’I’
because the deaf-mute’s nyT ]:

power of acquisition is not .
effective for the np, The deaf-mute acquires it,
because he can avail

because it’s only 223T0. .
4 himself of the other’s pap.

17°2NY NIRIRN NN
17°20n Mp
RNYTR MY NN RPT RN
n"ManT

One can only acquire for another
if he performs the pap on his behalf

However in our case

MY N22N RP MTT RNYTR RN

The npo picked it up for his own benefit;
27PN MINRY 7P R IR
Ifthenpo’s acquisition is not successful,
he certainly does not intend to acquire it for the wn.

v
NpPD NP RO® NN
wIN NP XY

Since the npo does not acquire it,
the wn does not acquire it.
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And there is no concern for 05w 577, because there’s a
difference;

RPOYT PWIN W

1 RN

MRIND IR RDT

The 1327 instituted that deaf-mutes can acquire something
together in order to avoid arguments. However, in the
case of

PNYXD A0V NP9 wIN

AR AN

PR RIR 3P R Mpo?

He will not expect his y1p to be more effective than the
npo's, and there will be no argument.

The Gemara now discusses one acquiring an ownerless
animal

2109, by riding it, and

»mn, by leading it.

The Gemara inquires

PRI DIpPn1 2107

If one person rides the animal and another leads it, who
acquires the animal?

On the one hand,

9TV 2137

12090 RAT

The rider actually has a hold on the animal. On the other
hand,

PIY PN

PTIMD ROINT

The leader causes it to move?

Dedicated By:

v
There is no concern for DIbw 17T

RNHYYT PWIN NWY
122709 12°pN
MNIRY MNR RHT

The )1 instituted that deaf-mutes
can acquire something together in order to avoid arguments.

NRRD 1N22NW NPD OIN
AKX MM
PR RIR 7P XY NPD?
He will not expect his pap to be more effective than
thenpo’s, and there will be no argument.

2159
opn2
2700

If one person
rides the animal
& and another

leads it, who
( acquires the
animal?

7TY 2109 977y 201N
N2 OON RAT  MINNIN ROTIRT

The rider actually has
a hold on the animal.

DafHachaim.org

The leader causes it
to move?
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The Gemara cites a Mishnah with a related N> to
possibly resolve this inquiry:

The Pasuk says

I MR WA WIND RS

One may not plow with an ox and a donkey together.
Therefore, the Mishnah rules:

DYIINT DR A0 1IN

DYIINT DR IDIO PP IVY

One who leads them, or sits in a wagon drawn by them, is
liable for mpbmn.

DIP22WPT DR TOID PRD 12

One who sits in the wagon is not liable, as Rashi explains
TV T INDT

He did not work with the animals.

However,

TOR SROW

PP 20PN DR IV OHIM

The opinions are reversed:

R» 27 holds him liable, while the oon exempt him.

Now,

NP ORTIPTIND PIIN

One who leads them is liable, and so it follows that this is
also a valid method of acquisition.

However, since SRinw maintains that the 00 exempt
one who merely rides in the wagon, we can infer that

P RY PTIND 2107

One who rides the animal does not acquire it.

Although we could differentiate as follows:

770M ©On R WY

7O OO0 1107

One who sits in the wagon does not hold on to the bridle,
while a rider does hold on to the bridle, and therefore, 2139
IS nnp?

DafHachaim.org

v
PP =AY M A RS

One may not plow with an ox and a donkey together.

f“h (..r

Mv’
@@%W‘P’”

MIP2 2VPM A3N10N
pia)le) PP AD10
DYY2IRN DR DYYIIRN DR

AN D)
]'ﬁPJ 2W1N NXR 101D
793D 7 157
He did nat work with the animall.

P°OR HRINY

The opinions are reversed:

NP2 2VPM 220100
pia) o) W ) AD10
DYY2IRN DR DYY2IRN DR

PPN
NIP2 2WPNH DR 01D
7930 Y79 D57
He did not work with the animaly.

k/ MTIND 1non

MTIND 2107 139 IRT)

)JP Nb ) One who leads them is liable,
Onewho rides theanimal  gnd so it follows that thisis a
does not acquire it. valid method of acquisition
S
Although we could differentiate as follows:

NYDID DIDN 217 - NI DO KD WP

One who sits in the wagon
does not hold on

X ¢
S m to the bridle,
iﬁ. (‘Hu

while a rider does
hold on to the bridle,

and therefore, 2127 is nm?
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However, 817727 does not so differentiate, as he rules
oM

P IYann

" KD 371 0012 NI

One can acquire from another person by taking hold of
the bridle, as the term 7o indicates

19305 727 F0MN 0TRD

The animal is handed over in this way. However, this is
only because

77 5 Jon Rp

The animal is transferred to his possession by handing
over the bridle. However,

I RD 97170212 IRVEMI

One cannot acquire an ownerless animal in this manner,
because

DT D 00 R IRD

No one is handing it over, and simply taking hold of the
bridle is not a y3p. And so,

1P kY 2197, riding is not a pIp.

And since

I RS 2199,

PIID DIPRI DT PV

Certainly, a rider does not acquire the animal when
someone else is leading it.

The Gemara now returns to explain our Mishnah:
723 5Y 727DV PR

We have explained that the Mishnah is teaching us that a
rider acquires an ownerless animal.

According to 7R 17,

NOWo?

Ifpipaawrisapip,

2107 1s certainly a pip?

Rather, it is the opinion of the 1327 who hold that papa 2wy
and 2107 are not a y3p. However, our Mishnah refers to
PO 0TI

The rider also spurs it on with his feet;

And the Mishnah refers to

PRI MmN

Such a 2157 1s also a »m; this is also considered leading.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.

XN 29

does not so differentiate

920 Y0212 ARIXN2

NP R
One cannot acquire
an ownerless animal
in this manner, because
DPbT M DD Rp NP
No oneis handing it over,
and simply taking hold of the
bridle is not app.

And since,

2P XY 2107
1NN DIPH2A 207 P b
Certainly, a rider does not
acquire the animal when
someone else is leading it.

172NN NPOW
mp

One can acquire
from another person
by taking hold of the bridle
12D 727 DN DTRD
The animal is handed
over in this way.

However,
this is only because
M2n D DD Np
The animal is transferred
to his possession
by handing over the
bridle.

Y

ialgminh ‘71) =Rl R "N

The Mishnah is teaching
that a rider acquires an ownerless animal.

) According to »Rp 123,
’ RLVWD?

Ifpp2a2wr is apap, then 107 is certainly a pap

Rather, it is the opinion of the 237 who hold
that p2 2wr and 2127 are not a pap.

However, our Mishnah refers to

19392 NN

The rider also spurs it on with his feet;
And the Mishnah refers to

23010 222 N

Such a 2127 is also a 2nap; this is also considered leading.
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