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Intro

Today we will Be“H begin the second Perek 53171 733, and
learn 1" 97 of Rp X121 NOONH.

Some of the topics we will learn about include: 73’ D
TV 530 T
Damages caused by animal in the natural course of its nT”’D Jﬂ n

walking.

MMM mar

The Gemara explains that one is liable both for the 2x, the
primary form of 537, which entails an animal stepping on a
utensil while it walks, and for m7>1n, secondary forms of
537, consisting of damage caused by other parts of its

body, or objects attached to its body. n 1751 n1 n1 :N

MR

It is a ©pom ©1WIO NPSML whether 1M, damage caused by
a force generated by one’s animal, is equivalent to 191,
damage caused by bodily contact, which is a typical form
of 53, and one is fully liable, OR if there is a mwn5 7350
pon that he is only liable for half-damages.

® mMNIN

RIDV 273w 55
A 21 only transmits nxmv through direct force. The
Gemara compares this principle to the Halachah of m s,

NP vr Nl N D ,

NID 2D INIINR U :t :U D
If an animal’s action subsequently resulted in damage
elsewhere, the Gemara discusses whether the damage is
primarily attributed to the original action, and is consid-
ered damaged from that time, or if the damage is
attributed to the force that actually broke it later.
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

N7V SN TR

19191 7772 73w5

One is always fully liable for

5377 28

Damage caused by his animal stepping on items with its
foot in the natural course of its walking.

Similarly,

DIy annan

22w 79770 P>

One is also liable for

5317 TN

Damage caused by the animal’s body, or something
attached to its body, as it walks;

As the xn»71 elaborates

PV XY TOINIW N3

A5 717 1oMA P

12157 777 Y

If an animal enters another person’s property and as it
walks damages with its body by banging into something,
or its hair drags something along until it breaks; or
THYWw 95w TPHYW N2

By the saddle or bundle that's on it;

TIRIZIV N1 POV RN

By the bit in its mouth, or the bell hanging from its neck;
INWDI NHM

Or damage caused by the load on a donkey;

oow priobwn

The owner is fully liable.

DafHachaim.org
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One s liable for One s liable for
5771 THD 5277 2N
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the animal’y bo Stobbing ow itemd
m’?‘ ity fuot

or someini
attached tv ity éa/y/ it walby

ab it walks
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The saddle or bundle ~ Withits hair
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movom 7
With its body

MMM MO N5

INY2 AN AN
Load on a donkey With the bit or bell

now pra oown
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Before we continue with the Mishnah, let's review the
DIm OO Nonn cited in the Gemara regarding M
1IR3, damage caused by stones kicked up by one’s
animal in the natural course of its walking:

IR VMO

MR

obw P oYwn

He is fully liable, because this is considered a typical case
of 937, because

MTIOMI N

One is equally liable for a force generated by the animal as
for the animal’s bodily actions.

However, the o'1on say

R

ZUR R

One is only liable for half-damages of m 173. Although
they agree that 719133115 and Mm% is a form of 39, they
maintain

15713 RN

It was transmitted *»on 7wnb 7o5n that one only pays 30
1 for M.

Now, the Mishnah continues

noYIN I

If the animal kicked something, which is a form of 7,
937 DAND PRI MM PV IR

997 PR 772w

Or if it kicked up stones into utensils and broke them,
AR a R plvsja)

The owner is liable for half-damages.

As Rashi explains, the Mishnah is in accordance with the
o»on that

Y30 MR
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Let'y review the pop) oo /)/’)/ﬁ/‘z..

NPINR 2D MM

Damage caused by stones kicked up by one’s animal
in the natural course of its walking

:aman vim)sllv)

mnIx mMIx
ob>wn nb>wn
Pr1oxn oow pra

Because
N3 1OIED 1P

The Mishnak confinues...
ABYIM AR

Ifthe animal kicked something,
which is a form of p,

IS DY 1Y N
arsulalalats
a5 AN [N

Or if it kicked up stones into utensils
and broke them

Bh Y% Do

I accordance with the ppop that
25 P13
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The Mishnah continues

MW 537 5Y NoIT

1M3W1535Y Hon

If the animal stepped on a utensil and broke it and a shard
flew out and broke another utensil:

05w P13 0YwN PURITHY

81781 85w PINRA OV

The owner is fully liable for the damage to the first utensil,
which is a clear case of 937, and only responsible for
half-damages for the second utensil, because it's M.

The Mishnah concludes

9205 12772 572 PV PORIINN

One is fully liable for his chickens that break utensils in
their path, which is 9.

However,

O3 PR 5T N

957 NIR YW 0T I IR

As Rashi explains based on the Gemara v™ q7;

If something was tied to its leg and it broke loose, or if the
chicken kicked up pebbles as it was hopping around, and
broke a utensil;

213737 05wn

He is only liable for half-damages, because this is
considered mmnz.
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Ifthe animal stepped on a utensil and broke it
and a shard flew out and broke another utensil:

- A& ) 2
-°> - e

RISy

now Pt Do
A clear m%é7
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Because it’y pyi13

NP PN
9229 19970 o0

One s fully liable for his chickens
that break utensils in their path

Wich i fr

Yo7 MR 99T
Y90 NN WM DT T N

If something was tied to its leg and it broke loose,
or if the chicken kicked up pebbles as it was hopping around,
and broke a utensil

Bh vxn e

Because ity considered pri3
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The Gemara cites additional examples of m17x:

DIPPS PN PRI YAV PN

1779192 055 1721

obw priodwn

If a chicken flapped its wings and damaged something
with the wings themselves, he is liable for full damages
because that's %37 however,

9193w M2

21030 Pbwn

If the damage was caused by the effects of the wind
generated by its flapping, he’s only liable for
half-damages because that's mm9x.

This is the opinion of the o'non. However,

MR VIO

Dow pu

Because 01omo maintains

max

oow P

The Gemara cites a principle that encompasses all of the
above cases:

N27 IR

NIV 212w 53

DSW PH DYwP PP

Just as a 21 only transmits Ixmv through direct force, for
example, ©77, sitting on, or VO’71, moving, something; so
too, one is liable for damages caused by direct force.

However,

0 212w 9O

PR30 05w PR

Justas a a1 does NOT transmit ixm0 through indirect
force, for example, such as tossing something at a person
or item and thereby moving it; so too, one only pays P11 °31
for damages caused by indirect force, such as mzs.

The Gemara explains that this principle serves to include
P2 oW 1Y

A wagon pulled by a cow that crushes a utensil under its
wheels; just as

IR DIWH DRHV

The object would be x»v if a 21 was riding in the wagon,
So too

Dow prIodwn

One is fully liable for the damage, because this is NOT a
case of my; rather, it is considered a direct action of %27,
since the wagon is attached to the animal.

DafHachaim.org

Additional examples o% D22

1°N2I791 PAY PH1IIN
mpnY DIpHN
0793 172

171792102w MM2 17°D102

o>wn
o%w pmn

:0/oM0 PO
pPra Pndon
oYW  praxn

X371 1MX

MV 212V 9D RNV 212W 9O
PPpraa PPpraa
pran odon 0Ow praodwn

A ar does NOT transmit nRmw A1 only transmits DNDID
through indirect force, through direct force,
such as tossing something for example, DYTD, sitting on,
at a person or item or DN, moving something;
and thereby moving it; so too,
so too, one s liable for damages
one only pays p1axn caused by direct force.
for damages caused by
indirect force,
such as NNNN

NP2 NOWIN NAY

A wagon pulled by a cow
that crushes a utensil under its wheels
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The Gemara continues exploring the parameters of m7xs:
N13°V1

IN72W X515 HY o7

2w IR oPnd Havann

W

What is the Halachah if an animal steps on a utensil, and
as aresult it rolls elsewhere and only then breaks?

The Gemara explains the question:

RPDIR RIPYD N2

NI iOMm

Do we consider the original action to be the primary cause
of the damage, which would be 53, and so he is fully
liable; OR

RPDIR R 720 902

NI

Since it only broke afterwards, it is merely 15 and
considered M 173, and so he is only partly liable?

The Gemara brings a similar ruling of 727 to resolve this
question:

727908

M ORID DI PR

5pHa 172w IR R

Nvo

If someone throws a utensil off a roof, and another person
standing on the ground breaks it with a stick before it
lands, the first person is liable, while the second is exempt,
because

75 10N

920 RPN RID

The utensil is considered broken and worthless from the
moment it left the roof, and so the second person did not
actually cause any damage.

Similarly, in our previous question, he would clearly rule
that it is considered direct damage.

However, the Gemara says

75 ROWO 7275

9 XY K1

Although to 127 this issue was clear, X217 remained
undecided.

DafHachaim.org

The parameters of DNNN:

AP Yp
M2V X9 D1 DY NOIT
72V R DIPND La%ann
2900
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RIN 92N N2
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11221 MM RN NN
Since it MZ?/ broke Do we congider
n%femam/ﬁ/ the orW action
i /’W@%/ /%) ty be fﬁ@/zréma//y/ caude

RIPYN N2
RIDINR

127 1IX

220 WRIN 19D PN
P12 172W) INR R
MOVD

Because

9w ran by 3/ gk

_Smwér%/ i our previous

he would rule that it iy aMAw/er /w W

However, the Gemara
1Y NUWw9 111
MY XV X319
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The Gemara tries to resolve this inquiry from a Rn>72:
57 5ama poonn YAY DYIN

D77 92w Yann poon

oow P prbun

If a bucket was tied to a rope, and a chicken pecked at the
rope, causing it to snap and the bucket to fall and break,
the owner is fully liable.

However,

92w I I3

772Ww1 INR 25 5p Hon

If a piece of the bucket hit and broke another utensil,
oW PH DYWL PURITHY

11737 05w PINRA S

He is only liable half-damages for the second utensil.

The Gemara reasons

N7 131

The o' of the Xn73, which only obligates 13 >3 for the
second utensil, clearly reflects the opinion of the 1327 that
1130 MMN3; yet, he is fully liable for the bucket;
therefore, we can infer

IPOIR RIPPYPD N2

The chicken’s pecking directly caused the damage, and is
classified as 191, not 1n3?

The Gemara answers

YD PID PIRPT

The chicken was continuously pushing it as it rolled and
broke; therefore, the damage was entirely 10,

The Gemara continues discussing the Halachos of m iz
onn”q7.
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If a bucket was tied to a rope,
and a chicken pecked at the rope,
causing it to snap and the bucket to fall and break

q9% 1311 1A%
Ma92 9N 95 by San

If a piece of the bucket hit and broke another utensil

DR NN Y
oo ph

nown NN o
B e
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yet, /L@WM MZ@/W the bucket;

Wﬁ/&r@, we can w%er

[1"ITX X1P'Vn 13

X

N0 N7 PTRPT
The chicken was continuously pushing it
as it rolled and broke

Therefore,
the /W wa em‘wd?/ JOIE
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