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Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn v"5 97 of XiP X232 NoOD.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

v Mpo S M

TOR oW WIN v MY

N

If a on mw that belonged to a sane person gored an ox that
belonged to a mentally incompetent person, such as a
deaf-mute, insane person, or a minor, the owner, the npo,
is liable to pay 11 3n. However, in the reverse

MY JOR) MO WIN W)

npo Sw Nw

Nvo

The owner, the jop) TV WM, is not liable to pay 13 °3m,
because

DN DI9TTVIOR PTRID PR

VD MO

Bais Din does not appoint a ©1917019K, a guardian, to
collect p13°3m that is only 101, from the actual Ww.

However,

DIDITVION [ PTHDYR T 12

DIDNVIONR 191 ]ﬂ’? 7TV

Bais Din then appoints an ©1917019R, and the 07 testify
before the ©1917V10K for each time the 17w gores, so that if
the mw gores three times, it becomes a 7v» 7w and then
nAITAD

5 1 obwn

If the mw gores a fourth time, Bais Din collects the obw pn
from their ypp.

The Machlokes 7R 17 and o'pon regarding m3wn mwa
If the 7v W was transferred to a new jurisdiction, such
as from the ©1917V19K to its original owner, does this
change its status from 7V back to on or not?

The three explanations to the Braisa’s Machlokes of

FAIW 1O 7O WIN S MW

20 AT 27

AN APY? 2N

DbwnT R P XA

If the mw of a mentally incompetent person gores another
0x, 777 17 holds the owner is fully liable for o5 1,
while 25y’ °27 holds the owner is liable for only p33°3m.

777 *27's opinion of

NIMY PR NN TR

A 7o W also retains its former status of on, and we
view each half separately, in that if the owner provided
mno 717pw, minimal protection for the MW, he must pay
1910 213731, as a bn, because INNO 1HY is not sufficient
for a on, but he is not liable to also pay 0>w 71, because
amno 7pw is sufficient for a Tvmn.
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

v Npo S

ORI W WIN YW MW

2N

If a on 7w that belonged to a sane person gored an ox that
belonged to a mentally, incompetent person, such as a
deaf-mute, insane person, or a minor, the owner, the npo, is
liable to pay p133n.

However, in the reverse,

MW JOPY TN WIN W)

npo Sw N

Noo

If aon mw that belonged to a mentally incompetent
person, gored an ox that belonged to a sane person, the
owner, the o1 oW WIN, is not liable to pay 133,
because as the Gemara explains, the Mishnah holds

DN DIDIVIOR PTHYH PR

191D M

Bais Din does not appoint a guardian to collect p11°37,
which can only be collected from the actual 17w, because
as Rashi explains

DPPIPT PR

NYINR 0N W 0’0315 RHR

Bais Din only collects debts from »j>9p, non-moveable
assets, but not from p>vS0n, moveable assets, such as a
Nw.

However,

MW JOP TN WIN S0 T

DIDITVIOR 17 PTRYHL PT I3

DI9TIVIOR 192 9 PTYD

Ifthe 9w of a mentally incompetent person gores even
once, Bais Din does appoint an ©1917019X to guard it, and
for the o7 to testify before the ©1917019% for each time
the 17w gores. If the 1w then gores three times, it becomes
a TV MY, so that

1977

750 1 obwn

If the W gores a fourth time, Bais Din collects 0w 3
from their ypap.
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If a pn w that belonged to a sane person gored an ox
that belonged to a mentally, incompetent person

such as a deaf-mute, insane person, or a minor,
the owner, the npo, is liable to pay pra ¥n.

FIAR 1Y TN wan e
npd Y
Rl

The o nvw v, is not liable to pay praoen,
because as the Gemara explains, the Mishnah holds

DND DIDNDION PTOYL PR
19120 M23D
Bais Din does not appoint a guardian to collect p123n,
which can only be collected from the actual "W
oMPN P7 D3 PO
PIINH OO £ OO HOH

MR JapY PN M S e
DIDYN §1 e P v
DIDYEN 1153 1119 PP

Ifthew of a mentally incompetent person gores once,
Bais Din appoints an ponmion to guard it
and D1 to testify before the bionvION
for each time the 2w gores.

Ifthemw then gores three times, it becomes a TV M,
therefore...

MDY D DOWD NAI YT 1D
Ifthemw gores a fourth time,
Bais Din collects 5w p1a from their vpdp.
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However, if after the 17w became a 7w through the
DINVION,

WINN NPOn3

oW 15NWI

TR Y Tm

N> wN

PRP 27727

The deaf-mute was healed; the insane became sane; the
minor matured;

R» 27 holds that the mw reverts to the status of a on, for
which the owner pays only 113, because, as Rashi
explains R 27 holds

mwn Mwa

The Ww's transfer to a new jurisdiction - in this case, from
the ©1917019R back to its original owner - changes its status
from 710 back to on.

oy 17 disagrees and says

MPINA RN

The W remains a 79w, for which the owner pays o>w pn,
because

VN IR MY

The 1’s transfer to a new jurisdiction does not change its
status.

The Gemara teaches that the Mishnah’s Halachah of
Dnd DI9TTVIOR PTHOYD PR

0 M

Is actually a Machlokes o'xin in the following Braisa:
O WINMIY W

HyaI0NwIV

o NS PHY2 1950w

If an ox whose owner either became a deaf-mute, insane,
or traveled overseas, gores another ox;

DI MR ROPI 12 71T says

IMHBNA RN

DHYan 10212 1TYW TY

As the Gemara explains

MR RITIN

79 19770M1n RYT

Bais Din does not collect pt1>3m from the actual on 3w of
incompetent people, because he holds

Dno DI9TTVIOR PTHYL PR

00D M

While the oo say

POIMVION 0 PTHYD

POIIVIOR 191 172 PV

Bais Din does collect p13>xm from the actual on 7w, if the
7Y testify before the ©1019019R, because they hold

Donb DI9TTVIOR PTHYD

00N M

However, they both do agree that
DnY DI9TTVIONR [ai)%s]

nA 7707

5 o obwn

If after the mw became a Ty through the pieNION,

AR M MENYR BN BN Mpn)

The deaf-mute was healed;
the insane became sane; the minor matured;

o) // //3 )

PR MR AR

Theww remains a v, for
which he pays p5w pm,
OEN WH PIED
Thew’s transfer to a new
jurisdiction
does not change its status.

AN D)
b
The W reverts to abn,
and he pays only p12%n,
OEN MED
Thew’s transfer to a new
jurisdiction
- from the pionwION
back to its original owner
changes its status

The Mishnah’s halachah of
DND DIDNDIOR PTHOYLL PN

12120 NMaadb
Is a Machlokes DRan

17992 TVNVWIWI DY IVINNMIY N
0N N1TNY 152 1YY

If an ox whose owner either became
a deaf-mute, insane, or traveled overseas,
gores another ox;

PN
1n% PTHPYN
1’D1IVIDR
192 N2 PTOYN
1’D1IVIDR

oMo W £olp) SR DI

IMNN2 RN 1N
1217 TY
D'"Hyan 721da

As the Gemara explains

Bais Din does collect p12¥n
from the actual pn M,
if the o1 testify before the
DIDNDION, because they hold
DND DIDNVIOR 22002
1930 M35

> ]IDND ROT
Bais Din does not collect prasn
from the actual pnw of
incompetent people,
because he holds
DND DIDNVION PTHVY PR
19120 M2ad

However, they both do agree that
on% DIDIVIDR PTHYN
NA1 TN DT
MOV H DHWN
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The Gemara proceeds to discuss a Machlokes in a Braisa:
MW ORI 7O WIN 0 N

2N AN 1Y

IR IPY? 27

DOWDT R P11 O8N

If the 17w of a mentally incompetent person gores another
0x, 777 27 holds the owner is fully liable for 05w Pt
while 2y’ 17 holds the owner is only liable for 13>z,

The Gemara asks; why does 2p’ *21 hold that for a 2w
T he pays only p13°3m?

VY 5 TIT R

M5W5 YIRS HH3 55

If he did guard the ", he is not liable to pay anything;
VPV 75072V RYTR)

MWW VA PR T

And if he did not guard the W, he is liable to pay for the
complete pri?

And in what is their Machlokes?

DafHachaim.org

N2IW JUP NVIY WIN YV NV

Ifthemw of an incompetent person gores another ox

ARY’ P)
Praoxn
oYVNT XN

2

D7/’ PI

270
P/g V2o i

Why does a Tom 9w pays only prawn?

D 172D RHT N DYDY mbITINT N
oY 55> bbo
MIbW w2 pra imdd mbwb wa RS
And if he did not guard
thew, he s liable to pay
for the complete prin?

And i what i their Wachlokes?
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The Gemara offers three explanations:

1.

N1 says

wHo kY

There is actually NO Machlokes;

AT 27 2°NNW 0

PV VIO

2pY’ 17 merely clarifies 77 °27's statement.

And the Braisa is discussing a case of

TV

AN NP 2 TIVT

AN APV Y 72V R

A 7vm mw whose owner provided only minimal protec-
tion, but did not provide superior protection.

And they both hold

AR alaplisia)

He pays only pri°zm, but not obw 1, because,

MWRT AN 121275 720

NIPMY PRI NN T

2y’ 37 holds like 777 27 that half of the 7v 17w retains
its former status of on, and we view each half separately.
Therefore;

He is mvo for the 71 7%, because

MWRT AT 121275 720

MR AYHWA 15 0 TYM

2py’ 17 also agrees with n 7’27 in that for a 7y W,
even minimal protection is sufficient.

But he is 270 for the on 7%, because a bn MW requires
7911 7Y, superior protection - which he did not
provide - and they both hold like the o101 in the previous
Braisa that

DNY DIDIVIOR PTHYN

PR M

In this case therefore, even a 7y pays only P11 xm.
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AR
279D XY
NTIN? 229 27NW NN
2py? 727 WD
apw 23 merely clarifies nTin127'’s statement.
And the Braisa is discussing a case of

TYIN2
NMND NPHY *72YT
NMYN NPHWY 1D 172V RN

A Tvm M whose owner provided only minimal protection,
but did not provide superior protection

And they both hold
Pr1o8n D5ON

WEZ DF/D’ P D/)pa
NTIY ﬂ)D)pDJ DNN TR

Half of the Tvwp W retains its former status of bn,
and we view each half separately.

Therfore is
TYID TN NOD

2/ 2P0
WEZ DF/D’ P

Butheis

0n TP 29N

apn N requires NN NYHY
which he did not provide
T and both hold like the pnon

Nowa mb ap DIDNDION PTIHYY
NNIND DND

For aTvm W, even minimal 1920 NI )b
protection is sufficient.

W%f@ ever & sy pagy onl?/ 25 .
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2.

»IN says

wHo

There IS a Machlokes.

However, the Braisa is discussing a case of

555 7701 X7 TV

A 7vm 0 whose owner did not provide any nnw;
AND

RTM2 7T 272 7Y 720

DTV PRI TN TRT

2pY 127 agrees with 777 27 in that half of the Ty Mw
retains its former status of on, and we view each half
separately.

However, X712 775p »59), the Machlokes is as follows:
AT 17 holds

Dow PHDown

And as Rashi explains

5Vn 080

DM R

He pays for half the damages from other assets, as a 7y,
because he did not provide even nmno 7pw as required;
and half the damages from the actual 1w, as a on, even
though it became a 71, because

NI PR DD TR

And this half he pays 191 even though it belongs to a wan
ToP TV because 7T °27 holds

DN DIDITVIOR PTHYH

DR M

While 2py a7 holds

751 0 i osn obwn

He pays only half the damages from other assets for the 73
TV, but not 05w 1 even though it was a 791, because he
holds as nmi "2 regarding

DI AP MNN I3

And theoretically the 13 °3m for on is to be collected 101,
but since in this case it belongs to a jop VW WIn, Bais
Din does not collect 101m» because he disagrees with *27
77 and holds

ono DI9TTVIONR PTRYD PR

VNI M
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However, the Braisa is discussing a case of

995 NMVa X, TYIN2

ATvm M whose owner did not provide any mmw; and

£ZDP DF/D P 5)/7,30
DT NPIPHP2 MHPN TRT

2pw 127 agrees with nTim 123 in that half of the Tvw Mw
retains its former status of bn, and we
view each half separately.

£7PR Df/f (c'é/
N7 I1)
0%w praodwn
And MPWW
DR M —  OMOVD 1 D

He /M?A/ /uz% %mm/ other

assety, ay w 3y, because
he did not prow’o/& even
WO Dl ay rWe/

And /méé %mm/

the actual 30, ay & o)
because
DIMY PR ID 23

And this /m% /L&W/ JOIEN ewer r%,ou?h/
#ée&r%/ foaw /@/ 200 Op - because »3> 17 holdy
190D DDJb DDb DIONDION PTHYD

2pY1d)
NMYYN 0 Praoxn DHWN
He /Ja%/ ow/%/ /m% the /ama?w
fmm/ other assety %ﬂf the sy 33,
but not pll g even z‘/m?/u i wak w Sy — because
DTV DPIPH2 NILN TN
And f/Leoreﬂca//?/ the 25 3 /or oh ity be collected
JOI,
but since in thiy case it belongs 1o @ 1y 2070 O
Baiy Dirv does natt collect 10w - because. . .
19220 M23D DNb DIPNVIBR PTHLYL PN
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3.

NP17 says,
TPPARIRTIVD MWI

This Machlokes is the same as the Machlokes in the Xo°©

of our Mishnah regarding mw» mw1, and the Braisa 1N71°2 RIIR NIVWHN MY
discusses a case This Machlokes is the same as the Machlokes in the
TOW T D
0PN ST O AN WA APOnN No'D of our Mlshr}ah rggardmg nNIWD M),
The 71w became a 71 through the ©1917V1OK, and the and the Braisa discusses a case
owner then became competent;
77 27 holds T))]D nnT "] pin)
oW v

‘ NOVIYWN NDNWA WINN NPDNN
Because I

MWUNIPR MW
The 77w remains a TV,

N taliarhl

The mw became a Tvw through the pionNION

While 2p»> *27 holds and the owner then became competent
PiI3n

Because 2pYHIN NI
Mwn MY" ,

The 7w becomes a on. Pt: N D'?'L’J pt:

Because Because

nNwn meyn NN 1IN NN

The 2w remains a TL.
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