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7"
Intro
Today we will 7"pa learn » 97’ of Ri>p X232 nooON.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Braisa’s Halachah of

DOO10VIONR

201 PYWN PR

A oo1voR who was appointed to guard the pin's ox,
and it became a 7V, if the W killed a person, the
01917019R does not pay any 1913, because, as the Gemara
explains the Braisa holds

1793 RI91D

WP NI 12N MM

The obligation of 1917 is an atonement, and not Xnnp,
compensation, and therefore the pmm’ who are not yet of
age for 71795, do not pay 191.

The Machlokes 1311 and SRy '27 in whether the 7913
amount is assessed according to

PrImT

The pry's value

OR

T

The ’s value;

And the two explanations for this Machlokes.

The Braisa’s Halachah of

DI NP 1ORY

TV RIPN

If a person borrowed someone’s 71w on the assumption
that it was a on 7w, but it was actually a 7vm W, and it
gored another w.

213730 Pbwn oYva

P113M DOWn SR

The owner and the SN are both liable, and they each pay
for half the pvn, which in all amounts to D5 pia.

SR 122 TV
oY% 1 nm

If when the 17w was borrowed it was a bn, and in the YX1w’s

jurisdiction the MW became a 7V, and after the W was
returned to its owner it gored another M.

23130 PRSWN oYY

01991 00 SRIW)

The owner pays for half the pvn, however the SN does
not pay anything.

DafHachaim.org

D°0D1IVIDR
D1 PROWN PR

NI9D XRID1D
117171 NID 212 INY MM

The Machlokes
122 and bDRypw? 12y
whether the 1915 amount is
assessed according to
P11 MT

or

TN MT

0N NPTN2 1YRWY
TYVIND RN

°ovaY 17 thMm
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. The three explanations for the contradiction between the
Rw™ and X9’ in whether
wn MY

Th f risdicti .
of -T;];;D:r t;aol?.s er to a new jurisdiction removes 1ts status n J wn n1m1

The previous Mishnah’s Halachah of
PTOINT N
an 27N IPR

If an ox that was trained to gore others kills a person, the ]’Tuxxn 11\”
MW is not put to death.
NN 2N 1R

The Machlokes 17 and Sxmw regarding

A2 2350

Whether a p70xR7 10 is qualified to be brought as a
Korban on the Altar?

Nat™ 2229 1NN
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. So let's review ...

The Gemara cites a Braisa

D'O91TVIONR 1’1 n’ab’ﬁm‘bs

5N B Prown

.%D?\W)

A oio1vior who was appointed to guard the n’s ox,

and it became a 7V, if the 7V MW gored another ox, he rn‘”:”: rxﬁ rn&wn
pays 11 from other assets. However, "

9912 PRYWN PRI a2 n ‘71’” T?:
If the 7v10 W killed a person, the ©101019R does not pay Ifthe T MW If theTow MW
1013, because, as the Gemara explains the Braisa holds killed a person, gored another ox,
M9 R1D1 the DI9NDION he pays pm2

P NI9I 32 IR MM

The obligation of 1913 is a 1193, an atonement, and is not
R, compensation; and therefore, the i’ who are not Because,
yet of age for 71193, do not pay 7o1. 2209 IO

13y 2182 R /A’ﬁ//ﬁ’/

does not pay 191> from other assets

The Gemara goes on to suggest that 7793 X913 is possibly

aMachlokes in a Braisa:
. The Pasuk states W‘g emam/?o e on 1o
HY Ny 9910 DR D910 £I10/ WMJM%/&/ Wachlokes...
WO PTO 1NN
The 111 say
PyImT . 279P
201 is assessed according to the pry's value B ) ,k_/)
AP 12 P °27 Sw 12 SRupw: 1 disagrees and says P y iy -797: N
P?rb 7D"[ I Il ' €I A
2010 is assessed according to the pi's value. ﬂ”gs T’ h‘g *ﬂh
The Gemara initially assumes that the Machlokes is as
follows: ” .
The 13127 hold pr3 17, because PR £y éﬁ/é ’ Vi
PRI~R~N Prs T
RI7T RIDD RIDND . .
He pays the pvy's value to compensate for the loss. Rl=Rl 'assessed DS .assessed
While Sxp»w 127 holds 1> 137, because according to the according to the
7193 X191 PT’s value pna’s value

He pays his own value, to achieve atonement for himself.

The Gemara assumes
the Machlokes ip:
X990 X990
NI9D RN RN
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However, 95 27 says, this is not necessarily so. All might
agree that

R)77 77793 X191

And the Machlokes is in the interpretation of the Pasuk:
The 1327 hold

PYW PrITa

Because there is a mw 771 of the word n*w;

The Pasuk here states

5y NYY 1017 DR

And an earlier Pasuk referring to m75 17 states

TWR 5P PP W’ TR

PYITA PR

PYITAINI 9N

Just as the nn*w there refers to the assessment of the pv,
the 721; s0 too, 1w here refers to the assessment of the
Py

While 5xynw 227 holds

PYW PINTA

Because the Pasuk here specifies

WO IO 1NN

wo1implies the value of the one who pays, the ;
While the 1337 say

NI T PR

POV PYITIIHIW D

1ol indeed means that the 1910 atones for the 1», but the
201 is assessed according to the value of the pa.

The Gemara proceeds and questions, now that we
established11o5 X191

Pomw 3w Hw W

9910 PrRown 7370

If the Ty 1w was owned by two partners, what 191
amount does each partner pay?

If we are to say

9913 )R 191 °RN DOV

Each one pays the complete 1915 amount to atone for
himself;

RINMT IR TR 901D

17912730 RO

The Pasuk mentions only one 1910 amount not two.
And if we are to say

912 81 ORI 191D IO

Each one pays only half the 991> amount;

R3O IR DHW 101D

991331 KD

The 1195 for each person is achieved only with a complete
7013, but not with a partial 191.

The question remains unresolved.

DafHachaim.org

However, £00 )
thiy b not necessarily so...

All might agree that
X1N N5 RIDD
the Machlokes is in the
interpretation of the Pasuk:

Syt 13 haldy: The g3 hold:
1MW PATNT2 170 PTT2
my N1

the Pasuk here specifies | of the word ny»w;
ol freg i PN RERD
WD) implies the value 7"133) ﬂ"?" J':'w !
of the one who pays, RPN 5P »op
thepm; pPIT2 15b D
. PPIT2IND R
While the g1 say
AN /ég W70
YW Py Yyl 3 1

Because

17D RID

PO MY 7Y YW NY
ID1d PRYWN TN

Ifwe are to say

9915 *RN DYVN
9910 'RM

And if we are to say
991D XN RN
9910 XN IRM

Each one pays Each one pays
the complete 191> amount only half the 1

to atone for himself; amount

TNR 991D %W DD
RIONI MR RIONI MR
127910 MW XM 991D XN R

The guestion remainy wwesolved,
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The Gemara cites a Braisa

DN OPIN21ORY "N

TOW RIDY

If a person borrowed someone’s 77w on the assumption
that it was a bn W, but it was actually a 7v 9w, and it
gored another M.

281731 ProWN oYY

13731 05w HRIW)

The owner and the SR are both liable, and they each pay
for half the pv, which in all amounts to 05w 13, because
as Rashi explains

75D 2P R DT ROV

M PRV NPT R PRI DY

The S8 accepted upon himself'to provide the 7vnw of a
on, which he did not do, therefore he must pay p13°snasa
on does; and the owner did not instruct the Sxw to provide
the 77w of a 7V, therefore he must pay the other half to
complete 0w i1 as a 7vw does.

The Braisa continues

ORI 23 TVIN

D55 1M

If when the 11w was borrowed it was a on, and in the SR1w’s
jurisdiction the mw became a 7Y, and after the 1w was
returned to its owner it gored another M.

213030 Prbwn oHva

D191 MVD SR

The owner pays for half the pv, and the S does not pay
anything.

DafHachaim.org

0N NPTN2 HYRY 71"N
TYIN RNON

If a person borrowed someone’s m on the assumption
that it was a bn W - but it was actually a Tom nw
and it gored another mw.

Pr1O8N PNYWN DYY2
P11 o8N DYVN SR

The owner and the 5z are both liable,
and they each pay for half the prn

Y 539 PO OH7 POYIWY)
BN PNOEN IDDI7TID HD DM DBV

The fert M,cepfe/ upon hi v prom/& the 20l oy @ pp,
wﬁw% not db, %

fMefar&MWW/')j 2 abw pp does;

and since the owner did not instract the Jert
o /Wow‘/& the sl o) a 3y,
?‘/b@/’%(/k& he must W the other W

fy com/)fef& ol pg as @ sy does.

ORIW N°22 TYIN
0°oY2% 17 tNiM

If when the w was borrowed it was a by,
and in the 5nw’s jurisdiction the mw became a Tvw,
and after the W was returned to its owner
it gored another .

PT1o8N PNSVN DY
mYON TNUVD HRIW

The owner pays for half the prn
and the 58w does not pay anything.
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The Gemara asks that the XD and Xw*1 seemingly contra-
dict each other?

The R2'D rules the owner pays only pra>xn which implies
mwn men

The TvIn Mmw becomes a DN through its transfer from the
YN back to the owner.

While the Xwn rules that together they pay DYw pra which
implies

YN NN M)

The M remained a TV when it was transferred from the
owner to the bmw?

The Gemara offers three explanations.

1.

1IN 10 says

gty

T MY RYITNIwR M

The ®w and Ra'D are two different opinions. The Xw™
holds nawn 1R mw1, and therefore even in the Ra'D’s case
the owner must pay DYw p1, because it remains a TvIn. And
the 2D holds niwn mwn, and therefore even in the Rw's
case the owner and YN together pay only pra >xn because
it becomes a DN.

2.

N2 says

MwN NYR M1 XY

MIwN NPR MY M1 R°D

Both the Xw™ and X2'D hold that nawn 1’k mwM, and in the
R9°D the owner pays only p1a *xn but not 0Yw pr because
N2 52 IRY HNT

WNNY 7YY Ny T

The owner claims that the Y®w had no right to transform his
ox into a Tym.

3.

N99 11 says

Mwn me1 R0

Mwn memi kw1

Both the Xa'D and Xw™ hold that nawn mwA, and in the
Rw they pay 0Hw pr but not 13 °Xn because

Yy Yyl 0w 1w mpn YT Dwn

The mw is always considered in its owner’s jurisdiction even
while it was with the Y®w. Therefore, there was no n»w
men.

DafHachaim.org

The nwm rules
that they pay pbw p1
which implies

NIVWN NIR MO

Thew remained a To»
when it was transferred
from the owner
to the S5Rw?

The No'D rules
the owner pays prasen
which implies

NI1WN M9

The T MW becomes
a pn through its transfer

from the bnw back to

the owner
W

RX92nN
1T NIW RY 1T MW

The nwn and koD are two different opinions.

The nwm holds

nwm 12N mw)
and therefore
even in the NoD’s case
the owner
must pay pbw p
because it remains a Tow.

@

297
NMIYN NIR MY RYITH
NIVN NIR NIWAI D] RDD
Both the nw» and oD hold that
nwm 12N mw)

and in the No'D the owner pays only pr2¥n - because

2 52 INb ’NT
INYND MS PTYMHOT

And the koD holds
nwmn mwnH

&)

20O M
NIVN MY RDOTN
NIWN MY 701 RY”M

Both the op and nwm hold that

nwn men
and in the nwn they pay p5w p1a - because

15D pbya DY PDW Dipn 55T DY

The v is always considered in its owner’s jurisdiction
even while it was with the 5nw.
Therefore, there was no mwy nw
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The previous Mishnah mentioned

PTORRI N

a» 2NIPR

If an ox that was trained to gore others kills a person, the
MW is not put to death, because the Pasuk states

5p0 Sp0 N WR DR MW A 0D

MW RN

Only if the ox gores on its own is it put to death, but not if
others incited it to gore.

The Gemara cites a Machlokes regarding

nam % 1

Is a p7oR7 MW qualified to be brought as a Korban on the
Altar?

W MR 27

R177 OUR

27 holds a p7osrn W is qualified for a Korban, and it is
not considered a 1 which is 9109, because it was forced
to do so.

5109 IR HRIHWY

772912 7201790

S8 holds a posRa W is disqualified for a Korban,
because it is considered a m since a person was killed
through the mw.

The Gemara concludes with a Braisa that supports 11
PTORRI MO

aovn 2PNIrR

N2 725 TWN

JWIVNI RIW 19D

DafHachaim.org

PTOXRRN MY
NN 277 1R

If an ox that was trained to gore - kills a person,
the mw is not put to death, because the Pasuk states

’:‘PD" Bpo ¥ BN TIN R T o
/NEl 7

2

Natm 2229 1NN

Is a PTORNN MW qualified
to be brought as a Korban on the Altar?

v
it foypll W 2
90D 0>
NI22Y 12 Tayl "IN RI1N DR

It is considered a N1 It is not considered
since a person was killed ana which is 5o,
through the Yw. because it was forced

to do so.
:tjy;)p 2

PTONRD NY
NN 2N 1R
N2t 2229 VWM

NWIYNI RINW 2100

BavaKama 40-7



