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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn v”5 97 of R X212 NJON ./,0)

Some of the topics we will learn about include. ?D/ /\/

A continuation of the Machlokes in the Mishnah’s '\"ﬂﬂ: ‘-‘: u'ﬁﬂWJ

Halachah of

n'oana b W ova n phmm
D12 TR POMm If someone’s jug broke in a public area

271 PO TROW IR .
: : : and a person slipped on the water
If someone’s jug broke in a public area, and a person P PP

slipped on the water or was injured by the shards, the xin or was injured by the shards
NP, who is 7R 717, says the owner is liable.

i ; D3/’ P VEN DI - AP gjﬁ
77 117 disagrees and says Ym0y
270 P M I =202 :“n
VO PIONN PRI 1"59 zﬁ:nm uss:
»ax explains
»H9NIna
They disagree in two matters
1.
1291 YW o npt Wm, “/D PR
They disagree regarding damage that occurred WHILE
. the 135 fell and it was still 1, whether n')’DJ nywa ’J"?D
YWD SPN3

Whether one who stumbled is considered negligent, })\’J'ID bPﬂJJ

because he should have been more careful, and it's a
breach in the 7w of Y or not?

o NY91 INRY 219D
And they disagree regarding damage that occurred 2 %

AFTER the 7> fell, 1 PTJ ﬂ PDD:
(zihUrlalon|

Whether a 9po7 item that was placed in a 0277 mw3 and
caused damage is considered a 712 or not?

Which is based on the Machlokes regarding the m12 2,
do we say

PRONT VAN M

70 PHY 127N RN

The Torah refers to a 112 in a public area that is 9pon.
OR

T3 RONIMW TPOIW M2

AN YHY 127Pw R

The Torah refers to a M2 in a private area and he declared
his property 997, but he did not declare the actual pit
Won.

PPONT VN2 M
77N PHY NAINY NN

I PPDNY M2
M2 R»
77N PHY NINY RN

The Machlokes 1377 217 and 95K *37 in 777 217's opinion
regarding

YWD 1201 MRS PRI VPOD

If a person intentionally left an obstacle in the o337 mwA

and then declared it 9p97, is he 271 or Mwo? The Machlokes pnr 12y and TPON
' innTi127’s opinion regarding

PPTI PPON
NYMWD NHYIDI INNRY

)
Yecheskel
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah taught the Halachah of
3"772170 7AW

oM TR PO

oI PbWw IR

If someone’s jug broke in a public area and a person
slipped on the water or was injured by the shards;
N

The x»p R0, who is PR 19, says the owner is liable.

A7 27 disagrees and says
20 P1DNn2
MNOD PIDNN IR

127 at first explains Reb Yehuda’s words as follows:
[=iglen]

D191 TONY AT

N

Ifhe intentionally lowered his 75, but 5pn3, he stumbled,
and banged it against the wall and it broke, he is 27,
because

RI7 VWO Hpn)

A Spniis considered negligent, because he should have
been more careful. However,

PIDNM IR

pilob)

Ifhe did not intentionally lower his 75, but rather 77w9;3,
the 7> disintegrated on its own, he is exempt, because
that's an ©)R, accidental.

Apparently, 7R 27 holds in all cases he’s 21, because
even an DIN 1S 27N

DafHachaim.org

.yé/\/

9793 195 [N
NYDIM3 RS W o' nN phmm

If someone’s jug broke in a public area
and a person slipped on the water
orwas injured by the shards
D3/’ P) VN DI - P gjﬁ
WA MonRD S
MDD M2N WN2

20 at first explainy Reb Yehudn a follows:

12°R2 1"5nN2
fa=iale) N7
He did 19°NON NVNY

not intentionally He intentionally
lower his T2 lowered his T2

Apparently,
NP 1) holds in all cases he’s 2N,
because even an DN is 2
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However, »ax proves that all agree that an ©1X is 7109
from a similar Machlokes in a Braisa:

P50 R 179 17aws

1Y R O™ H0)

If someone’s jug broke and he did not remove it, or his
camel fell and he did not stand it up;

P22 "

DR DM

DR PTH NV

DPYrT127Mm

R» 27 holds the owner is liable; while the o5m, who are
77 217, hold he cannot be compelled to pay by 17 "3, but
he is liable o»w °r72. He has a moral obligation to pay for
the damages.

And the Braisa continues

PRY 7275 DIN DT

P WRID IOV IRWIIPIO0 13IR]

P TN RN M on

20 NITw

The o'non, agree with "X °27 where a person left his
stone, knife, or package on a roof top and a common wind
blew it off and it caused damage, that he is 2n, because he
was Y19, since he knew that this wind might come.

]J:ﬁb PRDIIATIO

1205 1"V 230 5V PIpIp oy

P IPIRD APRY M2 “on

TNOO NIV

And X117 agrees with the omon, regarding a person
who took barrels up to his roof to dry and an uncommon
wind blew it off and it caused damage that he is 7109,
because he was a o3 since he did not know that this wind
will come.

Clearly, 7Rn 17 agrees that one is Mo for an ©NN?

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

X

MIN proves
that all agree that an DN is MDD:

NP
1Yo 89 175 s
wr:p-x N9Y 1913 583

If someone’s jug broke and he did not remove it,
or his camel fell and he did not stand it up

Q'DIN B0 B9
annn
A

QTN Y902 0D
QYA Y2 2V

PRY 1295 M 2 ]JJ'\‘? N2 ’:W amite)l
INETY 00 AN PP v, PR
A3 WNA2 AR i:ﬂg n"Y A0 ‘73
NS M2 1‘7531 MMISH PN /192 195N
I T
27 N M NI
Since he brew He was & opf

that ?‘MWWW/W come since he did nat bnow
thatt thiy wind wil come

Clearly, »Np» 12 agrees
that one is MWD for an DIN?
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Therefore, »ax explains the Machlokes in the Mishnah
and Braisa as one:

AT 22 PR 27 both agree that 271 ywin and MO OIR.
However, they disagree in two other matters:

01 nYwa 3Ho

1919085 W50

They disagree regarding damage that occurred WHILE
the 75 fell and damage that occurred AFTER the 7> fell, as
follows:

1.

In the Mishnah'’s first case of

DA TR PO

Refers to

19190 ONS ATIAD PN

The person lowered his 72 intentionally but 503, he
stumbled, and banged it against the wall and it broke.
031 nYwa 3Ho

YWD PN

They disagree in whether the 5pni is at fault and liable for
damages that occurred while the water poured out and it
was still ' nnn. Tosfos adds that the time it takes to remove
it, is also considered part of 1501 nyw.

R 17 holds 27m, because

NI VWIS S

A person stumbling is considered negligent and it's a lack
of 1w of 1mmn.

While 777 *27 holds 7109, because

NI VWID IR P

A 5pniis not considered negligent.

And as Rashi explains 7777’17 meant to say

271 7S PN

Only if he deliberately broke the 75, he is 271 because he
was ywo. However,

TIDWS PN IR

AT ROR

Nvo

Ifhe did not deliberately break the 75, rather when he
lowered the 7> it broke, he is 09, because he was not
YOI,

DafHachaim.org

W%ore/, o @%ww
the Machlokes in the Wishmahy and Braisa ay one:

Both agree
OO DR &AM YWID

They disagree in two other matters:
N'27D1 NYW2 279D
N27D1 INKRY 20D

Damage that occurred
WHILE the 15 fell and AFTER the T2 fell

1

Inthe MMM/U'J/%WJJ‘ case @%
'3 TN DM
P%ry fo
19713 YT a1 uaY P1Ima3
He lowered hisy 25 mfem‘maﬂ?/

YWID HYPN12 N’D1 NYyw1 229D

Damages that occurred while the water poured out
and it was still1omn
DD’ PI 7Y
MNOD 2N

Because
£1? Yo W/ @

ecaunse
£1? Yo /EJJ

NI 127 meant to say
Mavy anna
'n

Only i he deliberately

broke the 39,

However,
MAYT I3 1'X3
1YY -a17T1a9 XIX
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2.

In the Mishnah'’s second case of

oI nPhw IR

After the shards fell to the ground, the owner made them
9pon, in which it was not 1m»» anymore, and then the pri
occurred, and

193 9IRS 2250

YRIYPON1

They disagree in whether a 9po7 item that was placed ina
D277 MW is considered a M2 or not.

PR» 27 holds

AR VPR IPOD

Because, as Rashi explains

PPONT I M

7N POV 127N RN

The Torah refers to a 12 in a public area and it is P97
Therefore, he is also 27n for the n’on that he declared
apon, because it is considered a M.

While 7727 holds

MODYPIIPPON

Because

M2 RONIMWT PROIw T

7N YHY 727PW RN

The Torah refers to a 12 in a private area - and he declared
his property 3797, but he did not declare the actual pit
apon. Therefore, he is Mo for the n°on that was pon,
because it is NOT considered a 3,

And as the Gemara explains 7717 *27 meant to say

271 PO MD [liRlglen]

Ifhe did not declare the shards 3797, because he intended
to keep them, he is 271, because it was 1mwIa 712
However,

MO MRS IO PR

Ifhe did declare the shards 797, because he did not
intend to keep them, he is 7109, because it was not a 112
mwaa.

DafHachaim.org

2

Inthe m'mhmﬁ/ymn/mof
n'oana R W

/f/z‘er the WJ/Z/M to the yam«/

the owner made them o, and then the psi occurred

PPTI PPDN2 NDIDI INRY 279D
Whether a pon item placed in a D270 MM
is considered am or not

D7/’ PRI

1PPTI PPDN

2N D)
PPTI PPON
2N
Because,
1POIZ I DIP IR
2Ip 1y 90 £73

/R t/ Wt 1pol yp
2up 1Y 20 £73

NI 127 meant to say
nUvalisk(sip |32
2"

Because it was 1p/0p 7

However,
1YY NIJ77 "7 |'X2
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. The Gemara continues
PP PPROD IR
TYHR 227 A 037
NV IR TN 2N IR TN
If a person intentionally left an obstacle in the o177 mwA
and then declared it 9pon;
1 17 and Y5R39 disagree in whether the owner is 271
or Mo for any damage that it causes.
WD R V"I 17T RIHR
There is no Machlokes according to 7’8127, and they
both agree that he’s 2n, because, as Rashi explains
271 IR Y PO ROV
PXI2 10NN Ipon W'
If vx» 27 holds 2711 in the case of the Mishnah where the
n>o1 was accidental, he certainly holds 271 where the
1201 was intentional.
112797 RIOR 19 D
Their Machlokes is only according to nm *17;
NV IR TN
Because he holds only a
2mimwIa I
But any
MO "I M
And therefore
PRI YRpon is Moo regardless of whether the 7701 was o1
. or 373, because it is not a ymwI1 2.

27 IDR T

Because he holds

N9 M

And therefore »p11 ¥pon is 0o only if the 7501 was ©IIRa
because it is NOT similar to a 9”772 912 that is dug pxoa.
However, Pt vpon is 27n if the 7501 was 373, because it
I[Sasav"mam.

NPT
esl;'e‘l
Dedicated By:
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Wk
PPTI PPON
YR 127 N’ 227
VD R TM 2N KX TN

Intentionally left an obstacle in the D270 M)
and then declared it pon

2999 2D
12297 R2OR

N”IT RONR
2"NT 279D XY V7D
Because,
2DDd HHED
390 PP Y'Y
PO £75
1993 DMDE

MR TN MR TN
2N MNOD

OV 20 IDp I
PN WD 1D P
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The Gemara tries to determine whether 7tv5R 23 or 3y 27
hold 27 or 9, and concludes that 131 *27 holds
1709’77 M3

And therefore

277 PRI YPON

Because

1Y R RM

7IWN DN 1957

137 221 says the Halachah follows an anonymous
Mishnah, and there is a mw» ono which states
Riizanipinielalishy!

T MO IR MW IMN> Hon

2N

And therefore

277 R NP 22T

MO MR NYOR 127

If 1377 »29 holds 27m, then MYYR "7 must hold

0D YRR PROD

However m1v5% 17's Rebbe Sxynw 111 holds
21 72 M

And therefore

R YPUIPOD

ORYPW? 27 DIWP TYOR 127 IORT

OTR YW IMWI2 PR 027 30

MWI2371PRI 2N RO

There are two things that do not belong to the person, but
the Torah holds him responsible as if it belonged to him
TION)

They are:

1.

D2 MYI2 M

A pit one dug in the 0’297 mwA. Although one cannot
acquire parts of the 0’177 mwn, he's held liable for
resulting damages.

2.

YR wwn pm

Chametz after six hours of the day is ownerless, because
at that time y»n becomes X31772 MOR, one may not derive
any benefit from it. Nevertheless, if he has y»r in his
possession on Pesach he transgresses the 185 of

Rz 521787 92

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara tries to determine
whetherITv5R 27 or)anp 127 hold 27D or MWD,
and concludes

.7;)/% InY)
97N92 M2
MNOD

ﬂ/)/ Y

97092 M2

2N

1PPTI PPHON
MOUD

P11 1PPDN
2N
Because

Y VE LY
DYy prad 05

2"m93 N 99
M 19915 Han
DY N N
v

However,
7)1@ 27’y Rebbe ,@)ﬁ/@ 07:
97092 M2
277

PPTI PPN
27N

Seyplls 3 pry 7)’)/,@ P WD
OTxX 7V Imv12 X O 12TV
mviaja 17'%3 2130 |XWVI
p) 1
Y T3

Ayvuvivyyn  gaianvia
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