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X5 7 N3P N3

102
Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 8”5 97 of Rp X121 noON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah's Halachah of

MIANR T ]’DBHD YOO PITR 0

5o R Spnn

PORI2 WA Spnn

There were two potters walking one behind the other. The
first 97p stumbled and fell, and then the second 77p
tripped over the first 97 and fell.

2’0 PURIA

WP

The first 77p is liable to pay for the second 777’s damages.

The Machlokes regarding
TV 15 I RS
If the first 97 was not able to stand up, is he 7190 or 27m.

The Braisa’s Halachah of

500 PRI SN

PORI VN PN

NV WOV

Three potters or glaziers were walking one behind the
other. The first 97p stumbled and fell, then the second 77
tripped over the first 97p, and the third 97p tripped over
the second 77p.

IV PIIA 27N PRI

WL PRI 2N W)

The first 977 is liable for the second 77p’s damages, and
the second 777 is liable for the third 97p’s damages.

R17's distinction of

IV PIIA 27N PRI

MNP PN PIION PN P

The first 977 is liable for damages he caused the second
77p both with his body and with his property. However,
WHW P 2N I

M P RS HIR 91 P

The second 77p is only liable for damages he caused the
third 975 with his body, but not for damages he caused
with his property.
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. The two explanations to X327 which are based in the
Machlokes of whether we say
NI YWIO Spma

A person who trips accidentally is considered negligent. TWO explanatio ns 1.'0 N2)

- S which are based in the Machlokes

of whether we say

opm opm
YVWID IRD  NRIN YWID
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

71 INR 7 PO Y PITR I

501 PRI HpnN

PRI WA PN

There were two potters walking one behind the other. The
first 97p tripped and fell, and then the second 77 tripped
over the first 977 and fell.

210 POURIN

WP

The first 97p is liable to pay for the second 777’s damages.

137 2217 explains the reason for 271 WK1 based on the
Machlokes in the previous Mishnah regarding

YWD SpN3

If a person who trips accidentally, is he at fault or not.

According to PR» 27

2710 PORIN

WP

Simply because

R VWIS S

The first 97p who tripped is at fault as he should have been
more careful.

And even according to the Chachamim who generally
hold

MO NI ONR HpNI

One is not at fault if he trips on something,

However the Mishnah is a case of

YD PIw

THY RO

The 77p did not stand up, when he was able to, therefore
7N

Because he was not a oIx.

However in a case of

TV 15 RS

Noo

If the first 97p was not able to stand up, 7700 because he
was a OIN

And

PRI AR

TI07

He was not required to warn the second 77p, because he
was occupied.

PN’ 92 1mm3 27 disagrees and says

YD AR

»n

Even if he was not able to stand up, he is 2°m, and he is not
a IR, because

PRI R

PR

He should have warned the second 377, and he did not.

Dedicated By:
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YN
M AP PR Y P
559 1Ran Hpn
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Two potters walking one behind the other.
The first yTp tripped and fell,
and then the second ¥Tj tripped over the first Ty and fell.

Y P2 2N PN

/ﬂ/’ o~y

The reason for 2N NWNIN
based on the Machlokes in the previous Mishnah
regarding
YWID YN

If a person who trips accidentally, is he at fault or not.

PN VEN 7P
RN ONIR Hpm

RN YWID Hpn
2

The first YTp who tripped
should have been more careful.

21 NPNTA

NOD

But the Mishnah is a case

TNY 15 NY
TNY RN
21 NI

LERLY Y
TINYY 1Y NN RY

21 PWNRA
Lven i he way not able ty
stand up, he iy >p, and he
wnit w oyt because
IPHTND I NN
PN RN
He shoild have warned the
second 13p, and he did et

TNY 1Y NN RO
NLD NI

becawse he iy a ot
And alho
PRTNY 19 N KR
07
He was not rWe/ 1y warn
the second 13p,
because he was 390
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Dedicated By:

The Gemara attempts to bring proof in this Machlokes
from the following Braisa

P PITRN

IR 7 POSAn vIw

There were three potters or glaziers walking one behind
the other.

5on pURIN SPM

ORI IVN HpN

NV WHVM

The first 77p tripped and fell, then the second 77 tripped
over the first 37p, and the third 77p tripped over the second
TP,

W PTIA 277 ORI

WY P M I

The first 17p is liable for the second 17p’s damages, and
the second 777> is liable for the third 97p’s damages,
however

1903 TR NHMD DR

091212 271 ORI

If both the second and third 77p tripped over the first 97p,
the first 97p is liable for all their damages, however

0 DR TP DN

PO

If after the 77p fell, he warned the others, he is not liable
for their pri.

The Gemara explains, according to pnx’ 92 1m3 19, the
Rw™ of P RY is even a case of

TOYS 175 7R ROV

The 77p could not stand up, and even so

20

Because

PO N

PR

While according to j3» 27 the Xw™ of P K> is only a
case of

TVY? 175 Y

The 77p could stand up, in which

»n

Because

TV R

THY RN

However

TIYY D IR
N0

Because

PO RO,

Only in a case of However

™Y H N YIRS

DafHachaim.org

1P23T PITPD
NT IR DT PPIYIN PHY

There were three potters or glaziers walking
one behind the other.

opnn 2PN Ypm
MYIHVN NVWN POKRIN
V2 poRI2 HED

The third YTp
tripped over the
second ¥Tp

The secondyTp  ThefirstyTp
tripped over tripped
the firsty1p and fell

2°N 22w
"VHY P12

2N POKRI
W 2P

19D1 PONRI NHNN O
0913 7pT12 27N POKRA
If both the second and third ¥Tp

tripped over the first 1Ty,
the firstyTp is liable for all their damages

Nt DR DT 10T ON)
POD

1991 NWXRI NHNNH ON)
01 712 277N PORA
WL LERLY Y

Evenin a case of

O IY Y A RYY 1% N ROY

TNYH MY TMNYH

The1p could TheyTp could not The~Tp could not
stand up, stand up stand up

2N MOD 2N

Because Because Because

AT N

TNY XN PO PN RN
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. R17 now makes a distinction in the Braisa’s Halachah p "
D7 I
N7 IOR
WP 271 PRI
O OPIIA P19 P P '7|7-'m'| '7|7-'m'| I’l’nj
The first 97p is liable for damages he caused the second ’w")wn 27V1N ]1\’)&1“

77p both with his body and with his property. However,
RURPIORPIS T e M g RA

MR PR HIR 10N P

The second 77p is only liable for damages he caused the

1V2 PORI2 - HDN

th.ird TP with his body, but not for damages he caused 2771 02 277 ]1\’.’&1

with his property. ,w,bw ,th: 70 ’PTJ:

The Gemara offers two explanations for X219 191 ’pTJD 191 TPT)J PJ

e OTIer Ao exXprnions TorRa 1200 P12 KD SAN 1w M pa

Xht}{ ﬁritt and lul.timately the one accepted, is as follows: The second 3P B liakle %/Qru‘ L2 biable
s Rashi explains olyor demages b s o g e cuied

Th

o the third 13p withhis bodly, F W%o/?m/

Because, X27 holds that all agree to but not with /m//zm/zeﬁ‘gx with Mﬁmpgﬂ’?/

NI VWIS S
Therefore, he is 27n for damage caused by
1912

One explanation /or 427

. To both 191 AND m»» of the 1w;
Now, the 3w is also an P17 DR, '?PTIJ'I '?P.TIJ'I '?PTIJ
Although he'’s not a ywio for falling, since he tripped over ’w’lywn 270N uw&ﬂn
the R, but he IS a ywio because of
THY RN TYD I 0 W2 ]1\’JN.|: 'DDJI
He did not stand up when he should have;
Therefore, he too he is 271 for damage caused by ) )
o /}ﬂf/m%”/(p ™nN DTN TN DTN
To both 191 AND 1m»» of the "wHw; he ity nat w YOO Because Because

y lalling,  TOVH1ID N 5pnd
5 W ToY N, N)D DWID

Therefore, he too Therefore, he
is "N for damage  is 2"N for damage
caused by 1912 caused by 1912
to both1912 and to both 1913 and
10D of the wbdw 120D of the ww
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However, there is a difference between them regarding

WD PR However, there i a difference
Where the 77p’s property, his broken shards, caused the between themy yg%//mﬁ/

damages; 12100 PT1I

Regarding the pox;

mn is considered a 13, because

YW 1201 IR PRI TRON

o o 2pnn pm
It became 7poi after his fall which was 7y 'waa. 17N ]]mN']n

Therefore, he is 271 only for damage to 3w 5w 101, but
0o for 1w YW mpn, because a M is

DR P12

D572 N0 )B))2)))

is not M2, because
PpPTI PPON

PRI

However, regarding the "v;
mnn is not considered a M3, because

ONR D93 IR PRI PROD DJIN N9 INND
N0HO “’)DD
It became 3pon after his fall which was onxa. It became MoN aft er his fall

Therefore, he’s 91090 even for wbw Swon. which was DN,

Therefore,
he’s 7DD even for
wbY Sw 191

Accordingly, X27's statement is understood as follows:
27N PR

Son

|B))2)7)
is considered 12, because
PpTI PPOD
NYWD NHo) INRD
ann
Therefore, he is 2D only
for damage to 2w bw 1912,
but MDD for W bw 10D
because
DTNIPT2 27N N2
D552 MDD)

Both 19w and 1mnn of the pwxi are liable 1 10 T )

10 W on A 27N W) 2N ]1UR1
For damages they caused to 1011 of the "yw. 112 ’PTJJ 1012 IPT)J PJ
However, DIKYOPTIA RS ban WP P2 P2
P PRI RS HIR IO PN 9 )

WHW YW 101 PN 1912 Pt:: 1j2) b PTJ:
Only 191 of the 3w is liable for damages to 191 of the "L’J")'L’J 'J'L’J N 'J'L’J

wHw; but1mnn of the 3w is not liable for damages even to

191 of the "odW. Only 1912 of the W Both 1913 and 12101
Rava is not addressing the damage to "w>w1 3w Sw mon is liable for damages to 1912 of the JWN) are liable

of the WbW;
but 110D of the 1Y
is not liable for damages
even to 1912 of the 'Wbw.

DafHachaim.org

W DV 1912 P12
For damages they caused
toma of thew.
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And the Braisa that rules

PR PR YY Parm o

11 P 5V PO

ALL three o77p are liable only for damages that they
themselves caused, but not for damages that their
property caused;

This 79 refers only to

[RIeloRPI3]

oo

If one’s o damaged the other’s i, for which even the
PRI 1s M09; but it does not refer to

R [eloRIPin}

1

If one’s o damaged the other’s 913, because the pwR7 is
N

2.

The Gemara mentions a second explanation as follows:
The pwriisan

PPN OTR

Although, X171 agrees to

NI VW10 IRY Spm

However, he still a ywio because of

TOY R TIYD 15 R

Therefore, he is 2711 for damage caused by
o1

To both 3w 5w 1M 190

However, the ") is not considered an 10 DR, Even
though

TOY R TIY 15 R

However, as Rashi explains

PORII ORI T 27D RS

VN DV PWID I PORTT

The 1w is less liable than the pwxa.

Therefore, he is considered merely a 713, not a P11 DR,
for which

1911 is 271 only for damage to *w>w w191, but not for N
whw Y, because a M1 is

DIR P20

501 T,

However, regarding 1mmm;

Regarding both w1 poxa

mnn is not considered a 713, because

ONR N1 INRS PRI RO

NOH

It became 7pon after his fall which was onra.
Therefore, both are 7109 even for 191 of the next one.
The pwr is Mo even for 3w S 101;

And the "1w is 109 even for "w5Hw Hw 1013,

And the Braisa that rules
1913 7Pt HY 127N 9D
1291 PT HY PNOD

ALL three pnTp are liable only for damages
that they themselves caused,
but not for damages that their property caused;

This Mo refers only to
D522 10100 1)
If one’s o damaged

the other’s ion, for which
even the pwn) is Mo

But this yw» does not refer to

‘])JD 1200 T
If one’s o damaged
the other’s 9u,
because the pwn is 2mn

A second Wafwm/w Y

2N W
MYHW PTI

1912 P12
10D )T RD DaN

Hels Notan
p’TDT) DTN

Even though
ToY RO TS 15 M
NEHIS HD DD 39N Hd
NEN DY VEW MO NEHI7
Therefore,
he is considered a m3,
for whichoa is mn only
for damage to wbw bw 913,
but not for wbw 5w 1m,
becauseam is
DTN )12 2D
D522 1)

However, re?a//m?/ . ..

2N ORI
W P12

1913 P12 P2
110D PTII P2

P’TON DTN
Even though
N1 Y19 IND Spnd
He still aywo because
ToY RD TIKYb b n
Therefore, he is 27N
for damage caused by 1912
to both 1912 and 110D
of thenw

Regarding both»w pwny
120p 1s not considered a 13, because

DN N5 INRD ppTd YpOD

705

It became pon after his fall which was paNa.

DafHachaim.org
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According to the second explanation, X27's statement is
understood as follows:

2’0 PURI 5w 1om

The 91 of the pwxais liable

WP

NN PNIA PN PP

For the damages he caused to both the 3w 5w mm 190,
However,

21010 Sw 0N

The qn of the 1w is liable

wwhw Pl

MR PR HIR 0N P

Only for the damage to "wSw Sw 191, but not to Sw 10N
whw;

And Rava is not addressing the damage caused by Hw wnn
w1 PRI for which they are both completely mvo.

And the Braisa that states

199 P15 Pa7m Do

1 P HY P

The 1o refers to even

PP

P!

If one’s o> damaged even the other’s 91, for which even
the pwRr7is MY, because

OIR 12703 IR PRI PROD

NVo

In which his p»» did not become a 13;

The Gemara explains however that this understanding
concurs only with SRmw who holds

NI M opn 5

Even an obstacle that is not 9917 is considered a 712,
Therefore, the 3w, a human being, can also be considered
a7

However, according to 27 who holds

R RYOR PR TIPOR R

Only an obstacle that is 9p977 is considered 713, but an
obstacle that is not 9p91 is not considered a 112, but a MW,
the 3w cannot be considered a 113, because a person
cannot be made o1

Dedicated By:
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/fccor/% 422’y statement i undersitood ay ﬁ%wyx
277 NNW YW DI 27N PORI 5% 112

"VHY P2
1912 P12
1KY PTI2 RS DaN
Only for the damage to
Wb bw o,
but not to 5w 5w 10D

W P12
1912 P122 P2
12100 )T P2
For the damages

he caused to both
Y 5w 1mm v

DY) YN S 1mp
forwhich they are both completely Wwo.

And the Braisa that states
1912 7PTa 5Y 12N 9D
191 PTIHY PNVD
The o refers to even
19122 )0 P1I

If one’s pon damaged even the other’s 91,
for which even the pwRy is o,

D - DIAR NDDI INRD PPTI PPOD

However that thiy WW/@#JJ‘MW/M?/ ...

/fcwf/m?/ fo é//‘/é However, according to »
who holdy who holdy
£ b L - g vpor £
Aw obstacle that i nat ypo» i
nat considered a >, but @ e,
the J! cannat be w p,
because w person cannot be

MI/ (4 7/’)03).

Wﬁ/&r&, the jﬂ, @
human ée«,'n?/, cany ﬁﬁo
be considered a 9.
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