05 5 Nmp N33

"

Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 3”5 97 of Rip X232 noomn. ]’111\’) ’Jw
Some of the topics we will learn about include: 1b:nw

LAY IV W
How to calculate payment when two oxen injure each
other;

DTN 53INW BN
Whether a on 7w that injures a person pays p13°3m or pi
DoW;

NI OVY IX VI
Whether the 13 actually owns part of the P11 Mw;

TMON DWW IR VONIN

PUNPI W TRNIR 1D
Whether the 1o or the pi1 have the ability to sell or
consecrate the P10 Mw;

PSRN

An object designated for payment can be collected after
being sold; this depends on

P

If the object’s status is well-known, and the buyer should
have been wary;

T TPN IR 1790

1720 50 MY IZdYe)

Whether one is not liable for damaging something ,P’ n’DN

encumbered for payment?

Pt
17°2N YW 1YY
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Dedicated By:

So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

RN PIMY W

M R A banw

If two oxen that are p»n injured each other,

11081 IMma Prbwn

As Rashi explains

5w PRT Sy Ny 3 SwIRin  pow

We evaluate both damages, and as the w”"x explains, these
concurrent damages cancel out. However, if one caused
more damage than the other,

AN DN IANY PRW N oYW I MR

He pays half of the difference between the damages.

Similarly,

IV TIY

05w PN AP Prown

If they were both previously warned three times, the one
who caused greater damage pays the excess damages in
full.

Furthermore,

TV TAR) DN TR

If one ox was a bn and the other was a 7V,

ona TV

YW PRI Im»I DYUN

If the 7y caused greater damage, he pays the excess
damages in full;

T2 0N

AR alenlionEaplisra)

If the on caused more damage, he pays half of the
difference, because, as explained earlier, we disregard
their mutual damage.

The Mishnah continues:

2 YW DWIR W 190

D5V P AN Prown

If two people damage each other, the one who caused
greater damage pays the difference in full.

Similarly,

DRI TYID TVINI DTN

05w P N2 0HWD

If a person and a 7y M injured each other, the one who
caused greater damage pays the excess damage in full.
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YN
AN PN N
= AN AR

If two oxen that are pon injured each other,

PP alnta)tak) rr:‘awr:

Of 5E 1D DY 9HY Of SE PO ON PNE

We evaluate both /amafw,
m/wz‘/wé'jk)@%(@m these d: cancel out
However, 75 one caused more /W thaw the dther,

BN DO DY PAOE 9 OOEY W IMP3
He payy /w/% @/ the /%W between the /W

PP
29% P MR PR

If they were both previously warned three times,
the one who caused greater damage
pays the excess damages in full.

TP TANY BN AN

T3 an ans TPm
AMna bR mIna DOYn
ot X now ph

M MM DN Y 1)
oW Ph VA b

If two people damage each other,
the one who caused greater damage
pays the difference in full.

DTN PN TPD 0TI
now P amna aown
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However,

DTR1DOM ON1DTR

If a person and a bn Mw damaged each other;

DN DR

DOW Pr3Imna oown

If the person caused more damage, he pays the difference
in full.

DINI1 DN

%M AN 0YUD

If the on 1w caused more damage, he pays only halfthe
difference.

However, X2py '27 disagrees in this last case:

IR RIPY 217

DTR2 520w 0N R

05w prIImna ohwn

A on 1w only pays 11 °31 when it damages another Ww;
but if it damages a person, it pays o>w pi.

The Gemara cites a Braisa which explains that their
Machlokes is based on how to understand the following
Pasuk:

P DAIRTN 2N

9 WY 7 0OWNI

The x»p 10 understand the Pasuk to be making a broad
comparison:

VoW

NV NV VOWNI

DRI MW VOWN D

A " that injures a person is similar to a M that injures
another Mw:

NNV I

Phoxnobwn on

ob>w 1 oYW TV

DTR1 W IR

Ph3noown on

05w P13 0SwN TYNN

Even for injury to a person, a on pays only 11’31, while a
TV pays oow .

However, X2’pY *27 understands the comparison of

N VOWNI

NYA N VOWNI

DRI MW VLOWN D

As acomparison to

5V RS pnnn

The Pasuk compares all D782 MW to a MW TVIHT MW
discussed in the Pasuk immediately preceding it, and not
to a mwaon 1w discussed in Pasuk before that one.
Therefore, 0TR1 MW, even a on, always pays 0w i,

Nevertheless, 2Py '17 agrees that we derive from

H oY

[aplU7oRbpIA)

751 10 0O IR

The damages of a o781 0n M are collected only from the
damaging W itself and he is not responsible for damages
that exceed its value.
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api miaiglfaighialyi)

If a person and a bn M damaged each other

ana 0N
MM 5n
oo ph

298D N
aMIMa ohen
P Y8

IMIN R2PY 1)

DIN2 Samw on AN
oW pr AN Do

A pnw only pays praen when it damages another 2,
but if it damages a person, it pays p5>w pn).

Their Machlokes iy based on how f/b@/d%u)éﬂ?/ Prsuk
i I W i fa oW
Yo mipdr nin by

DTR2 7Y DOYY )0 NW2I MNP DOYHO
A 0 that injures wperson
i similar t a /0 that W@z andther /0

APPY P AP L
P5v> N5 pANN> N2 N N0

The Pasuk compares allpTyawy  DHWp Tvm  DOWH DN

to a w2 TV N Dbw P RN
discussed right before it,

and not to a mwa pn NY
discussed in Pasuk
before that one.

DTN2 MW N

Dbwy TV DOWY DH
Dby prd praIwn

DTN2 MW N

Dbwn TV DHWY DN
DOW pr>  Dbwown

Nevertheless, R2pD 127 agrees that we derive from
1o S == bgims
PIW 1IN
o i ol
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Zugt di Mishnah

P3N MY N0

D ORD MY N0 MW

D19 1192 79230 PRI

If a on mw worth 100 1t gores another ox worth 200 171, and
the carcass is worthless,

WA IR SO

He takes the live ox as payment of p11°xn.

The Gemara explains that this depends on a np15mm how to
pay praosm:

The Pasuk says

M NN DRI

1902 NRIXM

The live ox is sold and the proceeds are divided between
the p1» and the pra.

SRY1Y? 37 holds

NI INHP RPT 25

The Torah is addressing the court, and saying

7722 Wi DwY

They should assess the value of the live ox, from which
the > will pay the pr3; but until then

N7 2n 5y

5 PORT R TIN

The priis merely a creditor, who is owed the value of half
the ox;

However, X2V *17 understands

RIOTI I WD P30 PrID

The Torah is addressing the pv1 and the P to sell the
animal, indicating

Iwn v

And

nrIomu

The Torah made the pv1 a partner in the p11's ox. The p3
now owns half the ox. Therefore,

PYITOTIN

wITp

VI

0N

He can consecrate or sell his portion.

However, according to Sxynw’ 27

PYITOMTIN

WIT PR

VI

IO IPR

He cannot consecrate or sell half the ox, because he does
not own it.

Y
DUNRG MY W MY
9D 11D 9N PN

If a pn w worth 100 NT gores another ox
worth 200 11T, and the carcass is worthless

N AN S0

He takes the live ox as payment of praixn.

Thiy /W/ﬁ/ o /)/)/ﬁ/\/ how 1y pay s/ 27
S R O
|02 X 1™

APPY DI
Pt Pk
RINNI N NN
The Torah is addressing
the pma and o to sell
the animal, indicating
NN LOMN
And
1N VN

The Torah made the pm
a partner in the pn’s ox.

The pmy now owns half the ox.

Therefore,
WITP - PP W TpD
2100- P NON
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Syt 79
R1>T 229
RINNI NP

The Torah is addressing
the court, and saying
7722 7N DR
They should assess the value
of the live ox, from which the
oo will pay the pma
But until then
Nin 210 bya
b P’DOT NN TN
The pm is merely a
creditor, who is owed the
value of half the ox

However
WITP 1N - PR wrTpn
700 1N - PN NOD
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The Gemara then addresses

1P BRI

The 1> obviously can sell his half. The question is if he
also sold the other half which he has to give the pry, is the
sale effective?

Now, technically, the Halachah would be the opposite of
that of the pvu:

HRYHWY? 375

g)la)

Because it is still his;

RYPY 3175

MR

Because it is not his anymore;

However, the Gemara explains that according to X2’y °27
it is indeed not sold at all, because it already belongs to the
P

However, according to SRy»w 137, although it is techni-
cally sold because it still belongs to the 1, there is a
Braisa which says

MR

Meaning; the sale is not effective permanently;

1N I

And the p11 can collect it from the buyer, because

T PMORINVDT IRDD

The pvihas a lien on it, since the Torah designated the
animal for reimbursement.

Although a mw is 50501, a moveable asset, which
generally cannot be confiscated from a buyer; in this case
the P11 can confiscate it from the buyer;

79 R ROP MAT D

Nt 197 RINAI RN

Since its reputation as an ox that gores becomes public
knowledge, the buyer should have known that the P’ may
claimiit.

However, the Gemara later cites a Braisa which discusses
1 1701 according to SRy’ *a7 and it adds;

P72 70D ROV TV

Before the judgment;

MO 1IN

N7

The buyer does not have to pay for the work he performed
with the ox, since the sale was effective.

P72 TOYON

After the judgment

MO IPR I

And as Rashi adds

RT79 1798

The buyer must pay for the work, because the sale was not
effective at all, because YRy»w’ 127 agrees that 72 THYWH
it belongs to the pi.

DafHachaim.org

Pt 1N

The o obviously can sell his half

But if he also sold the other half
which he has to give the p1)
is the sale effective?

P4

77204 fp?/ é)ﬁ/@ ',37/
0N 11X miP)p)

Because it is not his anymore Becauseit is still his

&) VoY

This is so, because Although technically it is sold
it already belongs because it belongs to the p'm,
to thepm there is a Braisa which says

00 IR

0 plllithe ps) 10212 3T

o it ﬁ/hm«:/ the b wyer;
/j)'/f tﬁ &7 1P
D'/n/? ¢ Y2
The éuyer should have knowr
that the PS5y ey clainw it.

DT IPMNION INYYT JNDI

However, a Braisa which discusses psy o

Mcor/mgx o ém@ » - addy

P72 TRYON
After the judgment

TN IR 1IN

172 TRY ROW TY
Before the judgment;

0P 170N

. X7
i‘Z%” e The buyer does not have to pay
wory MW the sate way not for the work he performed with

‘e at il
because Joyplle agreey
that pz» sy it ée&nﬁw

(/] f/z& 75/

ﬁmb i>)p)

the ox, since the sale was
effective.
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Now, regarding;

I WTPN

If the p1» consecrated the half which he has to give the
Py, is it effective?

Here too, technically, the Halachah would be the opposite
of that of the pvu:

SRYPY? 277

TP

Because it is still his;

RPY 27>

WITP IR

Because it is not his anymore;

However, the Gemara explains according to X2'pY '2%;
although itis w17p 1N, it is nevertheless,

I

NPT VYN 2T 1D

It is treated like w7pn in that he must redeem it by paying
wTpn anominal fee, because

9 R52 N3P WIPAIINR RDW 771

It appears that he is reclaiming true wTpn without
redeeming it.

The above-mentioned Braisa says that this applies
according to YRynw’ 127 as well

P72 TP ROV TY

Although it is w17p; however, as Tosfos explains, we are
discussing o'n7 nw1Tp, where we do not say

TVW TR YRON VIR

But rather

VIPA TN YPON TIAVW

His lien allows him to confiscate it from wTpn.
But, because of the 7713 he must give wipna
1PTO2 0V 2T

However,

P72 TOYYD

Itis viTp R at all, because SRy»W? 117 agrees that THywn

1721t belongs to the p3; and there is no 771, because the

judgment has a %1 and everybody knows that it was a W
o0 and the wTpn was not effective.

PN WITPN

Ifthepmn

consecrated

the half which he has to give the pm,
is it effective?

P4

PPy »/
WITP 1R

Because it is not his anymore

X

wTN
VYN 2T 1N

1MTOa
It is treated like wTpn in that
he must redeem it by paying
wTpin a nominal fee, because
NHPN) NDY NP1
TS Nb2 Ny )Vann)

DafHachaim.org

ﬁ)ﬁ/@ m/
wITP

Because it is still his

&

P72 Y RO® TY
Itisp1Tp
However, as Tosfos explains,
that by pmT nwiTp,
where we do not say
TRVWY YTH L)ON WT)Hn
But rather
UTpn PR LPON Tavw
But, because of the N"»12
he must givewTpn a
PTO] DY 2T

However,

172 TRYWN
Itis VITP 1IN at all,
because it belongs to the pra
there is no n13, because
the judgment has a 5p
that it was a pmn W and that
the wTpin was not effective.
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Additionally,

PN MM OV TR

Ifthe pmo's creditors claimed the animal before the pvy;
P ROW TY an 2

AN ROV TY PP

Whether their debt preceded the damage or not,

D159 RO WY RS

The animal must be returned to pay the pv3, because he
can argue

2R

YR I RS

If the animal would have damaged while owned by the
creditor it also would be given to the pra.

The xm12 concludes

1011 ROR DONWN PRY 95

These Halachos apply only to a on, because the ox itself'is
encumbered to pay the p13°3m. However,

2T TV

If a 7vm 7w damages,

P72 TOVW Pa

P72 70V ROW 2

Whether before or after the judgment,

Rin/sR Rls)

VIPIMIWIPN

A sale or consecration is effective; and

MM MM SYa mIp

P ROW TY an P

N ROW TY P

Ifthe p1's creditors claimed the animal, regardless of
whether their debt preceded the damage or not;

WY VYW N

They can keep the animal, because

7501 11 ROR 05NWn PR

The damages of a 7 W are paid from all the p1's
possessions, and the ox is not specifically encumbered to
pay the pvi.

DafHachaim.org

Additionally,
N223M MAIN Y2 WTR

Ifthepmo’s creditors claimed the animal before the pra;

P2t RO® TY 2N "2

2N X5 TY PN P2
Whether their debt preceded the damage or not,

Y X7 1VY &Y

The animal must be returned to pay the pm,
because he can argue

MmN 923 198
% 223 MN M XD

If the animal would have damaged while
owned by the creditor it also would be given
to the pm.

The npm2 concludes

1D ROYR DONWN PRWY DY

These Halachos apply only to a bp,
because the ox itself is encumbered
to pay the praixn.

However,
DTN TYIN
If a v M damages,
12 e,
PT2TOY YD P72 THYVW
Whether before or after the judgment,
WOTPIMN IWOTPN - 721N 110N

N22M M2N HY2 TP

2t "2 an 2
an X5 TY Pt ROW TY

Ifthe’s creditors claimed the animal,
regardless if their debt preceded the damage or not

NVY VYW AN

NMOYN 1N ROHR OHNVN PRY DY
The damages of a Tvwm W are paid
from all the pmo’s possessions,
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