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Intro

Today we will n”va learn v”x 47 of R1P X121 N3O

Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah'’s Halachah of

PP PN PIIRD 13

obwb parn

Ifa person gave his item to a craftsman and he ruined it, the xR
must pay him for the item.

The concept of

55 Mawa AN IR

A craftsman acquires the added value of the item resulting from
his work until he is paid.

This concept applies to the case of

ATW MYYY O3V WIS 103

70 D oM

N

If a person gave an 78 wood and told him to build a box, and the
7R built the box and then broke it, he is not liable to pay for the
box, only for the wood, because

95 awa AN IR

And the 2R owns part of the box through his work.

And to the case of

DY 3¥M212 7303 13 IR D 1IN

If a person gave a X his garment to repair, and the p»x notified
the owner that the work was complete and he returned the item,
even if the owner did not pay him on the same day, he is not
liable for 5n 53, because

93 MaWA AN IR

And the payment was merely to acquire the part of the item that
the 28 now owns, and for 779» there is no pbn 52

o N,

One is obligated to pay his worker on the day his wages are due.
There is a nwy mxz» of

19OV NN WP

And anwyn X5 of

A1 TV IOR POV IO PHN R

This definitely applies to a

oy Pov

A worker who is paid for the time that he worked;

And under certain circumstances to a

oap

A worker who is paid for the work that he produced;

However, this does NOT apply to 770», paying for a purchase.
SNinw’s Halachah of

SPhPW IR Mav

oowh 2N

If an experienced Shochet slaughtered an animal at no charge
and he caused the animal to become 7523, he is liable to pay for
the animal, because a »>5p is considered a my'wo, negligence,
not a OIN, an accident, and he concurs with 7°R» 273 who holds
RI7 YWD S

A person stumbling is considered negligent, because he should
have been more careful.

The contradicting Braisa that holds

1521 vk oA NN

MO PIR

If a person told an experienced Shochet to slaughter his animal
atno charge, and then he messed up, he is not liable to pay for the
animal, because the Braisa holds a »5p is considered an ©1x, an
accident, and they concur with the o'»on who hold

NI VW9 RS S

A 5pniis not considered negligent.
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So let'sreview ...

We begin with the Mishnah on 2"y "z 97

Zugt Di Mishnah

PO N5 PINRY 1N

oows parn

If a person gave an item to a craftsman for repair and he
ruined it, the X must pay him for it. Similarly
5p5P11PN% ST 12N AT wans 1l

obwbarn

Ifhe gave a box to a carpenter for repair and he ruined it,
the w3 must pay for the box.

Also,

5o PR NNOS YHY S1pW RIAM

TP IN O3RN 120

obwbarn

Ifa builder accepted a job to demolish someone’s wall and
he broke or damaged the stones, the X121 must pay for the
stones.

IR TR 5N 7 TR IO 71

Noo

If while he was demolishing one side, the other side
collapsed and its stones broke, he does not have to pay for
the stones.

71917 TN DN

N

Ifhis blow had caused the other side to collapse and its
stones broke, he must pay for the stones.
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NTW WINY 1M 1PIDIRD 1M

1PN% 57am NN 1PN

pirpiv)
o%w5 2N
If he gave a box
to a carpenter for repair
and he ruined it, the win
must pay for the box.

9P
o%5wh Parn
If a person gave an item
to a craftsman for repair
and he ruined it, the poN
must pay him for it.

9MON NR NNOY 1YY H2PW WI1AM
IP°THW IR D72RN 12O

o%wh 27N
If a builder accepted a job to demolish someone’s wall
and he broke or damaged the stones,
thenaa must pay for the stones.

NN OX) DT TN IMO NN
Nonn INR TIN HYDN
27N TMVD

If his blow had caused If while he was demolishing
the other side to one side, the other side
collapse and its stones collapsed and its stones
broke, he must pay for broke, he does not have to
the stones. pay for the stones.
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*OR 17 makes the following distinction regarding the
Mishnah’s second Halachah;
5P5P1 1PN% 11 AT WA 13

AW WINY NI ROR MW RS

M0 172 YYD

2WIANON INAYYN

R

Only if the owner gave the jmx a complete box and told
him to knock in a nail, and the 28 knocked in the nail and
broke the box, he is 211 to pay for the box, because the box
did not belong to the jmx.

ATV MYYS D3Y WIND 113 DIR

7w N M

N0

If the owner gave the 72X wood and told him to build a
box, and the jmx built the box and then broke it, he is not
liable to pay for the box, only for the wood, because

D9 WA NP IR

The box did partially belong to the 2R, because a
craftsman acquires the added value of the item resulting
from his work until he is paid.
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o 31 makey the /o%wmgx distinction
re;;ar/m?/ the Mishmah's second Halachah,
212921 1PN 101 NTW WIND 1M

ban NDN 1JW N
DND YIND NI NTY WIND NI
NTY MDD DY N2 YVIO
NTY NN NYD) P21 DN N2 YD)
N5 amn
Ifthe owner gave the on Only if the owner gave the
wood and told him to JPIR a complete box and told
build a box, him to knock in a nail,
and the mn built the box and the N knocked in the
and then broke it, nail and broke the box,
heis not liable to pay heis 2 to pay for the box,
forthe box, because the box did not
only for the wood belong to themn.

Because
15> NIW2 NI OIR

The box did partially belong to the o,
because a craftsman acquires the added value of the item
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As part of this discussion the Gemara introduces the
Halachah of

505

One is obligated to pay his worker on the day his wages
are due; and there is a nwy mz» of

15V NN mYa

And awyn RS of

A1 TV IR TOW 1HWo PO RS

The Gemara explains that this definitely applies to a

Dy POvw

A worker who is paid for the time that he worked;

And under certain circumstances to a

3p

A worker who is paid for the work that he produced;
First of all, it depends on the following;

If we hold

Y mawa aIP IR

5152 D1wn 92w IR

He is not 721y, because as Rashi explains;

oI P RPN RA

N7 TPV R

The money that the owner owes the 17X is not payment
for his work, but rather a purchase to acquire the part of
the item that the 2% now owns through his work, and for
77on there is no pon a7

But, if we hold

99 AW NP IR PR

Pon S own 2w

Because this IS a payment for his work, since the 218 does
not own a part of the item.

However, even according to the opinion

99 MAWA NP PR

The Gemara offers two circumstances in which he IS
PonSaown 2w

1.

WYY PINRT

RNV RUY'I RYL™

myow T

When he hired him it was specified that he’s not paying
him for the work produced, for the complete job; rather
he’s paying him for the work DONE, for each activity that
he does. In such a case,

99 MW NP IR PR

AndhelS

Pon S own 2w

Because he’s paying him for his work;

2.

RM2W R>ST

He did a minor repair which does not add value to the
item. In such a case,

99 MW NP IR PR

Because there is no naw to acquire; and therefore

Pon S own 2w

Because he is certainly paying him for his work;

The Gemara attempts to prove that the concept of nnp R
"9 maw is actually a Machlokes in a Braisa regarding a
1R who gave a woman Kiddushin, but offers several
alternate explanations of the Machlokes.
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This definitely applies to a
0y OV

And can also apply to a

193p

It dependly on z‘/w/a%wm?/. »

Ifwe hold But, if we hold
NP PN NP PR PR
"0 Nawa "0 Nawa

DIVWN 921 R Dw»N 2

1°>n 92 1°on %2

Because thisis a
payment for his work
since the )oIN doesn’t own
a part of the item.

o9 13 HP M3t HO
fobloobd
H DYIOE PN

Two circumstances where he i
1°5N 52 DN 1Y

@ @

NNM2W XDHT VYD NIRT
He did a minor repair RNYN2 RWVIA RVVN
which 'does not add value to MW 10T
the item. In such a case, He specified, he's not paying
NP POIR PR him for the work produced;
"9 NaWAI rather for the work DONE,
Because there is no naw for each activity that he does.
to acquire; and therefore Insuchacase,
5N 92 mwP 721 P IR PR
Because he is certainly "D N2Wa
paying him for his work. And helS

15N Y2 own 121
Because he’s paying him
for his work.
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The Gemara now returns to the Mishnah'’s Halachah of
BRI PIMIRG 13
o>wb rarn

ORIV IR

5P IR mav

oowh 27N

If an experienced Shochet slaughtered an animal and he
caused it to become 1523, he is liable to pay for the animal,
because a »p5p is considered a myws, negligence, and not
an OIN, an accident; and therefore

DYM2 T2 1OR

N

Even ifhe Shechted at no charge, for which he is 1109
PonNy, he is still 27n, because he was ywio; and as Rashi
adds

VYTV

N

And certainly an amateur Shochet is 21, because he is
certainly a ywio;

MAIPRY 112 7OMWS 1 A RYT

He should not have undertaken to slaughter the animal in
the first place, since he was inexperienced.

The Gemara questions SXw from a contradicting Braisa
15273 Mavd A N

NV PN

2nOrT

If a Shochet slaughtered an animal at no charge and it
became 123, it depends;

If he was an experienced Shochet, he is not liable, because
it was an OIN.

If he was an amateur Shochet, he is liable, because it was a
w9,

90w M3 DR

IR PAOYTA P

N

If the Shochet gets paid, regardless of whether he was a
MR or a VT, he is 27M, because he is PonR1 27N,

Apparently, the Braisa holds

DA ROV IR

Noo

Because a »p5p is considered a onx; which contradicts
58w who holds,

TDWA RYY P2 7DWA P2 IOIR

N

Because a »pbp is considered a mywo;

DafHachaim.org

Y
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Soypll pe
PP9PW MR N2V
n5w5 2N
If an experienced Shochet slaughtered an animal and he
caused it to become n>»2), he is liable to pay for the animal,

because a )by is considered a nyws, and not an b,
therefore
"N - DINA TV 1DOR
Even if he Shechted at no charge, for which he is ppaN2 WD,
he is still 2on, because he was yw»

And as Bashi adily
390 — PYIO £
And certainly an amatear Shochet i,
because he iy certai @ Yo,
NI OE 1190 DVMED 1D MO HO7

He shoulld not have undertaken to Wer the animal
since he way WWWLC@/

2

N92°1 N2VY NNN2 N
29°N VTN - NVD PR

If a Shochet slaughtered an animal at no charge and it
became n»), it depends;

If he was an experienced Shochet, he is not liable,
because it was an pJn.

If he was an amateur Shochet, he is liable,
because it was a ny'ws.

DV 1N OXR)
2N - PR P2 VTN P2
Ifthe Shochet gets paid,

regardless of whether he was a JDIN or a LPTN,
he is 2»N, because he is PD2IN2 2"D.
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The Gemara explains that the question in whether »p5p is
an OIR or a MY'w9 is actually a Machlokes 7R °27 and
oo, earlier in 17 P79, regarding

P50 R 179 172Wws

1TRYI R O™ 503

If someone’s jug broke and he did not remove it, or his
camel fell and he did not stand it up;

77722700 PR3 2

DR DM

DIR VT N0D

DPY T2

R» 17 holds the owner is liable; while the o5m hold he
cannot be compelled to pay by p7 3, but he is liable °372
D»Ww; he has a moral obligation to pay for the damages.
And as the Gemara in ©2 97 explains, this is a case of
191191 701D AT IAZ P12

The person lowered his 73 intentionally but 5pn3, he
stumbled, and banged it against the wall and it broke.
PR 17 holds 271, because

RI7 YWD Spa

A person stumbling is considered negligent, because he
should have been more careful, and it’s a lack of npw of
mnn.

Accordingly, YR» 37 concurs with SXnw that

WA RO [PIR

”n

Because a »p5p is considered a nywo;

While the o'non hold 79, because

R VW19 RS Spa

A 5pniis not considered negligent.

Accordingly, the ©»5n concur with the Braisa that holds
WA ROV IR

Nvo

Because a »p5p is not considered negligence, but an onx;

A
P90 891 17D N72W)
1TMYN R 1513 HD)

If someone’s jug broke and he did not remove it,
or his camel fell and he did not stand it up;

Vatdd
DR 227N NOD

DMWY MT72 27

WEN D)
1P°tha 2°nn

192NN NVNH NTNAY PIDNN2

The person lowered his 1> intentionally but 5pn,
he stumbled, and banged it against the wall and it broke.

Vo
OTR 27N MNOD
DMWY 21272 2N
because

NIn D IND bpnd
A 5pna is not considered
negligent.

Accordingly, the pw>n concur
with the Braisa that
702 ROW IR

R)1%)>)
Because a 5pbp
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N DI
17?2 2NN
because
NIn YIS Hpnd
A person stumbling is
considered negligent

Accordingly, »Rn 127 concurs
with 5znipw - that
702 ROw OIN
N
Because a 5pbp
is considered a nywo
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. The Gemara proceeds and proves that 13m0 °27 disagrees
with 58w and concurs with the Braisa, as 130y 117 says WY
PR N e YPYPW MR N2V
2N

However, there was an incident in which 1 '27 ruled 27N

D5MIING TPINT PRI IVR 1

709N P4

If the Shochet proves that he was experienced, he is Mmvo? ‘

;-J}]‘_;%imara answers However, there was an incident in which jony 123 ruled

"o0m ¥ D'5120905 MNpHNT MR MR bt
If the p2x was not paid he’s M09, because a »pbp is an

OIN, but if the 78 was paid, he is 271, because then he is 7ﬁDDN)
PONR1 M.

As NP1 17 says

120 1Y 2’ NW X0 v

7;’7 Lo hoch e iable for 4 5robm, b The Gemara answers

If a person wants a Shochet to be liable for a :1p5p, he

should pay him a 737 before he slaughters the animal. owa )N 2 - DN )N D

If the ok was not paid he’s 3o,
because a )by is an b,
but if the ok was paid, he is 2,
because then he is ppxN2 27D,

11T 15 DT - nav b 2N Aenn
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