K
Yecheskel
Dedicated By:

25T NP N33

"

T 01
Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 3 7 of Xpjp X221 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

Liability for damages caused by one’s property is limited
to the following cases:

1.

1201 17 OMA PRY D003

Property that is not subject to the Halachah of 75vn,
unlawfully benefiting from wpn;

According to *>">317°0v '3 this does not exclude all
animals of w7pn, because he holds

RI7 D52 pon OHp DV

owTp with a lesser degree of sanctity are considered the
private property of its owner. The Gemara discusses
whether this applies to various n117p, including

WY, N2, 015,

2.
m2°12 50 0'od)
Property owned by a Jew.

3,

PINV 002]

Property of exclusive ownership;

This excludes

P TIW MR

Where the identity of the guilty party is unknown;
Rz em)]

An ownerless ox that damages and is subsequently
acquired;

WITPIIR TRON AR M

An ox that changed owners before its verdict was
pronounced.

The Gemara also discusses the following cases of shared
liability:

PIPRD 720 PR

If a o»5w 1277 damages, one cannot collect half-damages
from the portion that is to be sacrificed, nor is the owner
obligated to pay this amount from his portion of the meat.
The Gemara discusses how this Halachah relates to the
17372 327 N regarding

25170 Y P

How the owner of the ox and the owner of the pit share
liability for the incident.

aislaplXambRIY

If a 770 129 damages, one can only collect damages from
the 129p itself, and not from the accompanying bread
offering, which the original owner is still obligated to pay
for.
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. So let's review...

AN

The Gemara in the previous Daf cited the following 1: B
Braisa: ni " ; "t
72 5vn vy ﬂ: i”: o i”:,’
oop WP M2
Pl 2'op 2T Ma®
"5 700 117 127

phitalaRalyt’
531701 17 holds that 05 0w is considered private sbabyym vy 499 195
property regarding

Ddp DWTp is considered private property

TOIT, PN L1 DWR etc.

The Gemara now cites the continuation of the Braisa Two versiond % or )’y gpinion
which offers two versions of o1 *27’s opinion:

1. 1
TMIARONIY 12
on5wn IR MA7d

'O '27 only considers a 5w 1277 private property; {7 (7
| Y22 AN N1aY

The Gemara explains: 'DP 137 only considers
’N1D 12 cannot mean to say appby ) private property
oY

. 92 °VWNS
Only a 05w and the like are ©5v2 w, but not 1103
Because Wg@m@rﬁ/ %@M
a)aplobatol

PRIV M NONNI D301 NP0 D NYOW , ,
i Raipi R iala) NTD )2 cannot mean:

?f’ l;?gb-:;zz:\lvhich requires many additional mTay, is private D’wa 1\’.’”7: ’01”73'?
’ | M2 VIYNY PN IRST

property, 1132 which does not have all these requirements,

is certainly private property? NN n,l,”:
Rather, B

PR VWb ecaude

N1 D5 o DT DM NN LDIP

R 12 is excluding nmna TwYn 129, as the RM»I32 says ] . .

T3 e DO D0 DAVVY 92121 722
VINWI N O Y111 0N PIYINTN NONI ‘moan

An unblemished 7151 may be sold alive, and a blemished NIn D™V [nn e falfal ‘71}:’
7102 even when slaughtered;

IR TOVD X'Yan ol [a)ial7al

VINW RO N RS 3

omSYaI RN DN RS RIPN jwvn
However, 7wyn cannot be sold at all, because it is not DAY NN
private property. v Spa 8N an &Y
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2.

The Braisa continues;

IR IRNOIT 1270V RIR

7252 91522 ROR ORI 2 IR RS

*NiY 12 was only referring to a 102

The Gemara explains

We cannot say

N0

DPHw "0WNY

Only 191 is ©5va ivn, but not onbw;

Because

DA WITPW NI 7N

RITINMN

NV ONHY

If w53, which is born already sanctified, is private
property, n>w which must be sanctified by the owner, is
certainly private property? Rather,

VP WD

N2 JWYH is not 05Ya My, as explained earlier.

The Gemara questions

MR 7272 MDA R

DY RaR clearly stated that ONLY a md1is private
property?

And responds

Nwp

This version indeed remains unexplained.
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702
DMNMOW YVIINY

01N
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DNN WITIY 202NN
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The Gemara now offers an alternate explanation to that
which the Mishnah ruled that in order to be ppi2 27m the
damaged animal must be

7201 072 PRY D003

This means

72010 17102 PRY D'03)

VYT INPI R

It refers to unconsecrated property, which obviously is not
subject to 7>,

However, the Gemara asks

OPTAT I

The Mishnah should have clearly stated private property;
and responds

WP

This answer is indeed difficult.

The Gemara now cites another Halachah pertaining to
damages involving wpn. However, up to this point we've
been discussing a v»77 5w MW damaging a VPR YV NWY;
the Gemara will now discuss a case of wTpn 5w MW
damaging a V177 Sw N

We know that regarding 17p,

BPlsYabizjatals]

A on 7 pays for damages only from the animal itself.
Therefore,

RIR 27 IONR

e onbw

1WA AN

TPIMIRD TNPRI

If a orbw 127p caused damage, he later collects only from
its meat, which belongs to the owner, and not from the
parts that are to be sacrificed.

And the Gemara explains

HHO MY PIYR RO'WD

Of course, he cannot collect from the parts that must be
sacrificed on the mam.

Rather, Xax ’27 means to say

DD’N 731D 1WA 72N IPR

He cannot collect a corresponding amount of meat in lieu
of that which he cannot collect from the sacrificial part.
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NYYN PT IN2 PRY D'
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1IN P o - P
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. The Gemara compares it to a situation elaborated on later
in 3”197, regarding which there is a Machlokes: The gemam/ compares dh

3517930 DR PRTY W I .

If an ox pushed another ox into a pit; w situation elaborated on later we) ;0; .
21 MW 53
7109 37 5va
The o151 hold that while the ox and the pit jointly caused ﬂD'? 19%°2N NXR P'I'I'fL’J NY
the damage, the owner of the ox is primarily responsible )

and pays the entire damages if is a 7, and only ¥% the ”

damages if it is a on; and the owner of the pit is not liable 11:n b}’: -nwn '?},:

for the other half, because

R DDIWRY R ) 11'09 J”ﬂ

R RSNV RO
Even where he cannot collect from the primary i, he
does not collect from the secondary . N0
o NN "NITNWK]
Similarly, in our case . 5 5
JWIAR NANIPR KM KNINWN X
PR T
Even though he cannot collect from the o m>»R of WP, . )
he does not collect from the 7wa of the o5ya. ‘SW%" wv our cage... A3
NYan Nniia 1'R
. Perhaps the DoN
[NIN'R T only exempt 12 MN2
Lven z%,au%/ he cannot however
. collect /,my the proypt % t5p3, b IR WD RO TN
he dbes not collect from JPD2T RO 2D

theo 20> o% the poffo NIDOHWD
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The Gemara explains that according to the Chachamim,
RIN "17 is teaching us a w17'n, because, perhaps the omon
only exempt

01 M

Where there are two distinct damaging parties, the 97w and
the 713; however,

5 MOR 31 ROV T2

RIONWH 11YT RN DM

Where there is a single damager, the W, payment can be
collected from any part, and the entire damages should be
collected from the 7w of the oov3;

Therefore, Rar *27 teaches that even in this case

R MWIPNWRS RYH 75

RIS REONWH K>

And

PR T 1IN 12 PR

He cannot collect a corresponding amount of Hwa for that
which he cannot collect from the o>,

1n1°27 disagrees in that case of

M2517AN0 DR PRIV N

And says

317 05w NN Hya ona

DPOR TWHW 1137 Sy

AR 0HWn MW SYa Ty

AXAP N7 YD

The 1127151 and the 1w Sva are both liable; and in the
case of a bn, where the 17w 5va pays only %, the M12n 5v2
must pay % of the damages, because

IR MWIONWRS R D

PRI RDSTWN

Whatever he cannot collect from one »1», he collects
from the other P,

Now, according to R’ Nosson, Xax »17 is teaching us that
our case is different, and

Wan 72 PR

IR T

He cannot collect a corresponding amount of Hwa for that
which he cannot collect from the o>, because in that
case, |n3 27 considers the 1271 5va the primary
because

27 5v3% 9w Hva 7H IR

TPINOWR 77732 'RNN RIX

The animal was found in the pit;

Therefore, whatever he cannot collect from the 1w Sva
he can collect from the 7127 5va.

However, in our case jn1 27 agrees that

R ONWRY RS *D

RIS REONWH K>

Because

IR OVD M

PR RY PIMPR IR T2

The damage was done by the entire animal, and so all of
its parts are equally responsible. Therefore, the entire
damage cannot be collected from the Jwa.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

TVl .om

VN HYYa T"VN HYa
NNNN DOVN 727 0YVN

2N Hyn
nNnN

720 DY)
D'pPYN NYOW

oM D
INNN MIINWXY
NN XNINWN

Owr case ‘w/?’%erem‘
Nwan nia 'R
[N TAD
Because

D) %/7% /ﬁa 3)//7//;6
DY)/ 2 PIPR LN L

Bava Kama 13-6



25T NP N33

Dedicated By:

The Gemara now resumes explaining the Mishnah on q7
v

721250 7w D033

One is liable only for damage to property of n32 13,
which excludes;

D"V T WY

One is not liable for damage to property of non-Jews.
As the Mishnah later elaborates

ORI Hv W

O 0"PY Hw MW MY

If a Jew's ox damaged a non-Jew’s 0x, he is exempt from
paying for the damages.

The Mishnah continues

iinikannlakiv)

One is only liable for damaging particular property. The
Gemara offers three interpretations for this exclusion:

1.

P TNV IR 0N

2T TV IR N

PO DPIW

If the identity of the damaging ox that is in question, both
possible parties are exempt.

2.

o 70215 VD

Ownerless property is not liable for its damages; specifi-
cally,

T RMND 3PONT RNN MHIT

IR N DT

If someone acquired an ownerless ox after it damaged an
individual’s ox, he is not liable for the damages.

DafHachaim.org

N3 3 5w | D023

One s liable only for damage
to property of "2 102

a"SYT WIS

bNaE» S e
amayp Se e naw

IMNMaT QY021

One s only liable for damaging
particular property

Three interpretations
/w thiy exclusion:
1

Y TN AN I eNyad
DY TN A N
MAD BT

2
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HoNYop)
WP 2N 1A 3
PO AN MA

One is not liable for his animal’s damages if he declared it Sm‘vms

ownerless or sanctified it before the court pronounced
their verdict, as the Pasuk says w§ﬂpn "N A
T'PEn 2"NNY A

5P NVA AWR IR WR IPHM 0 1HYIa TIm

TARD PIV PT ION PTAATHY A0 RINW TV

One is liable only if the ox is under the same ownership
from the time it damages until the case is decided.
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