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Intro
Today we will Be“H learn 7 97 of Xi>p X221 noon. ’ ,
Some of the topics we will learn about include: n7 I I D n n]u 1
b DT MY 7’ t D b

Damages to an animal that unlawfully wanders into the l

P0's property;

PomWn XN

The Pasuk states 9nx 77w31 702, one is only liable for
damages of % 1w that occur in the victim'’s territory. This
refers to a place where the victim was authorized to keep
his property, while the damaging ox was not authorized to
be there. The Gemara discusses many variations of shared

property.

POV XN

PYINIRN VAP

One is liable for intentional damage that occurs in a
public area. However, there is a nponn regarding 1p ina
private field, whether he is liable for 05w pt3, or one is

never responsible for more than half damages caused by 1 ” ﬂ 1 : 1 7
1pofaonmw. I I
® PTI0 IXN2)

900 DWW

How to evaluate damages;

90 MY

The property that can be seized for such damages;
7"2°102

The judges who may rule regarding penalties; and
oY 0 HY

Who may serve as a valid witness?

N0 MW

T2 %192

o D7y "D HY

)
Yecheskel
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So let's review...

The Mishnah on v q7, after listing the specific circum-
stances where one IS liable for damages caused by his
possessions, states:

ZiierRaniniusnbalivalolai]

One is NOT liable for damages to an animal that
wandered into his property, because

VIORD VI TN D IR

The damaged animal was trespassing, and he is not liable
for such damages.

The Mishnah continues

PRNM PYInIvM

Referring to a

POMWVWN XN

A property jointly owned by the pv1 and the v

And the Gemara cites a Machlokes in the interpretation of
this phrase:

R70M 17 says that this phrase is not a continuation of the
preceding phrase, but is attached to following and
concluding phrase of the Mishnah;

I PRI WM

21O AN PIwd

mmbon oHwh

PIRT 20N

One must pay for these damages. Therefore,

POMWN 93N

5305 wn by naan

One is liable for damages of %3 jv in a shared courtyard.
Although the Pasuk says

IR 7TV WD

His animal went into someone else’s field;

72179 MR ATV

romwn 331 IS considered a private field, not a public area.

However, y5X "1 says that this phrase is a continuation of
the preceding phrase, and the Mishnah reads as follows:
ZiierRaniniusnslivalolai]

I PRI UM

Like pmon mwn,

POMWN 3N

5270 51 7wn Sy ma Moo

One is not liable for damages of 5371 jw that occur in a
shared courtyard, because the Pasuk says

IR ATV WD

One is liable for % jw only if it occurs in private
property, and not in the 0’1797 mw», and a shared courtyard
is, regarding this matter, considered a public area, not a
private area.

DafHachaim.org

YA MM AN PN

One is not liable for damages to an animal that
wandered into his property, because

DI IND PPI2 TIN D LN
The damaged animal was trespassing, and he
is not liable for such damages.

22 PURM PrIA W
/'dﬁ/(f':)

£70n P 7}/@ 2
™R N

P A
wli~n) b

Phale DWW

A an
sh o

Like pmon mw),
POMYN NN

ORIV NN
537 jwn by N2 wo

537 jwn by n2 n

Although the Pasuk says
mikrsEamiZ= =1
Someone e’y /L&/f/

Because the Pasuk says
SR SRR Do
One s liable for 50 |w
only if it occurs
in a private property,
and a shared courtyard
is considered a public area.

M2 )27 IR NTYI
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According to 71y5R 7 the next phrase of the Mishnah
PN AN Pwd

Pmown oowh

PIRTT 2010

One must pay for damages with choice property;

is a separate ruling to include either

Nz

A case of deliberate damage, which was not mentioned in
the first Mishnah; OR, a case of

AWM W RWNI SRV DIN W

SRIWT RNND PROHT RN PRIRT

The borrowed ox, or the 79, which belongs to the lender,
damaged the borrower’s or custodian’s ox; in which case
D5W P13 0YWH TYNN PR3N 0OWH 0N

The owner is liable for the damages if

OB NYHPY YO Hap

PRI DTPY YOY Hap R

The SR only accepted responsibility for damages to the
borrowed ox, but not liability for its actions.

The Gemara now brings min»»12 in support of both
positions:

On the one hand, one Xn»71 says

qo1 1710

PINOM DOV 3N

53305 Wi Sy j1aan

One is liable for %3 jw in a shared courtyard or an inn;

On the other hand, another xn»91 says

m553 YR

PRI IR MYOR 12 PYPW 27 77

MYOR 12 pYW 27 enumerated four principles regarding
damages, and one of them is

MY MW RINWY 53

VPN DOMWN IR D

5337 501 7wn SV 72 Moo

One is not liable for %371 jw in a shared courtyard or an
open field. However,

IRzaky;

D5W P13 0YWH TV P11 XN 0OWH 0N

One is liable for deliberate damages in these areas as well.

DafHachaim.org

st mbwn a5wh pan an s
PN 2N

One must pay for damages with choice property;
is a separate ruling to include either

1P
A case of deliberate damage,
which was not mentioned in the first Mishnah
ot, a case of

DIV DY RWN HRIVM DIN MY
IRIOT RNNY DIROUNT RNN NIPIRT

The borrowed ox, or the p1po, which belongs to the lender,
damaged the borrower’s or custodian’s ox
in which case

05w P 05WN TYIM P11 °XN O5WN ON
The owner is liable for the damages if the bz
only accepted responsibility for damages to the borrowed ox,
but not liability for its actions.

ﬁ/% DYPIE
Wit 7)’)/,@ R //)7/@ YD)
/7P Y Y%
Nt ATO MY RINWY 9O DOMWYN NN
NYP2M DDMWN I8N P PINOM
N2 MNOdD 172 2N
9390 Y JoN Y
Oneis liable for ban

in a shared courtyard
oraninn

S oM pnYy LS
One s not liable for bam
in a shared courtyard
oran open field

1P0 Yy
T2 o8N 0YWN ON
oYW pPrI DdwWN TYIN
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The Gemara reconciles the mn»92:

The Braisa of qor 27 refers to

mPob nInrn I8N

DMWY DT IPR)

A shared courtyard that is intended for produce, but not
for oxen;

PINOT N7

Similar to the inn he mentioned; therefore,

PYIN %A A0 R JW 2

Regarding %37 jw it is considered a private property,
because the ox was not authorized to be there, and he is
liable for its damages;

However, MySR 12 pwnw *37 referred to

T WY NI 330

o mwh pamyed pa

A property where they shared the rights to keep both their
produce and their animals,

VPIAT RMT

Similar to the fields he mentioned; therefore,

Y h N

It is equivalent to a public area, and so he is not liable for
S,

This is actually what is referred to in general as a 93n
romwn, which is shared for all purposes, and all agree that
oMW %N

5297 501 7wn S 72 o

Therefore, the Gemara now seeks to reconcile '3 X701 17
75N as well:

WHO RY RIPINHTH

W50 RD M1 IRTMNR

Perhaps they too, do not disagree. Rather they likewise
both agree that

POMW XN

53777501 7w YY 12 0o

However, X701 27 who says

533750 W Sy 72 27N

Is referring to the case of qor 17, a

Mo nImYn 3N

DMWS DTNYH PR

And so he is liable, because it's considered prin a3m;
While 7tp5x '3 who says

53777 50 7w SY 12 Mo

Is referring to

M WS nTArn I3

owb pamrob pa

And so he is not liable, because it’s considered o137 mwA.

7)’)’;@ R I )

Nt NTO DTN 8N
12 MDY Pa
DMYY
A property where they shared
the rights to keep both their
produce and their animals,
YypPaAT M7
Similar to the fields he
mentioned; therefore,
97073 1% N
and so he is not liable
for 5am w

. 4

Doy 29

MDY NTNPN 1NN
DTN NN
MYy
A shared courtyard that is
intended for produce
but not for oxen;

PTNOT RIMDT
Similar to the inn; therefore,
N RN W 2225
27220 XN

and so he s liable
forits damages

where all agree that
POMWYN I8N
N2 NVD
2270 591 1ON Sy

v

27999 XY RMIANNTH
12999 XY M RN

1POMWN INN
9290 5 WD DY - N2 NVD

ok s
éﬁ) Y Y2 % 9o

Ly referring ty

12 MDY Pa
DOMYHY
And 30 he iy not liable,
because ity considered

PRI

DafHachaim.org

£30p M

éﬁ) &/ /fs) /f M AP

Iw%em'n?/ t
DT AT DTN NN MDY DTN NN

NTNPN NN
DIMYH
And 30 he iy liable,
because it i considered
PSP 13
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Alternately, they are both discussing

mYed nImrn 7Tw

DMWS NTAYH PR

And they merely disagree whether this is considered 730
AN

7tY5R 7 holds

myo nImnT k=)

MR ATWA Y2 1V

RO

Since they may both keep their produce there, it is not
considered a InX 77w, a private property, and so he is not
liable.

However, X70M 27 maintains

DMWH NTAYH IPRT ILie)

2309 IR 7T

Since the ox was there unlawfully, it IS considered
infringing on private property, and he is liable.

According to all these vws, the Mishnah can be
understood simply;

25 NI MW PIn

I PYIN UM

Just like pwon mwn,

oMW I8N is

53777 50 7w SV 12 Moo

A general Pomwn 73N is certainly not a INR 77w

The Gemara now cites the remaining three principles
enumerated by TR 12 nw 27:

1.

25 R P mwI RINw 5

pani=ily

One is fully liable for damages that occur in the pvy's
property, as the Gemara explains

R7I NOIV 21

PV AR IR AW INRT

oown bW P

Even for 17j of a on, if the damages occur in the pry's
property, he’s 0SW P13 27m;

2.

P15 RO T

591 0o

One is not liable for damages that occur on his own
property, as explained earlier;

Dedicated By:
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v

MDY NTNP NTY
DYMYY DTN NN
And f@ /M?/w whether thiy i considered 5/ 13

£30h 2 bf/é o)
NTNPN APRT PO MDY NTNPNT N
DOMYH IR NTW2 Y21 12°Y2
22 117p IR NTY R
Since the op was there Since they buth keep their

W it iy considered /Wo/m there, it iy nat considered

ow private
/zrwz% /w/ﬂ; liable.

According to all these DYOWD
the Mishnah can be understood simply;

P’??J'? Ianiniv~a¥all“al~kalsl
P PrIn e,
Just like PTOR MY,
POMYN NN

5270 by jwn by na e
A general PomWN NN is certainly not a NN NTY

@ mt 7 - wprivate property,
and he iy not liakle. 4

Three more /Wmaﬁfw /17 7}}/,@ P //)W! P
1

P°TN% X Pr1% MW RINW 5O
952 27N

One s fully liable for damages
that occur in the pmJ’s property,

N'D 197D 12)
PIMIN INN2 PP NIWD IDNT

Dbwn DY P
Even for Pp of a DD,
if the damages occur in the pm’s property,
he’s DOW pra 2N

2

P19 RN PNT
2on MLVD

One s not liable for damages
that occur on his own property
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3,

MmO R MY RS

DPIw YW IPRY 930 10

On a property that does not belong to them;
S 5m wn by arn

IRzaky;

ooW P OHWN TV P3N 0own on

He is liable for both j3p and 5 jw.

Now, the Gemara explains this last case:

If this refers to a field owned by a third party,

R91 IR TWA WD jhigpha)

He is certainly not liable, because they had equal rights
there, and it is equivalent to a 7”177 Rather,

N7 ROR 7D RO D RO

It refers to a property owned by the pv3 alone, and

132795 IRNR

PPN A302 12 IOWN INDRT

oYWNT NI PR8N

The 1127 disagree with 11970 °27 and maintain that one is
never liable for more than half-damages for 7p, even in
the pvy's property.

Accordingly,

1970 1INV

127 R°OD)

MYOR 12 YW *27 was quoting two dissenting opinions;

Dedicated By:
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3

ntoY R9 NTHRY
ON7Y W 1IRWY RN NI

On a property that does not belong to them

9290 51 O HY 12 2N

rake
Pt1 o8N 05WN On

05w PT1 DOWN TYIN
Heisliable for both | and 52 L

P4

°

If this refers to a field owned by a third party,
R INR NTW2 Y2 |2Y2

He is certainly not liable,

because they had equal rights there,
and it is equivalent to a1"n1

v
Rather,

TNT ROR NTH RN NTO R
Refers to a property owned by the pma alone
12299 IRNX
PTIN NN P NAWHD MHDNT
DOWHT NN PN
The )2y disagree with pow 123 and maintain that
one is never liable for more than half-damages for pp,
even in the pmy’s property.

Accordingly,
1327 X201 - POV 227 KW

VDR |2 YW 127 was quoting two dissenting opinions;
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Alternately,

No7v 27

Both principles represent the opinion of 970 29;
however,

TNT ROR P95 79 RN M5 RS

The last case refers to a field where only the pv1 has the
rights to keep his produce,

DMYs M

However, they both have the right to keep their animals
there. Therefore,

PYITIRA Y R0 DT

Regarding jv, the »11» was infringing on private property,
and he is liable, while

0297 W D R TIR D

Regarding 17p, it is considered a public area, and he only
pays partial damages for a on.

Dedicated By:
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v
Alternately,
POV 227 "D
Both principles represent the opinion of N9ID 127;
however,

MDY NTH XYL NTHO RY
07 L’;@

The last case refers to a field where only the pra has the
rights to keep his produce,

DYMWYY NI PO

However, they both have the right
to keep their animals there.

1P 2225 W 2225
0290 MY 1Y ’MN P70 RN nrZ:ah!
Regarding ]p Regarding |w
it is considered a public areaq, the pTD was infringing
and he only pays partial on private property,
damages for a DN and he is liable
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The Mishnah now lists further details regarding liability

for damages:

Zugt di Mishnah

qoI DWW

A monetary assessment, meaning
90221 ROR NP RY 1 W

The pv1 can only claim money, but cannot claim the item

responsible for the damage as payment.

The Mishnah continues

Dlenhiiv)

Items of value; this refers to

902 R 900 MW

Something that is worth money, but is not a form of
currency itself; this refers to

vpIp, land, but all other items

MPI900 1750

Are similar to currency, as Rashi explains
J2T0 RO RAOPHD I TONRD "30T

One can transport and sell them. Therefore,

YN

A monetary assessment, meaning qo: fm} 174
9D>2 RDR N RS AT DIW
The pm) can only claim money,

Items of value; this refers to

9D RD) D> MY

Something that is worth money, but is not a form
of currency itself; this refers to VpI, land,

OD MY

Ay Rashis @W”’ .
937191 HHND HHNH 10INWVHNHD Y597
One can z‘m//zdporz‘ and sell them.

IPINR 11> 0w 00215 ROR PRPI T2 PR
17 2 only seizes land as payment.

PPt 772 PR
NMINR 0% WY 00319 ROX

The Gemara explains that this refers to
7Dn7
Orphans are only obligated to repay their father’s debt

. from the land they inherit. , ‘
However, regarding all others, the Xn»11 says The Gemara @W’A/ that this r Z%WJ’ o

21012081 903 MW M W Onphany are Okbzy/ oé@afe/ 1o repay their /kf/»er "y
One may repay with any item of value. dobt ﬂ o the W%@?/ inherit

However, regar/w%/a/ém‘/bem, the £pmp sayy
P2ID 159N) 9p> MY mNd 2w

One Wrzpay/ wd?‘/m//z?/ e o% value.
The Mishnah continues
o7 0 5 YW
We require witnesses. Referring to PPN = Y389

This either excludes

MNOO RITW DTV INI IR OIP2 TN

One is exempt from penalties if he admits his culpability
before witnesses testify to the matter;

OR this excludes those who are not valid witnesses, as the

morTn PT mab pio

Only a DT 112 of PNLIN, who received N2DD
may collect damages that are classified as TDI).

Mishnah continues 3 )

PR This either excludes g 71’ B ‘71"
g:if}’j‘"””b 7DD NINY DTY IN2 3”DN) DIP2 NTD
019 "oIYnb One is exempt from penalties if he admits

Slaves and non-Jews are not valid witnesses. his culpability before witnesses testify to the matter;

The Gemara concludes explaining the Mishnah in the OR this excludes those who are not valid witnesses

. next Daf, . .ab the Wishnahy continuess
DMaa "7 N2
oy il Py ol

Staves and now-Tews are not valid witnesses.
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