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Intro

Today we will 7”v1a learn 7" 97 of X X121 NooN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

DM

If a mw ate someone’s produce, or trampled something
with its feet

MNVO DI MW

If it occurred in a public area, the owner does not pay
anything.

obw P PN M3

Ifit occurred in the pvy's property, the owner must pay for
the complete pr7.

D2 MWI P

130

If a ww gored another 77w with its horn in a public area, the
owner pays for only halfthe prn.

However, there is a 03m 970 *271 nomn regarding
PYI MY PP

If a 7w gores another MW in the pvy's property;

1970 *27 holds he pays DH>w pi3;

While the o»on hold he pays only pra vz,

Their Machlokes is in the concept of

I RIS T

DT NS

The derivative of the 1M 5 cannot be more o than
the source of the 1M 5p.

1970’27 holds 17 does not apply

V'R IONT RN

If through 17 the 7m 5p is completely negated.

While the o'mom hold 17 does apply even

VP I RO

The Gemara cites a Machlokes regarding

2150 Y MW

RWHN RHOD

Whether the vt n25w of a 21 is XL through carrying?
However, ALL agree that the 71 n215w of a Mnv person is
RO only Va3, through contact, but NOT xwna.

nmayon

PIwIYON

A mat made out of reeds becomes X»v for seven days
through nin 5nR, by being under the same roof as a nw.
And a yon becomes x»v for one day through a yaw.

DafHachaim.org

MY
MOVD 02290 MYI2
oow Pl PrIN MY

0290 MWI2 1P
ey

PrIN MW Ip
PN 12 )
PraoNn 0w pr

PTH P X2 1T

27T DWW YIT NHOW
RWN2 RNDLN

N3 YN
VYIW2 YON
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. A mw s one of the
172 DWITI ANNAY M 70 WHW
We can derive Halachos from one 7 to another through

g:};ielgg sth[i‘ ?Sgne word in both places. However, it n1w n.i’t J

DTTR WD TIOW
PO PRIPTD

canbe desived and NOT refed I1its DYTTXR WD NIDIN
i”f-l 11:'; zl?i;érofll?mus only on one side, there’s a Machlokes ]’:’\’JD ]’R’ ]’7,Db

whether
P2WN PRIPTNS
The Halachah can be derived and NOT refuted.

OR TR TR NIOM

rwm P

The Halachah can be derived, but it can also be refuted by np]bnn
alogical distinction.

Where it's
79I PR

It's not Mo on any side, all agree that nJD1D 1J’N

rwm P

The Halachah can be derived, but it can also be refuted. ]’:’\”D] ]’T,Db
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

N W

TR PURT MW

Regarding a on 97w that caused damage in the pvy's
domain: For example,

i

The W gored with its 7p, its horns; or

M

It shoved with its body; or

I

It bit with its teeth; or

leh!

It lay down on something; or

vYa

It kicked with its feet;

These are all 137 777

It depends:

D377 MwN1

AR (aRnblizfa)

If this occurred in a public area, he pays only pi1xn.
PPN MY

DOV P13 IR POV 37

YOO DN DM

If this occurred in the pvy's property;
1970 27 holds he pays oow p13;

While the o'non hold he pays only piixn.

The o»or's reasoning is simply because the Pasuk states
that for 17 of a on one pays only 11 °31, and the Pasuk
does not differentiate between o137 mw and prin mwA.
While 13970 °21 holds

05w P13 PTIN MW

As the Mishnah explains, 1970 *27 derives this through a
WM 5p from 017 MW 1775

0297 MwI2 53770 50 Jwn 5 Spnw opna s

NV NIV

PYIN DWW O PHnn

oSw P obwd

If5jw is »p, lenient, in o297 mwa where it is Mo, and
o, stringent, in pyn MmwA, where it is obw prarm;

772 PR SY YRR Opn

13m 0owh

PYIN TV PHY PHMY PTIPR

DS priohwd

It follows that 19, which is 9n in 0297 mwa where even
for a bn one pays at least 7113, should certainly be more
“mn in pran mwA that one should pay 05w .

DafHachaim.org

R4
PR W
XD PR w2

Regarding a pn mw that caused damage in the pny’s domain:
For example...

oy S - R R 5 WV B o
It kicked Itlay Itbitwith Itshoved  Itgored

withits  downon  itsteeth  withits withits)p,
feet something body its horns

These are all ppT NTHIN

P13 sn oo - D3N M3
pran nwena

PAOD 0 )

oo ph

Wi v Sphw Dipn2a nm
D270 M2 520 by
D NINY
PPN MY Jmby YHnNn
DbW 1 DOWH

h '8n
The Pasuk by pp says
apn pays only prasn,
makes no difference
between D mw
and pman Mw).
M2 Ppn Sv YpNnw Dipn
P12 8D DHWD
PMIN PPN PHY YONIW PTIIN
Dbw pr bW
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The o'non however responded that this 9mm 5 cannot
teach 05w 1 for prin mwaa 17p because

PP RIS T

N7 IS

The derivative of the wm 5p, in this case, pvin mMwIa 1P,
cannot be more 71 than the source of the 3m 5p, in this
case, 0’177 Mw12 17p. Therefore,

ZAR R iainiiniata

Y137 PRI MYI R

Just as for 0297 MwI2 1P, one pays only 11 °3m, S0 too, for
PPN MWIA 1P, one pays only praosm.

197V 27 responded

PP 1P TR RD IR AR

5291 193 IR IR

The v 5p for pran mwa 1p is not from 037 MWa 1P,
but from prin mwaa 59, as follows:

2"772 50 51 1o Sy Spnw oipna im

IRz=Rkaan!

If oavn mwA is »p regarding %3 1w in that it's Moo, while
itis Mmn regarding 17p in that it pays p1oxrm;

PYIT W2 5290 5 10 Sy Punnw opn

P2 PPMV PTIPR

It follows that pv3n mwa which is 9mn regarding %37 7w in
that one pays 0>w 3, should certainly be mn regarding
1P to pay oOw .

However, the o'non responded that here too

P72 PYAb PI P RIS VT

Because 0’397 mwaa 137 is partially the source for the 5p
), and the derivative 7m0 mwa2 177 cannot be more
Tmn. Therefore,

YR 7200

PYISM PTIN MYI AR

Yt
PTN 0 N2D 1T
70 HPND

The derivative of the yoim bp,
in this case, prn mw2 Ny,
cannot be more Mon than the
source of the ymm by,
in this case, D27 MY ).

PTIIND YN NN
P12 XD PPN MY 9N

PN
PTN 0 N2b 1T
P10 Nrnd
Since 0 M2 PP
is partially the source for
the yoim bp,
the derivative Pmi M2 Pp
cannot be more 3.

PTIIND Y2 N
PT2IXD PN MY N

DafHachaim.org

//&7/ )
DY P TR RS DN 9R
523 pp ITR DN
The M bp for pman M2 Pp
is not from > MY PP,
but from pnan M2 dn,

5pnw Dipna N

] ]

7M1 5270 bv jwn by
P2 YONN

5m wn by ypnnw Dipn
PrN M2 ban
P2 YPNIW PT IR
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The Gemara asks

PIHH UMM

RI7T RIPNRT PT R

How could po7v 17 not subscribe to the X>7o of 17; after
all, there is a Torah source for it?

The Pasuk regarding the quarantining of o states:
UM OR 7 IR

PIOAPT PRI ITIAR

o' NYaw 0Yon K57

The Pasuk’s intent is for a wm 5 as follows:

If a father showed displeasure to his daughter, the
impression would last seven days;

DY JWY VIR POV VP

Certainly if Hashem shows displeasure, the impression
ought to be doubled to last fourteen days? If so, why was
D » quarantined for only seven days?

It must be because

N7 D IR i RS 1T

The derivative, the n1ow, cannot be more 9 than the
source, iPIR.

The Gemara answers:

Of course, o7V 27 agrees with the concept of 7.
However,

V'R PIONT RN

by

197V 27 does not apply 17 in cases where it completely
negates the wm 5p.

As in our Mishnah, where

e RplaRMy

Even without the 9mm 5p all 17p pays 1173, as clearly
stated in the Pasuk;

RIINNR P18 NVRIN"P RON)

Dow prI TwYn

And the M 5p adds that for pran mwaa 17 he pays pn
o>w. However,

YT DVITR

PP R RTINS

If we are to apply 17 that for P37 mwI2 19 he pays only
711°3m, the 90 5 is completely unnecessary, because the
Pasuk already taught pri>sm.

Dedicated By:
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<

PT MY MY POV 2M
RIN RNMNRT PT RM

How could pov 127 not subscribe to the 2o of »7
after all, there is a Torah source for it?

S o T aNn
I P R AN
o n&):w ooom N2

The Pasuk’s intent is for a M bp as follows:

If a father showed displeasure to his daughter,
the impression would last seven days;

DP WD NLIIN N1OWD ”p
If so, why was D quarantined for only seven days?

720 PPND PN 0 R PT

v
Of course, N9V 120 agrees with the concept of PT.

7P 7I9NT RIMN
PT O MO
97127 does not apply »T in cases where it

completely negates the yoim bp.
As in our Mishnah, where

2D P12 IND
Even without the Y0IM D7 all Pp pays praIvm,
as is clearly stated in the Pasuk;

RIINR PTI NN NN P RN
DDW pTI NI
However,
”p D PIBR - PT HYHTON

If we are to apply 1
that for prIN M2 I he pays only P12 IND,
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However, the o'»on hold

V'R PIONT RN

P77 R

The Chachamim do apply 17 even in cases where it
completely negates the 1m p, because in the Pasuk of
Miriam the »7 does negate the m 5p, since the first
seven days is already taught in the Pasuk

P NYAW MImd YInm 07n oM

While 11970 27 holds that this Pasuk is needed to teach
PTIPWIT RO ORT

That regarding all other 7mm p’s we also say 17 if it does
not completely negate the 1m 5p;

The Gemara attempts to bring several proofs of a Xin that
holds

'R P91 RYTIIRY

PTWITR?

We do not apply »7 whatsoever, even where it does not
completely negate the wm 5p.

And we will review one of them;

The Braisa states

W NN YON

A mat made out of reeds becomes Xnv through nnn Hix,
by being under the same roof as a m, through a “mm 5p
2 NIV DIOP PID TN

NI RHDOD

Small jugs made of o7, earthenware, are > in that they
do not become X»v through 17, yet they do become xiv
through nn 5nx.

212 RPVHDY YON

NINRDVY PTIPR

Then a yon that is 910 in that it does become 2t XV,
certainly becomes Xnv in ndn 5x.

15 1P

29Y DRVY 2

YW NRMLS P2

And through this 9mm 5p, it becomes ®»v for seven days,
as nni 5nR does, and not only for one day.

Dedicated By:
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v
However, the pm>n hold

1P PIDNT RN
PT Y MR
because in the Pasuk of Miriam

the 1T does negate the YoM Dp,
since the first 7 days is already taught in the Pasuk

o MR A’ Birma mrva miom

//07[ »I

/7 /277 t//% //c);i’:?

Proofs of a Nan that holds
T WNT RD - 1 7790 ROT X’DN)

1220 NP2 YN

A mat made out of reeds becomes Nov through npn b,
by being under the same roof as a n».

We know this through a M01m bp

272 RNOVNWY YOO 020 172D NI
PT IR £\ 2AT2 DMVOWY

N2 RNLVY 2777 A RNPLN
Then a yon Small jugs made of D,
that is»n in that it are >y in that they do not
does become 21 NDD, become npp through ar,
certainly becomes Npp yet they do become Rpv
in a non SR through nnn 5nn.

29V NRMVY P2 - 1Y NP
NY2W NXRMLY P2

And through this yom bp, it becomes nop for seven days,
as nni bnr does, and not only for one day.
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The Gemara asks, why don’t we say 17, in that

299 NRIOVY P IR

VAW DRIV 'PIORD 1T 230N

The derivative, n» nxMY, cannot be more MmN than the

source, 2t N, Therefore, although the WM 5 teaches

that yon becomes nn xno for seven days, 17 minimizes it
to only one day, like 21 nxmw?

It must be because

7D 7791 RYT VIR

PTWITRY

We do not apply 17 at all, even where it does not
completely negate the wm p.

»2N explains that this is not a proof, the Braisa does not
refer to n»a yon but rather to y7wa yon and the Braisa
must be reworded

P YIVIYOD

A yon becomes Rpv through a y7w, because of this 5p
M

22 N0V DIV 130 I

PV PRV

A RDOW YOD
YIVIRDO RV PTIPR

And here we do not say v7, because both the derivative,
77w, and the source, 11, are XY for only one day.

And regarding n»1 yon the Gemara concludes that the
source for nYaw XMWV is through a mw 7N from yaw.

DafHachaim.org

Why don’t we say 7T, in that
27D DRDIWD 1P IR
NDLIY NHNPID ’P)DNb DT NN
The derivative, nn NNDI, cannot be more 3n than
the source, a1 nNpw. Therefore, although the ym bp

teaches that yon becomes nn Nnv for seven days,
PT minimizes it to only one day, like a1 nRDD?

17 DN RHT 2"YN)

PT WMIT RY
We do not apply 1T at all,

even where it does not completely negate the Y01m 5

NN
This is not a proof, the Braisa does not
refer to np2 yon but rather to yIwa yon
and the Braisa must be reworded

an yIwa yon
A YO0 becomes npv through a yw, because of
this yoim bp

272 RNLY YON
PTIOR
PIW2 XNV RNW

And here we do nat say 173, because
bt the derivative, /3& and the source, 25,

we t//{ /or onﬁf one /a?/.

D20 P25 NN
272 DNNVY
PIW2 PRNY
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As part of this discussion the Gemara discusses the
following Halachos of a

MY AN

Which is one of the

172 DWITI ANNIW MTH 7IVY wHhw

We can derive Halachos from one 17 to another through
finding the same or similar word in both places. However,
itdepends: Ifit's

DTIX 230N 7319

PWL PRI

If the words are superfluous on both sides, the Halachah
can be derived and NOT refuted. Ifit's

TOR TID IO

Ifit's superfluous only on one side, there’s a Machlokes
whether

P2WR PRI PTRD

OR

PO PTRS

The Halachah can be derived, but it can also be refuted by
alogical distinction.

And where it's

IO IPR

It's not superfluous on any side, all agree that

PO PTRS

DafHachaim.org

NY N7
We: can derive Halachos /mm/ one p3 Ty anather

f/zroa?/u Wwy the same word in bath /Mww
However, it /Ww/ﬁ/. ..

%éf’y Z%éz“y
TR TN NIOM DYTTX VN NIDN
Tty & Wachlokes whether Al agree that
20N PRY ]’T’D'? 2N PRY ]’7’73'7

OR % the wordsy are

P2OWN PN

ubs on bathy sides,
The Halachah can be derived, W%&d

And % ity
NIDIN 1R

If’ymz‘W/&wmei&/&, @%d?/‘% that
122wV PTMNH
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