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Intro
Today we will Be“H learn n"n» q7 of Xipj X212 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include: n , ” ’ : I ,
ROYOITHY Dap ’
The degree of responsibility accepted by an owner of a N n] 1 n J

courtyard who allows someone to leave possessions in his

property; The degree of responsibility
T accepted by an owner of a courtyard
Various scenarios of damages involving an ox that who allows someone

entered a courtyard without permission, including to leave possessions in his property
mMnaIon

If the ox dug a pit in the 731 which subsequently caused

damage;

o553 y27n

If the owner soiled his clothing on the animal’s wastes;

1M O2ON
nan Sya xnd

NP IO

ol /9733

The Gemara also discusses

727 SY2 977 Miwaa RHW 0333

If the owner injured a person who entered his 73r; this
depends on whether

s

The owner was aware of his presence. n1w1: wa DJDJ
;;zlrious Halachos of a public hazard, including: n’ :n by: 1 P’ t n1

TPPON RYT OPN
The Sximvw1 27 nSnn whether a privately-owned hazard is
considered damages of 112 or MW;

o5
The exemption of damages to utensils and similar items

in a pit; .n :

® 0"

)
Yecheskel
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. R

One is not liable for his animal’s indirect damage, such as
fouling water with his odor.

9910

Whether a on 97w pays partial 9913 reparations when it
kills a person?
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So let's review...

The Gemara in the previous Daf cited the following
R

MWwIa ROW 737 Hra H3R 00N pivb 7010w AWK

27 502 5w Innna noIN

Nvo

PN DR

nan

If a woman brought wheat into someone’s courtyard
without permission, and the homeowner's animal ate
them;

The 73n7 51 is not liable for the wheat, but she is liable
for damages her produce caused the owner’s animal. The
Gemara infers

MNOO MWIANT

If she had permission, she is not liable, because entering
with permission does not imply acceptance of responsibil-

ity.

DafHachaim.org

AN7IP

DM PAY OIS N
nema 89w nvan Hpa Hew
n*an 5y S anmna ko

OPN AN NBD
naMn

She is liable for damages
her produce caused
the owner’s animal

Wgemam/m%ew
TOD MYI2 RN
Because enter: w%//wfrmum/

does not W acceptance o% rafmméo&z‘g/
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Nevertheless, the Gemara records an incident

R R RO ANOYT RNIPR RO

A woman entered someone’s home with permission to
bake bread;

RIPITWOT A7 ROR

™ a0 RwSH AR

The owner’s goat ate the warm dough and died.
RM72°HT P5WH K17 7270

~17 ruled that she is liable for the goat, because
RIMPIR ROV ROMDY

Since baking requires privacy, as Rashi explains
IV AW

She rolls up her sleeves. Therefore,

MWD POV IRMAT RO

RMPOIRDI TTT IO

The owner will leave the house, and so it is implicit in
their understanding that she accepts responsibility for
damages.

However, grinding wheat does not require rolling up her
sleeves and the owner need not leave. Therefore, it's
understood that she does not accept responsibility for
damages.

The Mishnah on 1”15 97 continues:

MWwI2 ROW 137 5P 9302 1MW 0107

If some brought his ox into another person’s courtyard
without permission;

377502 5w M

37 502 5w 1255 DWW IR

NvO

If the ox was injured by the homeowner’s animal, the Sya
7xn;71is not liable. However,

37502 5w M R I

R

If the ox damaged the owner’s animal, the 7wn Sy is
liable.
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Nevertheless,
the: Gemara recordy an incident..

NTITIX X171
NT1'2 XI71712 XYM anyyv1

A woman entered someone’s home
with permission to bake bread

NT1'27 137 XN12 XTIX
T1"31 713N Xv'9Y 193X

The owner’s goat ate the warm dough and died

R29 N2AMN
NRNI2 MT MOV
Because
yy3 s tom
_Smi/wm%af/ﬁerdéww
é@ém?/reﬁmrw/ara/@cy
W%ar@,

124 //96,«/ 1307 NI
@/7@ AN D3 5)/?/
The owner will leave the house,
and 30 it & implicit i their m&/em‘a/w/w?/
that she accepty ra,&ormév&?‘y/ /ar /wm?ax

The Mishnah on 0 9T continues:

Y3 Spa axnd Y onan
neas 8O

NI P n*am OYa 5w 1
e v 1255 19w N
nanbys nvan Sys by
avm Rl

Ifthe ox damaged Ifthe ox was injured
the owner’s animal, by the homeowner’s animal,
themwn b1 is liable the 8N bya is not liable
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N1 now lists several other Halachos regarding damages
involving an ox in someone else’s I3m:

37 529300 I ©107

MAYN Pvw MM 72 739Mm

If someone brought his ox into another’s courtyard
without permission and it dug holes;

30 P 270 WD S

The owner of the animal is liable for the damages to the
IR

MNP 27N IRA YYD

And if the 93m71 51 subsequently declares the property
ownerless, and does not fill in the hole first, he is liable for
its damages, because

IONS PR Y RT

751 RpP R

DT AT IRDD

Declaring a hazardous area ownerless is tantamount to
digging a pit in a public area.

Furthermore,

A 5vanR n

\PNA AT OYIIR

rn

The mwnYva is liable if the ox actively injured the Sva
237, or the owner tripped on it and was injured. However,
o553 P70

a7 52 5w 19310100

Nvo

He is not liable for clothing that got soiled by his animal’s
dung, because

M2 PPOR MPOR 553 DNo

They are ownerless, and so

N7 M2

They are considered damages of 113, and

D597 IR 12 27MW N2 IPID RS

One is not liable for damages to clothing caused by a pit.
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49 sty several Halachos
re?ar/m?/ /ama?w o 5/&#7 an o

i someone e’y 13p

N°20 HY2 1N 1MW D21DN
mMIYm PN M2 N2 DM

If someone brought his ox
into another’s courtyard without permission
and it dug holes

MON HY2
I8N P12 2N
The owner of the animal

is liable for the damages
to thedNn

1N YYN
M2N *prIa 2N

The 8NN b2 subsequently
declares the property ownerless,
he is liable for its damages

s)/ﬁ/;/ﬁ/’?/ﬂl” /°
o4 Y24
W3 DT SO

n°2N Y2 NR PN
12 PTIN 1220 Y2 IR
27N
Themwn bva is liable
if the ox injured the %N b2,

or the owner tripped on it
and was injured

0°5%2 Y2290
20 Y2 YW 1Y 1IPIVN

MNOD

He s not liable for clothing that got soiled
by his animal’s dung

Because
/3)/7//9&/\/ YPOE p'/c‘ RNo
and 30 £1 1>

and
'ADJ)Z 1R ppl Ip yb’// t/
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R17 also discusses

MW RYW M3 53 7375 ©I2)

A person who enters a 931 without permission: It depends;
AV MR

MVO AT YN

Ifthe 937 Sv2 was unaware of his presence, and inadvert-
ently injured him, he is not liable;

VT N

21 2 5y

If he was aware, he is liable, because the pv3 can argue
PIORY RMWT 72 TPRT 73

RMWI 5 05 PRRS

Y ou have the right to evict, but you have no right to injure
me.

DafHachaim.org

422 albo discusses...

N30 Y2 98nNY D)
mMwIa XYW

2 YT N M2 YT N RY

N2 HY2 1PN
a7
If the 8nn 5va was aware,
heis liable

N2 HY2 1PN
MLVD

If the 8N bva was unaware,
heis not liable

Because the p 25y can aryue
'p/ak/t/)/& ;/J)'k? )
£t ;/ '/f/')/j,!:
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The Mishnah continues

277 P VRTINS 503

He is liable if the ox fell into a well and soiled the water.
X217 adds the following two provisos:

1.

7291 NYWA WRITW ROR W KD

He is only liable if it dirtied the water as a direct result of
his falling, which is damages of Ww;

9109 1291 MRS IR

If it was only contaminated because it remained in the
water for a period of time, he is exempt, because

NI

nkalayal

D957 R 12 2770 121030 R

The ox is then considered damages of 113, and the water is
classified as utensils, and one is exempt for damages to
utensils caused by a pit.

This is only according to 58w, who holds,

R M2 750 o

Any hazard, even if privately owned, is considered a 1.

2.

191N WRINW ROX MW R

He is only liable if the ox’s body contaminated the water;
MNOOIPIN WRIN HIR

Ifit was fouled by its odor, he is exempt, because

R ROV RPN

Itis indirect damage.

Dedicated By:

VY NI YN0 ba)
27
Heis liable if the ox fell into a well
and soiled the water

427 adily the %o%wm?/ two providas:

92N
N97D1 INRY
TMVD

RO 11O XY
WINIANWY

NY'01 NYWA

It dirtied the water

as a direct result of his falling

Because
o'73 oml 12 WY

0'y371 NIX 12 "NV 1132 11X XTI

The ox is then considered damages of M2,
and the water is classified as utensils,
and one is exempt for damages to utensils caused by a pit

ﬂu’A/iA/m/?/

accom/m?/ fo ,@//‘/é, who hotds,

Xinuaaypnya

Any hazard, even if privately owned,
is considered am2

N30 WNRIN
TNOD

Ifit was fouled
by its odor,
he is exempt

Because
&1 Ao A
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NOR NV XY
WINIANW
19120

Heis only liable
if the ox’s body
contaminated the water
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The Mishnah continues

NY NN VIR A

99197 NR OYWN

If the 93171 5v2's father or son was in the well and was
killed by the animal, he must pay 9913, reparations paid for
the death of a person by one’s animal.

The Gemara asks

R 0N

The animal presumably killed for the first time, and one
only pays 191 for a 7y Mw? And it cannot be a

MM 0TR 125 N5 T

To have killed a person this way three times, because
R RYOVP 72

It would have been put to death after the first incident,
because even a on MW is put to death, and it can never
become a Tvin?

Rashi explains that one usually pays 1915

mma Tvima

If the animal gored three times, and then

ROIND D7D

It fled; OR

NOA DR PPV PR

We did not know at first which ox killed, and then
witnesses testify that this ox killed three times;
However,

PORD AT P Y RO

Since the ox is stuck in the pit, these scenarios are not
possible, so how did it become a Tv15?

The Gemara offers three answers:

1.

DON RPYP RIAT

It fell in the pit unintentionally, and so it was not killed;
however, it becomes a 791, and pays 791.

DafHachaim.org

1995 133 IN 1N 1
251911 NN aben

If thed¥nn bva’s father or son was in the well
and was killed by the animal
he must pay 1910

2

2810 ON

The animal presumably killed for the first time,
and one only pays 19> for a Tom nw?

And it cannot be
N33 aTX 1319V 9199 Tvin

because

NI X9vp 12

It would have been put to death after the first incident,
because even a DN MY is put to death,
and it can never become a TVIN?

The Yemara oﬂ%@ry three answers:
1

991 R’ RITNT

It fell in the pit unintentionally,
and so it was not killed

However,
it becomes a TVID, and pays 191>
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2.

WORT NP9 O 317

991331 0YWH ON

The Mishnah reflects the opinion of "oy 17 that a on pays
half 9.

OR

3,

ANRT 11970 270 INNR

DOWN DOV PR PYIN XM 1R

DoWH OHW 1913 3"

O 117 agrees with 11970 17 that a bn pays obw pn for
damages in a private area; similarly, it pays full 1913 in a
private area.

The Mishnah concludes

271 3307 HY2 MWI2 D207 OR)

If he had permission, the 7317 Sv1 is responsible for
damages to the ox. However,

IR 2T

27MIPR 19102

WMWY 12 5va vHY Sapw Tv

The owner of the courtyard is only responsible if he
explicitly accepted responsibility.

The Gemara cites the opinion of 17, who rules
212 RN

While Sxmw rules

’2799 RN
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2

Wz £ Shed 107 1)
9910 1NN DHYWN ON

The Mishnah reflects the opinion of D 127
that a D» pays halfy91>

R
3

WEZ //&7/ P I
P10 N2 P
nOowN DHW P

Do5wWN 05W 191D 17N

DD 12) agrees with oIV 1)
aD» pays DOW prd for damages in a private area;
similarly, it pays fully®12 in a private area.

'3’)/6\/
REyalnl ‘711: P92 D07 ONY

ME DI
2" N 19193
Yoy Hapme Ty
T nvan Sy

The owner of the courtyard
is only responsible
if he explicitly accepted
responsibility

AP )9/’
20
Theyxnn bva
is responsible

for damages
to the ox

éf//«/f rules
73790 XRNOYN

22 ruley
P”N> XNO5N
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