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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn © 97’ of X5 X221 noon.

Some of the topics we will learn about include:

YN DR MOWN

The Gemara discusses many aspects of one’s liability for
damaging with fire, including:

The Machlokes in the rationale of the liability for wx,
discussed at length earlier in 2”5 q7;

As the Pasuk states

DXIP RS WR I 7D

ATONIR APTIR W HIRY

77Y37 IR PYIRT 0YW 0OV

Ifa person lit a fire on his property and the fire spread on
its own to another person’s field where it caused damage,
he is liable for full damages.

The question is - Why is the person 27m?

He did not actually light the fire at the place of the

damage. It seems that he merely caused the damage
indirectly?

IR P 1T

VI OWN TR

1371 27 explains the W 211 is 1911 P13, because the person
actually caused the prin. Just as one who shoots an arrow
in one place and it caused damage in another place, he's
271 because he initiated the yn's motion, so too, if he lights
a fire in one place and it caused damage in another place,
he’s 271 because he initiated the fire’s motion.

TR WPY W

M DIWN TR

wpb W explains that the wr 2 is merely 11 1, his
property caused damage.

The Gemara explains our Mishnah according to both *17
1 and wRb W

ORI NOW WIN TATOW

Ifhe acted negligently by entrusting fire to someone who
cannot be relied upon to act responsibly. This depends on
whether

MWNYVID

The damage is primarily attributed to his negligence or
the actions of the wn. This, in turn, depends on whether
he gave him

n5my, a coal, which must be fanned before it can spread;
3w, a flame; or

R37w1 8y, thorns and a torch, which will inevitable cause
damage.

125

One's liability for fanning the fire into a blaze that can
damage;

The Gemara contrasts this with

aam

The prohibition to winnow on Shabbos, even though one
is aided by the wind.

nno
The n5nn whether one is liable for burning hidden
items;
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Considered 1210 1,
his property
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Considered 1912 1),
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So let's review...

We now begin a series of Mishnayos that deal with >pn
WK, damages through fire.

Zugt di Mishnah

O TOIW WIN T AN PR AW

If someone entrusts a fire with a deaf-mute, an insane
person, or a minor, who then burns another person’s
possessions;

DR DTNV

DPY YT

17 12 cannot compel him to pay for the damages, but he
has a moral obligation to make reparations.

npo Tarbw

2N Npon

Ifhe gave it to an ordinary person, that person alone is
responsible for the damages.

Dedicated By:
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WK 1)

Damages through fire
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Who then burns another person’s possessions

2 N
QY N33 29N 392
He has a moral obligation ~ pT ™2 cannot compel him
to make reparations to pay for the damages

MpD T2 now
21 MPBN

If he gave it to an ordinary person
that person alone is responsible
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The Gemara elaborates on the Mishnah based on the
WR5 W Ay 127 nonn regarding the rationale of the
liability for wx, discussed at length earlier on 2”3 9.
IR MY 129

PRI OWN IWNR

137 227 explains that wx is considered 1913 13, because it's
9, the person’s direct action.

RPN

MO DIWN IR

wp5 W explains that WR is considered 13mm *p13; his
property causing damage;

Accordingly, the Gemara explains as follows;

There is no Machlokes in the case of

72 n5na > Ton

DR P72 N0D

DPWOrTIM

Ifhe gave a coal to the wan, who fanned it into a flame, he
is not liable 07X *173, because

MR WINT VYD

It's the doing of the wAn.

According to j3nv 17 it is wINT N

And according to wpb W it is wInT puon oy, because
the wan made it into a 1. It was not a 7’1 when the
owner gave it to the wIn.

There is also no Machlokes in the case of

R3IW RNDD R D 70D

DIRPTI2N

Ifhe gave him thorns or twigs AND a torch, and so it was
nearly inevitable that a fire would spread, he is fully liable,
because

MV TPTT VYL ORT

The owner’s negligence directly caused the damage.
According to v 117 it is nHwnT N

And according to wpb W it is mHwnT P 1w, because
it was already a 1 when the owner gave it to the wan.

However, there IS a Machlokes in the case of

MW Ton

Ifhe gave the wan a flame, such as a torch;

wpb w7 says he is DR 17227, because

I RP YOYD

It is nSwnT Pon mmy, because it was already a v when
he gave it to the wan.

While j3nv 17 says he is

DR 7272 0D

1 P WINT RN2Y

The damage only occurred due to the action of the wan.
Therefore, it is wn7 M2 and not n>wHT IM>.

However, he is

oDHY PTA 20N

Because he's considered a o
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The Gemara elaborates on the Mishnah
based on the wpb w anr 127 NPdND:
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Considered 1m0 n12;
his property
causing damage
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Considered 1912 1),
becauseit’snd,
the person’s direct action
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He fanned it into a flame
Because
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a fire would spread
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If he gave thew n
a flame
such as a torch
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The Mishnah continues

TINA IR X7 TOR

DXYN IN N7 TAR)

If someone first lit a flame and someone else then added
wood, causing the fire to spread and cause damage;

271 O3YN DR RN

The one who added the wood is liable.

Conversely,

D371 DR K277 TR

TN NN NI TN

If someone first piled wood and someone else then lit the
pile;

21 NN DR RN

The one who lit the flame is liable.

As Rashi explains

PINR IR RT

T TV RY RDP

In both cases, the first person’s actions would not have
caused damage, and so only the second person is liable.

The Mishnah concludes

72791 90X N2

2112500

If a third person fanned the flames, and they then spread
and damaged, he alone is liable. However,
ilielpinlainiakaisity)

It the wind then fanned the flame into a fire large enough
to cause damage, they are all exempt.

A Rn»71adds

M7 N2 275

If both the person and the wind fanned the flames, it
depends;

20 Amadh 7 Mava v bR

VO IR DR

If he fanned the flames sufficiently for them to spread, he
is liable, even though the wind fanned them as well.
However, if the flames only spread due to the fanning of
the wind as well, he is exempt.

DafHachaim.org

B4

NNT NN N2T RN
QYXPI NN N2 90N

Someone first lit a flame
and someone else
then added wood

QXY NN N[ TN
NN NN N7 90N

Someone first piled wood
and someone else
then lit the pile

NN NN R2IRT QXY NN N2
:”n :Mn

IPH H5 H7
79 7930 H5 PP

mavhy N N3

3% 125N

A third person fanned
the flames
he alone s liable

M N

The wind fanned
the flame
they are all exempt

:)g_/)ll7/3
M ERa o

If both the person and the wind
fanned the flames

a5 2 oN

mrabh 1o
Ifthe flames only spread mLbt o]

dui}fo the ({ a””i'"l’ig If he fanned the flames
of the wind as we sufficiently for them
to spread
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The Gemara asks

2[INYOD M A

One is liable for winnowing on Shabbos, even though he
can only do so with the wind’s assistance?

The Gemara offers four answers:

1.

TAR T30 75w N0

IR TRH MITININ

The xn>12is discussing where he fanned it from the
opposite direction of the wind, and so his actions did not
contribute to the damage at all.

2.

IRD M2 A5 0

IO APRY M2 M7 N

He began to fan when there was only an ordinary wind,
which would not have caused it to spread, and then an
unusually strong wind came and fanned the flames
sufficiently to spread. Since he could not have predicted
these events, he is exempt.

3.

IR TTIDIDT A

He merely breathed as one does to warm his hands, and so
his actions did not even assist in the blaze.

4.

naw Pd

770 70X NIV MR

N7 YR

NI RPOY R

Although the wind is needed for winnowing, since he
accomplished his intended 7ox5» he is liable for his
action. However, regarding damages, he only contributed
indirectly to the damage and is exempt.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara asks...

2271 INY?ON MM NNT

One s liable for winnowing on Shabbos,
even though he can only do so
with the wind’s assistance?

|

TR TYN NDHW NI
INR TN MIN NN

He fanned it from the
opposite direction of the wind

2

NN M2 N2HW NId
IR NIRWY M2 MIN NN

He began to fan when
there was only an ordinary wind,

and then an unusually strong wind came

3

TNXR DARNT NAD

He merely breathed
as one does to warm his hands

4
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Nnaw Pay’
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Zugt di Mishnah

77037 DR MW

99 IN DPIAR IR D'3Y 79IN)

ikiy

One is liable if his fire destroyed someone’s wood, stones
or dirt,

ORIV

D3I TIRYMI WR RXN 7D

TTONIR TOPTIR WTH DIRY

7737 NR Y 0ow 0Hw

The Pasuk mentions liability for one’s fire that damages
thorns, grain, or the field itself.

The Gemara explains why the Pasuk mentions all these
details:

1.

One is liable for o’x1p, thorns, even though

VYN TOON

Itis arelatively minor loss;

2.

One is liable for a w7, a stack of grain, although
ORIV R

VWOT POV R

One is cautious regarding grain, and it is reasonable to
assume that it was not due to negligence;

DafHachaim.org

4
any el Aavalca
9B N 2NN N DY [DoN
v

One s liable if his fire destroyed
someone’s wood, stones or dirt

)l
n'&wp mNED PN NEM D
SR N AR W s Dond
=D mR PYans oo ool
The Pasuk mentions W&&f?%or e’y fire
that /mw?a/ thorns, grain, or the (i u‘w%

The Gemara explains why the Pasuk
mentions all these details:

1

One s liable for D% 7QP - thorns
even though

VYVIN TOODN
It M/wre&fwd% minor losy

2

Oneis liable fora =5 - astack of grain
although

17722 WX NOW XY

YYWDT NOW XN
One iy cautions regard. n,
m/woyrm%f%

thatt it was not due o Ww&
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One is liable for nnp, unharvested grain, and similarly
7533 TIop T

793250 98

TV 10K

One is only liable for visible objects, such as unharvested
grain, but is exempt for hidden items.

However, 777 *21 holds

WR1 POV OPUIR 2N

One IS liable for hidden objects. Therefore, he derives
7 52 5o b

One is liable for burning all items of stature, such as trees
and animals.

The 13127, on the other hand, derive this Halachah from the
superfluous word x;

4.

One is liable for 77w, damaging the field, referring to
items not usually damaged by fire, such as

PIAN 7790701173 79N

Scorching the soil and stones;

DafHachaim.org

3

One s liable for L'WJQP - unharvested grain
and similarly

1932 90 R M2 NP AN
PNV PBDRY
One iy onky liakle for visible objects,
éafi&mﬁ/or/uﬁ/ en ifemss

However, nTi 1) holds
UX1 |INU 'giaxX 1
one IS liable for hidden objects.
Therefore, he derives

P 1YY 5 MaIH
One iy liahle for burning ol itemy of) stature
aA/freZZ/ ammaéx%
The)p2»

derive this Halachah
from the word "N

4

One s liable for i 78 damaging the field
referring to

Items not usually damaged by fire, such as

1712R D050 177 NONY
S corc/u:n?/ the soil and stmes
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The Gemara now introduces several Aggadic interpreta-
tions of this Pasuk:

1.

DY IR MIVTO PR

D9 DYWITW 1972 ROR

Misfortune befalls the world on account of the wicked.
However,

7NN DT 115 ROR NOANN APR)

The righteous are the first to be afflicted; as the Pasuk
says

DRI IR WNR RN 7D

NIY UR TN

5 PIZD DRIPW 12

Fire spreads in the presence of thorns, i.e. the wicked, and
W HIRY

920 07 HINW

The grain, i.e. the righteous, was already burned.

A related idea:

PIwnd MW I o

DYWID DPTE PA PRAn IR

In a time of judgement, the righteous are equally afflicted,
50N O TR 11 DAY ROR TV RN

And indeed they suffer first, because

TS R RIMDO

N7

T8 QORI VI 730N *D

As Rashi explains

R2% A7 NYA Y2 IRY ROV

It is to their benefit, so they should not witness the evil
that follows.

DafHachaim.org

Several Aggadic interpretations
of this Pasuk:

1

%% NR2 MIYMD PR
022 DYWINWY T2 ROX

ROR NONNN NN

noNN DPYTRN N
The righteous are the first to be afflicted

n’&vp =NOm N Nem D
D/ p130 pEPE s> - D3y b it
fovim§ iy

00 O3 5,9!

A related idea:
NNYWNY MY NI PO

DYWIY DPYTR P2 PNAN N

ROR TIV XM

NYNN DPITRN N P NNHY
And indeed they suffer first

Because 1973¢) 213 tid
ANI7 _
p*‘w&h qoxﬁ it i) R
H35 D7DV DY WP POE
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o :
The Pasuk begins

WNR RXN )

Implying mxwp, the fire spread on its own, and yet
concludes

TIYI7 DR PYIRR 07w DYV

Implicating him for causing the fire;

The Gemara explains

1727 IR

VATV 7Y DR 02WY 5y

Hashem says that He accepts responsibility, so to speak,
for the fire He caused; as the Pasuk says

2

== mR DI ook ool L x REm D

Implicating him DY217%
/ar m&mf%@ /o‘r&./ g the %W& J/Wea/ ow ity own

%2 WR N3N )
He burned the wipni m°3; Therefore, The Gemara explains
il el e fire,as the Pasuk 1”20 MR
will rebuild it and protect it in fire, as the Pasuk says
20 WR NN n’ﬂNp’Jm Y ’ﬂ'l}’:ﬂ\’) n.n,:n nxR nl’ml’ ’bv

Hashem says that He accepts responsibility,
for the fire He caused

WR2 NM2Y 7ONY 2N

The Gemara also offers an Halachic explanation for this
apparent contradiction:

‘ 1311712 N7 AND The Gemara offers an Halachic explanation

10112 DO .t p it
. o or this apparent contradiction
The Pasuk first uses an expression of liability for damage fe PP

caused by one’s property, and then refers to a personal act 120N ’PTJJ 23000 NN
of damage, teaching us 2 9 39

S DI TON 21912 7PT12 00)

One is liable for his fire as if he personally caused the

damage; and therefore ) 3 3

Do o 2 PR DIVN VR

He is liable for the various payments for injuring a person

as ifhe did it himself. 0927 T2 2N
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The Gemara interprets several Pesukim in SXnw 900 as
describing an inquiry of 75»n 717 in the course of his war
with the onwbo related to WX P

One Pasuk refers to w7 0w, stacks of barley, while
another refers to owTY7 0w, stacks of lentils. The
Gemara offers three versions of his dilemma:

1.

7Y RVLHR WRI D0

His men had burned stacks of grain belonging to Jews,
and he was inquiring whether he was liable for the items
hidden in them. And

12 10WHT R 12 VWD

They responded by ruling either like 7777 °27 or the 1121

2.

MORIT OV

12 D IWHD MO WIT

The Philistines where hiding in stacks of grain of Jews,
and he was inquiring

1720 P2 MY DI

Whether he would be held liable for the grain if he burned
the stacks to win the battle?

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara interprets several Pesukim in 5Npw 9D
as describing an inquiry of )bnn 1T
in the course of his war with the DNW5D
related towN pm

One Pusuk refm/ f
PSS
stacky 0/5 éar/eyz

Anaither r%m/ t
PSS o=
stacky a/ lentily

The Gemara offers 3 versions
of his dilemma

1
7% RY2MP WK PNV

His men had burned stacks of grain belonging to Jews,

and he was inquiring whether he was liable
for the items hidden in them

19 VWDT RN 1Y HOWD

7@ ra/zm/e/ é%/ mﬂ’n?/

either like 3/ 9 or f/b&ﬂm

2

NN HRIWIT DYWITA

N2 D*XNWHYD MNPV NNT
The Philistines where hiding
in stacks of grain of Jews
and he was inquiring

Xy 77%19 1m
112N |mn3a
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3.

N ORIWVT PIYVT DV TA

N DNWHST DWTYT PUITN

There were stacks of barley that belonged to Jews, and
stacks of lentils that belonged to the nwbs, and he was
inquiring

M2 2305 15 HRAWT PRV S0 P o inn

DWIY YW W oowH nin by

Is he permitted to feed the barley to his animals and then
repay the Jews with the lentils of the o nwo?

According to these last two interpretations, the 3710
replied

TOR

77715 MwYS yo Pon Har

PPN PRI

Ordinarily, one is liable if he damaged someone’s money
to save his life, and it is forbidden to steal with the
intention to repay; however, a king may appropriate an
individual’s belongings at his discretion.

DafHachaim.org

3

NN HRIVIT PNMYVT DXWIT)
NN DXNWHDT DOWTYT PWITI
There were stacks of barley that belonged to Jews

and stacks of lentils that belonged to the DNWbD
and he was inquiring

INIWUT PIVY IV T 10T 1

IN¥A1I9T Ny

o'WV YV w1 aIvT nm Jy

According to these last two interpretations,
thepyTNID replied

TNOXR
77719 MYWYY PO PN Har
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