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Ten is not written and nine is not written — 25075 'Y XY 2900 I RY

OVERVIEW

The X713 initially suggested that the 2R of 712 is a pit of ten 2°19Y (for which there
is a 210 if a MW was killed there), and the 7790 is a 12 of nine 2°n9Y (for which
there i1s a 21 if the MW was damaged [but not if it was killed]). The X923
challenges this assumption; for nowhere is it written in the 770 regarding the depth
of the 72. The X 3 refutes this challenge and maintains that when the 7710 writes
2 757 N, it alludes to a > M2, since 191 07 172v . This would indicate that a 712
" is the 2X. The X723 refuses to accept this and argues that ultimately " is an 2R
nnn? and 'v is an P17 aX. This concludes the dialogue of our X723, There is a
dispute between >"w1 and M0 how to interpret this X773,

nvoIn asks:
= 79y MNNY Y792 W N2 NN 11)5'\ (OW 2,3 97 mpY) D991 29927 NN

It is astounding! For in 579277 792 we learnt in a ;71w»; ‘just as a 712 is ten 219y

deep which is sufficient to Kill, similarly anything which is ten onov deep is also 1.’

This concludes the quote from the 71wn. The question is, why does the 71wn state, 7wy M2 '

"21; why does the 71wn assume that a 12 is 2°15v 7WY?! MoOIN offers s™"wA explanation -
=252 7712 ONX /Y 12 Y’ 912 ONDT ©IVNIPA WD

>'"'"w9 explained there, for a normal =12 is ten 2°179v0 deep. Md0IN continues with

his question; if this is so, it would seem that ten 2°15v is written in the 71n. The
77N writes 712, and according to *"w1 a M2 ano is ten 219V deep; why therefore does our &7
state, '2°n> " &Y', when in fact " is 2°n2 by mentioning M2 (in the 77n)?!

mMooIn has an additional question:
=19 77 NN YT RINT NYP T

And there is an additional difficulty; for here we derive the requirement of ten

o°nov from the words "W 797 namY's however according to '@ there, we derive the
requirement of ten 2°’1ov from the word 72!

mooIn poses a different question:
= PP AN N NNIY AN DT G0 PID 7999 TINDAT T

And furthermore, the X713 shortly asks; ‘ultimately this (ten 2°19v) is an 2R for
nno», and this (nine 2°19Y) is an a8 for damages’ -

' The m1wn there states that the 21 of 712 extends to a 77ym W as well. The 73wn asks, why then does the 770 write
712; and concludes 121 712 7n. [See *"wA later on M2 fn 7"7 X,X¥ who writes 0°r5v " 712 ono).
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- P1N 192 DN 12 YPYN MY NNY 9937 2090990 Y
And *"w1 explained (where we find that nine 2°19v is an 2X for 1°p°11), for the
words, ‘and an ox fell there’, indicates either it died or it was damaged. The
words M 7w 9on allow us to interpret the P09 to refer to both 7in°n and P11 (for it does not

state N AT IR MW TRw 9917); ND0IN asks -
= PPN DN 29 VYNY DD NN DTN NI NIV )9PWHT 9 19 ON

If this is so (that MW 7nw 9511 refers to PPl as well as to 7n°n), then when we
interpret the p09 that the word = excludes 278 (the ™27 Y¥a is Mwo if an DX
fell into his 72 [and died]), it should exclude 278 from 3°?12 as well; the M7 5va
should be 7o if an 078 was damaged by his "2 (since MW mnw 951 refers to P11 as well).

However, the rule is that the ™27 9¥2 is MW only if the person died; if, however, he was
damaged by the 113, the 137 H¥1 is 27n.°

moon offers his explanation of the X7n3:
=19 1151 NN 92 25298 NN PINY 91 DNUT YWY NI )3 DY

Therefore it seems that the explanation is as follows: that a regular 913 is very
deep (more than 2nov ), and the words of "2' and "o 77> n»m' are both

required to teach us the laws of M2 -
- 915 575 12 PN IPAN) PVPT 5 NPAN NI N2 2PN XY INT

For if 792 would not be written in the 770, only 17 7°7° nnm; I would have said
that one is liable for any pit that killed, even if it is not usually capable of
killing; it is not so deep (less than ten 2’nov). Therefore the 77N writes 112 (which is very deep)
that you are liable if the animal was killed, only if it is deep enough to be capable of killing (ten
119V or more) -

- N0 23090 NPT DIPM NY R N3 N?Y7 N)HAN 711 992 2992 ON)
And if only 792 would be written in the 770 (and not Y% 7°7° nam), I would have
said, one is liable only if it was a ™13, but not if the animal fell into a 7w»Y MW,
for it is a 227 N9TA that one is 21 only by a M2. Therefore the 7NN writes 12 7> NAM to

teach us that one is liable for anything which can kill (similar to M2) -
=990 s‘[")\?S’N (=D F))

Zar 7"72 'RPINR R, The o109 read 1970 DM A 127 DY A MW AR 9011 1A 112 WK nDY v,

>am 1P, MooIN asks three questions on "'w. 1) ™ is *2°n3 since M2 ano is . 2) Why do we derive " 712 here from
"2 N, and there from M2. 3) Why do we not exclude o7& from 12 *pra?

* See 0", A M is very deep; more than ; a 77wm) W are not necessarily . If the 7710 would write only M3, we
would say that it is a 230277 n7°1 that only by a very deep 712 (which will certainly kill) is there a 21°1; however by a
77y 1w (which may be [only] capable of killing [but not a certainty]) there is no 21°17; therefore the 770 writes nnm
17 777 that for anything that is capable of killing (meaning it is deep ") including a 77vm W there is a 2v7.

3 The word 711 teaches us that there is no 211 for less than ", and Y7 7 nnm teaches us that it need not be more than
. The explanation of the 71wn in mw 7w would seem to be as follows: Why does the 77n write M2 if the law
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And therefore both ‘words’ (7112 and 17 7°7° DY) are necessary.6

nMoYIN continues to explain the X101 Xopw of the X
- 7N"1‘n3 2%N9 7 XYY 29N 'V NY 7299 %9M
And this is what the X773 asks initially; ‘neither 2°15v ' nor o°1ov 's are written

explicitly in the 7mn’. How can we differentiate that one is an 2X and the other is a 7771n?! The
X3 answers that 12 777> nam teaches us a ™ M2 -
- P15 AN AT NNNAY AN AT Y0 )0 D109

However the X723 concludes (and asks) that ultimately this () is an 28 for 70
and this ('v) is an 2K for P11 -

- 19107 519 195921 99 7N NN NIADM 13791 YN NITHA 2909 NY /> 9921 1 *wio
The explanation of this question is that since a =2 of 2°19v ' is not explicitly
written in the 77 n; but rather we logically derive this depth from Y ;797> nm,

which teaches us that there is a requirement that the 712 is capable of killing -
= POTNY 21592 YT 119D PPV AN MNT NIID 1N ) Y0 M 715 9y2 939911 13399 909 0P

And the 3139 ascertained that this is a 12 of 219V '; so it follows logically that
by a 712 of o°nov 'v it is an PP 2N, since it is capable of doing damage.

moon will differentiate, however, between 7in°» and 1°273:
- 1075 5123 NYN 999N N9 MW NNY Y91 NPT PPN 0N 1220911 KD 01PN Y1)

However, notwithstanding that the X120 tells us that a v M2 is an PPTI? 2K, we
will not exclude an 278 from P11, for the Pwop of =W 2w %81 is explicitly
discussing only a 912 of ten oonou.

applies to 77ym mw as well. The m1wn answers that if 712 was not written we would have thought that if the animal
dies he is always 21 regardless of the depth. Therefore the 1m0 wrote 712 to teach us that there is a requirement of
o »73, which is at least o°nov  (and from Y2 77 N we derive that there is no need for more than ). The 770
could not have written 777vm > for they are not definitely (more than) ".

® The mawn there cites the word 13, since the initial question there was why the 77 mentions 112 specifically. The
X773 here cites 12 77 nnm, because this fixes the depth; that it is not necessarily more than “. See footnote # 5. This
resolves (the 777°n and) the 7wp 7w (question # 2) according to MooIN.

7" 912 is derived through a Xm>2*1%. This resolves the 2°m (question # 1) according to Mmoo,

¥ The word w1d indicates that Mmoo is negating the ‘obvious’ interpretation. Usually an ax is something that is
written clearly in the 771n. Here, however, neither " nor "1 are explicitly written and nevertheless the X713 maintains
that they are both in the category of ax.

? According to m2o (see footnote # 5) 12 > M is teaching that when the 770 writes 112 it should not be taken
literally (that it has to be very deep; more than ), but rather it is sufficient if 7wy nma? >73 12 w»; it follows
therefore that if p>r7% *73 12 w° it will be 2>n for 1pra. See ‘Thinking it over’.

10 This resolves the last question of Moo (on *"w). According to *"wA that 1°p121 N are both included in 7nw %51,
there is the question why is 07X not excluded from p11. However according to n1901n that only 7in°» is explicit in the
2109, it is understood why the v1¥°n is applicable only to ;1’1 and not to 7°pr1.
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mooIN cites a "mPw17, which derives 1°p1i from a different source:!!
= M3 YIN 1992 3 YIN NNDY Y9 AN9IT N7 NINT WIIT "MHWINI

And in "25217° 71%n he derives the liability for 1°pr1 by 112 as follows; for the

770 should have written, ‘if a man will open or dig a pit’ -
= PPV 992 1M NNNIY N N NINX 913 93 29N NNd

Why did it write the word 912 twice (712 ¥R 77727 21 72 WX 11nd° °2); rather one

792 teaches us regarding 71n°» and one 712 is regarding 312
- PRI DTN PPOYNN XY 0PN Y1)

However, even according to the *n?w17°, which derives 1211 (not from a X120, but)

from an extra word in the 7109, nevertheless we do not exclude 278 from %212 -
NN XD AUY 91299904 KON RIPA 29197 ININ NIN DYIN NY 9991 NIPT

Because the po2 of 1w ow %51, is only excluding what is written explicitly in
the pwo2, which is a 712 of o°mdv ', but it is not coming to exclude something
which is (merely) derived from an extra word.

SUMMARY

According to >"w9, the rule of " 72 is derived either from the word 72 (in MW P7d
naw), or from the words of 17 17°7° nm (our X»3). The 10D of MM IR MW 7AW 91
may be referring to 7n°» and prl.

mooIn asks: 1) if we derive " M2 from 73, it 1s °2°n2. 2) Why is there a difference
between the two mn3, and 3) an 27X should be excluded from 7°p°11 as well as an°n.
mooIn learns that » M2 is derived from a combination of M2 (which indicates more
than ) and 1% 7> nam (which limits it to ). We derive that "o is an 1p11% 28 from a
X120 based on the 72 from 12 757> N,

THINKING IT OVER

According to moon we derive 7nn? " 712 from the combination of M2 and nxm
7 7°7°. We derive 772117 ' 112 from a X120. How can the X723 ask 7097 2K 131 710 710
7°P117 AR 7M; a M2 which is derived from the P09 is an 2R, however 'v 712, which is
derived from a X120 is a 7770, just like all other m7?n, which are derived
X700 1"

' mooin cites the *n9w17 to bolster his contention that the vy of D78 X1 M applies only to the explicit meaning of
the m09. See footnote # 12.

"2 If according to the *»7w1 there is no W » of DX by 1°p11, even though 1p1 is derived from the extra word M2 in
the P05, so certainly if 111 is derived (only) from a X720, the v cannot apply to it. See footnote # 11.

" See 0"~n and 7"nx footnote # 114.
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