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Intro

Today we will Be*H learn "3 97 of R1p 8121 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

17°2N INN2 TN
MYTN ROV

20/ ,é/avj/ 2D D5

If someone lives in a house without the owner’s knowl-
edge, and

RVIN R7P R 05 7y

Which is a case of

iealvhihinihi

He would have rented a different house, and so he
benefited, while the house was not ordinarily rented, and
so the owner did not incur a loss;

It is a n»5n» if he must pay rent.

Imw an nnbon
Although one is exempt for damages of 7”172 1w, he must
pay the benefit of the animal’s meal. However,

7an7 TR
If the animal ate from the sides of the 9”717, this is consid- I l ' ’ w ' ,

ered p1n Mwa2 1w and he is liable for damages. The

Gemara debates if this also applies if n , ]D
nann J n J U n

The animal remained in the 9”777 and merely turned its
. head to eat from the side.

mwIa M1
It is a n5nn if one is liable for M2 in his own property.

DR 1D MYWH2INONN

It is a n5mn if one is exempt for damages that occurred
in a manner beyond his control, if he was originally
negligent in not taking steps to preclude a more common
and avoidable scenario.

1MY2 Ma

YWD INONN
® DIIR2 1DI0)

)
eskel
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So let's review...

The Gemara earlier debated whether

YT ROV 1730 933 177

RYIR 95w 15 MOYY 7%

Whether one who lives in someone else’s house without
his knowledge has to pay rent?

The Gemara explained that this 75X is in a case of
RIRS 8RR RO b 7av

Which is a situation of

JOM RS 7 73

The squatter benefited, because he would have otherwise
rented another house; and the owner did not lose, because
the house is not ordinarily rented. And as the Gemara in
the previous Daf framed the question;

W B MHYIS IR

Is he obligated to pay rent? Because

IR N

He benefited;

OR

W D MHYA% IR PR

He does NOT need to pay, because

JNION RD

He did not cause him any loss?

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara earlier debated...

INYTH ROW 17°2N INN2 17N
2RD IR DW 1Y MOYYNY PN

Whether one who lives in someone else’s house
without his knowledge has to pay rent?

This nbRW is in a case of

RIIRD RND1P RN 1M T2y

200 £/ 5/ ) D5
Because the house iy not or/ém/»'%/ rented

PINPR TN
Y MHYNY 5 Y MOYNS
PV : PY

Because Because

PIION AN DYIE D
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. The Gemara brings two versions of how j3n "3 ruled in . .
this matter: The Gemara brings 2 versions
Ni75 17 reported that he ruled of how)an» M ruled in this matter

W YRR PIRIPR

However, 11ax 17 erroneously inferred that j3mv "3 ruled
PW S mbynd IR

And the Gemara concludes that X375 27's version is the

correct one.

And xni 17 likewise ruled

PW I MY TIARPR —I,-lx —I’-lx ]’N
N 19 M5VN5 19 M5VN5

The Gemara offers two reasons:

N PV DY

The Pasuk says

AW NIV IR J x

Demons frequent an unoccupied home. Therefore, the The Gemara concludes

owner is actually benefitting from his use. NJND 27’s version

2. is the correct one

21 RID RN

An occupied house is well maintained and lasts longer.
Therefore, even if g /D ) M@WW riled
RIIN) X2 7P WNNVD RP
Even if the owner had previously used it for storage which DWIH Tnb}’nb -]’13 ]’N
is sufficient to keep the demons away, the owner still
benefits from the squatter’s living there which is required

. for proper maintenance.

The Gemara offers two reasons:

2 1
21 RaNM RN DY moy FRE

An occupied house is Demons frequent
well maintained an unoccupied home
and lasts longer

Therefore,
Evenif the owner is actually
NI 1N M2 WHNWD N benefitting from his use
the owner used it for storage
which is sufficient
to keep the demons away

the owner benefits from

the squatter’s living there
which is required for
proper maintenance
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The Gemara returns to the previous Mishnah which
concludes

I > nbwn T35

And explains; when one pays for damages, and when he
pays for benefits:

30 D YW 1IN0 JION A2IR

aPTiw nn nSWN AN TIN

If the animal ate from produce it encountered in the 7”77
itself, he only pays for his benefit, because it's mwa1 1w
D0277; but if it ate from the side of the 7”71, he is liable for
full damages, because it's 137 MWI2 1, since people have
the right to store their produce there.

Similarly,

™INIW An Inbwn MInn nnon

ARIW 1 NYWH MIND PN

If it eats from a display in front of a store, he only pays the
benefit, because it’'s 0’2797 MmwI2 jv; but if it eats from
within the store, he's liable for full damages, because it's
PYINMYIR Y.

Dedicated By:
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The previous Mishnah concludes..

NI 1A DAY XD

=AM TEH MMM I 9o
AN A PRbwn AR e e

The side of they’m, In they’m itself,
he is liable for he only pays
full damages for his benefit

Becawse ity
PRID_p1R /é

Becawse it'y
PSP Op /é
Mince /aeo/bl@ have the n‘?ﬁf
ty store their pm/m there

Smo(w{%

alhintaRatahlal

AN m Anben

Froma display
in front of a store,
he only pays the benefit

aibaale tlat
I 7 P

From within the store,
he’s liable for
full damages

Becawse ity
PRID_p/R /é

Because ity
péf/;)ﬁ/éap /é
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The Gemara debates the meaning of 7217 7% in which
he’s 271, and offers two versions of a SRmw1 27 npmR:

1.

SRivw explains that he's 271 only where

A9WR1 1anb InpawT

1720330

The animal actually went to the side of the street to eat the
produce.

He's 27n, because this is considered 137 mwn2 jw because
people keep their produce there since animals, usually,
don't go there.

However,

NV NNNMI

Ifitremained in the 7”777 and merely turned its head and
ate from the side, he’s mvo, because, as Tosfos explains,
772 5185 W opn

7179 72 20N

This is considered 0177 MwA2 jw, because people do not
keep their produce there since animals can eat it by
merely turning their heads.

Dedicated By:
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The meaning of
N2N7TX

Two versions o% Sty 3o _ppiw
1

FIRST VERSION:
HRINWY

However,
natnmna
OO

Ifit remained in the "M
and merely turned its head
and ate from the side

He’s ann only where

NNP2WT

NYINRI NaNTY
NanI 782 NN

The animal actually
went to the side of the street
to eat the produce

Considered

PRID IR
because
/zeo/zley don't éeep
/aro/m there
éy/ ?‘urwz;/ their heady

Congidered
PSP IR
because
/beo/bfe éegb/ /zm/aw there

don’t 90 there
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However, 27 maintains that even

i aBaliinton]

This is also considered 1377 mwI2 jw because people keep
their produce there since animals usually don’t turn to the
side.

The Gemara points out that according to 27,

™MINN NNow nYIR, in which he’s 1o, must refer to

NP RDYPT

The store was in a corner where the animal encounters the
food without turning its head, and so it is considered jw
7"m73, while according to YRmw the Mishnah can refer to a
store in any location,

fanlinionl

And the animal turned its head and ate.

Dedicated By:
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20

Even

277 NAtTNNa
Ifit remained in the Y'm
and merely turned its head
and ate from the side

Considered
PR IR J

Becamepeo/d@ keep /zro/m there
W@W@M/@z/m'r‘ turn o the side

The Gemara points out

According to SNpw
can refer to

natnmPa

According to2d

must refer to S frutet
7 !

RRYPT nrown

T 12 -t
humy

ptallal
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2.

The second version;

NI 059 RO RS 919 NN

Everyone agrees that if the animal turned its head it is
considered P37 mwI2 7w and he is fully liable;

WHD

D293 MWL IMWIn DIPn 13PN

They disagree regarding someone who left part of his
property accessible to the 7”17, and subsequently left his
produce there; and the Gemara offers two explanations of
this npomm:

1.

VO IR 17

2°MIMwIa N2 920p

17 says he'’s exempt from paying for the produce, because
one is liable for damages of 112 in his own property and
this produce is considered a public hazard, and

73 PoRbprn 5

9% 172 PN

They are declared ownerless, and so he may allow his
animal to eat the produce.

However,

27T IR ORIDY

VO IMWIL N II0p

SXimw holds that he's liable to pay for the produce, because
one is exempt for damages of 112 in his own property;
therefore,

wY MwIa

The produce is still his, and the owner of the animal must
pay for them; and as Rashi adds, this is prin mwaa jw
because animal don't usually go there.

2.

A second explanation;

TNV IR 27

Because the animal’s owner may argue

025918

' Yo n NPT

RNND T2 NI

Y ou caused the damage yourself by making your produce
accessible to my animal; while

270 IR HRIDY

Because the owner of the produce may respond
POVTRIND WINI RIPR D

1210 RA

Iam allowed to leave clearly visible hazards in my own

property.

DafHachaim.org

2

SECOND VERSION:

nITnn
N27NT 22999 XY RNYY Y11

Ifthe animal turned its head
it is considered pran MY W
and he is fully liable

712999 7
IMYIN DIPN NRPN2

0’290 MW

Someone who left part of his property
accessible to they’m

MR ONRINY

27N
1 A

ghlely) ghloly
MNODIMYI2 N2 2N IMYWI2 N2
One i exempt %ﬂr /mwgw And this produce
of o inhisyown property iy considered wpublic-hagard
Therefore, 77N12P9P5PNN 9
nYY MwI2 127 1N2 PTNNN

2 )
The owner o% ?‘ézypm/aw The animal’y owner
rmay respond: iy aryuss
MMNH RINRM 113 5189
YR IR NS N2pnT
NN R 7"M% M5
7 am allowed to leave WNNO N5 NN
clear 57/ VW&W“@ Yow caused f/w/W ?oa/w%
irv iy own property. é?/ maém?/ gour pm/m
accessible ty myammd

BavaKama 21-7



XD 5T 813p K32

Dedicated By:

We continue with the next Mishnah:

Zugt di Mishnah

NI ORI IZOPY T 3591

2997 PR 172V

If aperson’s dog or a goat jumped off his roof into the
neighbor’s property, and broke his utensils,

oSw prnbwn

PIVID W 7390

Their owner is fully liable, because it is normal for them
to jump, and so it is 537 TN,

The Gemara infers, and a Braisa explicitly states;

0D 19D N7

But if the animal fell off the roof, he would be exempt,
because

TPTIVIR PIORD 719 M IR

He was not required to anticipate that they might fall.

The Gemara offers two explanations:

1.

This is a case of

1V DIRI IV NY'WOLINOAN

One is exempt for damages that occurred in a manner
beyond his control, even though he was originally
negligent in not taking steps to preclude a more common
and avoidable scenario.

DafHachaim.org

07T WN DR T 255
2'0571 NN 1A

If a person’s dog or a goat jumped off his roof
into the neighbor’s property, and broke his utensils

now Pt Do

i"'ll)\?ﬁ ]nw phiata)
Tt ib normal for them to  jutnpy,

and 30 a‘éﬂ/ Jr3 234

2

AR

Becanse

MRPTIN DN 10 M INd
He was m/z‘ e/ to anticipate

that f@WWZ

1

This is a case of
nY>wn2 INNN
TMOUD DR 1DI1O

One is exempt for damages that occurred
in a manner beyond his control,
even though he was originally negligent
in not taking steps to preclude
a more common and avoidable scenario
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2.

And according to the opinion of

271 ONIRI IV YW INONN

One IS liable in such a case;

Nevertheless, 709 1993, because we are discussing a case
where

Smo b oha 2N

M5 1591 RS 1001 80P 13T

KD WO INOIN 190K

The utensils were close to the wall, and if the animal
would have jumped it would not have landed on them.
Therefore, there was no negligence regarding jumping,
and the damage caused by the fall was completely
accidental.

However, the Gemara offers two possible scenarios
where
271131993 1°0R

According to the opinion of

271 DRI IO TYWHL INONN

It can be in a case of

i aipigiini]

A weak wall on the roof;

Which is a ny'wo regarding pieces of the wall falling
down, and an onx regarding the animal falling down;
And according to the opinion of

TNV IR IV NYWHLINONN

It can be in a case of

93 5mna

A very narrow wall;

Which is a ny'w» even regarding the falling of the animal,
because it's normal for the animal to jump up onto the
wall, and since it's very narrow the animal is likely to fall;

Dedicated By:
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/fccor/m?/ o the gpinion 0”5

2n optp 10101 PYLR L
2

Nevertheless, 7D 159
because we are discussing a case where

YM> 2229 01 2PN
N9 DI RY NNIDPI INDP 10T
R NY*WDI INHNN 197DX)

The utensils were close to the wall,
and if the animal would have jumped
it would not have landed on them

W%ar@,
there way no Ww regard. jumping,
and the /W MZZ?/MI‘Z& /aﬂ
wads comf&?‘d?/ accidental

The Gemara offers
two possible scenarios where

127 11991 197DR

/}ccor/m?/ ty the gpinion /fccor/én?/ ty the gpinion
YR 1010/ DYR/oN wﬁ/) YR 1010/ DYZ/oS wﬁﬁ
PP V0O

vy 5md2 R 5md2
A weak wall on the roof A very narrow wall
Which is a nywo Which is anpwo
regarding the wall falling even regarding
and anDJIN the falling of the animal
regarding the animal because it’s normal for it
falling down; to jump up onto the wall,
and since it’s very narrow
the animal is likely to fall;
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‘ The Mishnah continues:
7790 S0Iw 2551
N0 SR WS P
WA IR 5T

If a person’s dog enters someone else’s property, and sl smlw :‘7:”

snatches a hot biscuit and eats it near a stack of grain, and .
a coal which is stuck to the biscuit sets the stack on fire; '-m.‘nn ‘7: S" w -u" -l','-n
AT AN PO

05w P1 0YWP 7NN SY
If a person’s dog enters someone else’s property..

.-33/&/

211730 05WD W OM
The dog’s owner pays full damages for the biscuit,

because it's a case of jv, and only pays half-damages for d snatch ]
the stack of grain. ~andsnatcnes ..and a coal which

This is explained in the next Daf. a hot biscuit and ean it is stuck to the biscuit
near a stack of grain. sets the stack on fire

MR 5y 2am S
Dow pobwn  pnen oown
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