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"

Intro

Today we will Be“H learn n” q7 of Xiop X221 noomn. x
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

Mz

9, damage caused by a force generated by one’s animal,
such as a stone kicked into a utensil, is equivalent to 101,
damage caused by bodily contact. Nevertheless, itis a
npomn whether one is fully liable for such damages, OR if 1n D n D
there is a *»on nwn5 1257 that he is only liable for

half-damages.

The Gemara discusses many aspects of this idea, includ-
ing:
MM

Whether 015110 also agrees to this Halachah regarding a

secondary force generated by the animal; 1913 ' ’ n m ' ’
oD IR 19M1 DOWH ’ ’

Whether this half-payment may exceed the value of the n vn 1 R

damaging animal;

And whether

. mIIso ARTYN
Whether one pays full damages if the animal damages
through m719% in an unusual manner three times and
becomes a Tym?

MNINY ARTYN

The Gemara also references the following singular
opinions:

PV MY P

According to 11970 19, one is always fully liable for

damages of 1p that occur in the victim’s property; Pt ’ J n n]m 1 : ]1 P

NIMY PR NN TR

According to 77 °29, half of the payment for a 7vm MW
retains the status of the half-damages paid by a on 1w, and
are only paid 101, and so may not exceed the value of the

damaging animal. THD n 73

T

One may not deal with a matter more stringently than the
source from where it is derived. It is a n,on» whether this
principle holds true if

VP T0m

It will undermine the entire derivation.

NPT

)
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So let's review...

The Gemara earlier brought the 132 D210 NPoMn
regarding

WPONRD MR

If an animal kicks up stones as it walks and the stones
cause damage:

omo holds

mms

oow priobwn

He pays full damages.

While the 1327 maintain

mmax

ZA RSl

He pays only half-damages.

The Gemara now inquires:

MR PR

According to the 13127's opinion that one pays only
half-damages for mg,

[nplofaRlalblal

51 DOWNT P13 30 IOWR KT

Does he pay 11’31 only up to the value of the damaging
animal, similar to the P13 °3n of a on 7w, OR

oown 175

POMD DYWNT PAMRD JIIWR KT

He must pay the entire pt3°x3n from his pocket regardless
of the value of the animal, similar to the payments for
other ordinary damages of %372

DafHachaim.org

WNATIN D NYAY

If an animal kicks up stones as it walks
and the stones cause damage

ofINjo

2o MY
Do pi

/D?
aoWH MY
B

P4

[

Do>wN NMHYN oo>own PN
NMNND NOWNR ROT P12 NN JNOWR ROT
2120 DOWNHT mbyup pbwnT
Similar to the payments for — Similar to the pgy :3p

other am/mfy/ /mm?axof@ o%a/ on Wl
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The Gemara cites a Mishnah to resolve this issue:

w5 om0 Soaw 251

W AR YT A0 DIR

If a dog 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;

DSw P 0YWP 7NN SY

213737 05w WA M

The owner pays full damages for the biscuit, because it’s a
case of jv, and only pays half-damages for the stack of
grain.

The Gemara points out that the payment of p33°3n
indicates

MR N RIIT

The damage to the w73 is classified as m717%; and as Rashi
explains; because the 253 puts the coal down here and the
fire spreads elsewhere like the stones that flew and
damaged.

And since a Xn11 adds

bpiaYapliosa)

The payment for the w73 may not exceed the value of the
dog; this seems to resolve our question that

MR PIXN

DOWN 191N

However, this does not explain the opinion of 9tv5x 27,
also cited in the Xn»93, that

1OVN OOV PR 0w WA HY

He pays full damages for the w7, yet only 191, and as the
Gemara points out

JMOWR D oM DOV I

There is no precedent that full damages for ordinary,
expected damages are only collected 19017

Dedicated By:
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A
a9 oM maan S 2%
2R AN PO - 1ann SoN

If a dog 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

2 O aanlaall

proxmadwn 5w praben

He pays full damages for the biscuit,
because it’s a case of |w,
and pays half-damages

for the stack of grain.

/17
3

Becawse the p5
puty the coal down here and the %o’m W@M/ﬁ/ elewhere
similar to stoney that %Zew and /WM

And sincerw g ad. .
DA 2O

The payment for the W12 may not exceed
the value of the dog

NINNK PrIINN
D5WY 1910

P4

[

7)7/;4 »)
D1 o Pt abwa wran Oy

He pays full damages for the W13, yet only 19130

And, as the Gemara points out
JNDOWNR M iDL Dbw P
There is no precedent that full damages
for ordinary, expected damages are only collected 19120
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Therefore, the Gemara explains the *a7 8»p Rin NI
1O as follows; and as Rashi explains in the first vwo:
Regarding regular

MAMRD MR

Both hold like the 1327 that

MR

P13o30

However, the Mishnah of m77n S03w 2551 is not a case of
regular M7y, rather

NI IWT

TV

The animal placed the 7791 on the w7 deliberately, and
after damaging in this unusual manner three times it
becomes a 7y, and is now considered IMN;

Therefore, 3ty5% "27 holds
1OHH 05w PR DYwR W HY
He pays obw pn), because
5337 TN RPO3

1PT TN wYn

Regular m™73 is considered 537; but this unusual M3 is
considered a form of 17 which pays obw pii after becom-
ing a 7vw. This is referred to as

MR IRTYI W

A nnwn mmax becomes a TV after three times to pay i
05w because it's 177, and the *yon nwnb 7357 which reduces
D>w pra to pra zn does not apply, because it's not like
regular m 18 which is 5.

And that which 7tY5R '27 says

19110

He means that half of the damages are still paid 191,
because T1YHR 117 agrees with the opinion of i1 *27 that
DTN AP MNN I3

A Tv» always pays the first half of the damages 101, as
he would have as a on; and the second half 751 1.

Dedicated By:
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v
Regarding regular
1NN 1D NNNXN

VDR 127 KPP RN
hold like the )22 that

PT298N - MMIN

However, the Mishnah of NN bviw 2550
is not a case of regular NNNX

Ruther
TYMRY - MMIN2 MW7

The animal placed the NN on the W72 deliberately,
and after damaging in this unusual manner three times
it becomes a TV, and is now considered MNMNN

Therefore. .

7)’7@ »)

1IDIAN DHW PTI DYVN WITIN HY

because

DTN NYWYN
10T

NTONN XPDI
PPRN

MMINY IRTYN O

A nawn nnx becomes a T after three times to pay bbw p1
because it is now like p

"Dy B
Hall of) the di
¢ é@m%/m/ /O
Because bf/é ) agreey with the o/wwwo% 3/ ) that
NTNIY ﬂD)PDJ nmpn TN
A syw w&ua%/ payy A@% o% the /mmgw JOIN,
ay he would have ay & pp
and the second A@% 2 W
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However, the Ri»p Xin holds

Ph3M oOwn wTn Y

Because

MY IRTYA PR

Anwn Mz does not become a 7 to pay DOV i,
because

TVYRIIVT DIRA

MPNND TV NN R

TYPRT AW MW is no different than i71»nmR > My,
where logically he would be liable for obw p13, and the
2y nwnb 1951 which reduces ohw 1 to 13 °3n does
apply, because it's nevertheless mmax.

According to this explanation, the X»p Rin of the Xn»92
clearly indicates

MIANRI MR

DOWN 19NN

But there is no 7 according to TtyHX °29, because
according to him this is not a case of regular m173.

However, the Gemara asks that since

N17°v2

MRS ARTYI W

MMIRD IRTYI PR

Since X217 posed this very question, clearly, he did not
understand this to be an explicit R0 NS}

DafHachaim.org

P
T2 o8N DYWN WrTAN Y

Because

MNIND IRTYN PR

NWD NN does not become a TV to pay DOW P,

because
TDMN] IWT DI IND
)Db’DDD TOIVY NHOD N5

TYVINT AW DNNX is no different than INMNINN 12 MM,
where logically he would be liable for D5W 1),

..And the 2D NWN5 N3dn
which reduces DOW P12 to P12 8N does apply,
because it’s nevertheless MMHN.

According to this explanation,
the Nop Nan of the Rnm2 clearly indicates

1NN 1D MMN
DOWD 19120
But there is no mN) according to 3TN 123,
because according to him this is not a case of
regular e

2

R27 V2
MNINY IRTYN W
MNIRD IRTYN PR

Since N2 posed this very question,
clearly, he did not understand this to be
an explicit DINIJD DPSND
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Therefore, the Gemara suggests an alternate explanation
of their Machlokes:

Regarding regular

TR D MR

Both hold like ©1omo that

M

oow i

However, the Mishnah of 7790 S03w 2550 is not a case of
regular m 9%, rather

mMIx1IWTa

TYR RO

The animal placed the 7771 on the w ) deliberately;
however, this is the first or second time and it is still a on.
Therefore, the R Xin holds

191N PTIO3N oSwn W Y

)

He only pays half-damages because it's a form of 17p, and
alsoomn like every 17 of a on.

However, 1v5% 17 holds

1OV DOV PR YW WA HY

Because

ANRT 1970 17D Pk kiv)

PV XA IR AN

oown obw P

75K *37 holds that even a on pays full damages for 17
that takes place in the victim’s property. However, 219
TYOR agrees that he only pays 100, because he derives
this Halachah from a

DI MW PP YR

By reasoning that 137 mwa1 17 is more culpable than 17p
9”773, therefore

N7 DD P RIS T

It is not more stringent than its source, and it also pays
only 191, because it's a bn.

According to this interpretation, however, there is no
indication to resolve our original inquiry whether *> m 113
IR pays 10Mn or 775vi 1, because according to both
opinions this is not a case of regular M.

Dedicated By:
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Aw alternate me o% their Machlokesy
A
Regarding regular
1NN 1D NNNN

7TD5N D)) NDP NI
hold like the D1ODID that

o%w pra - MM

However, the Mishnah of "N bvaw 2550
is not a case of regular MMNN
Ruther
TYMR XD - MMIN2 NVT2

The animal placed the NN on the W12 deliberately,
however, this is the first or second time
therefore he is still a DD.

e o
oowN WITIN DY DYVN VITINHY
obw pn 1D1IN PT1 NN
1910 175

Because He only pays half-damages
because it's a form of P,
and also 19121
like every Dp of a DD.

IDNT 19IV 1233 1b 12D
PTIN I8N I NNWD
D5Wp DOV P

However, 7TV5R 127 he agrees
that he only pays 191D,
DO MY PP PP
By reasoning that prn M2
is more culpable than 2"'M2 ), therefore
723 Db pTn o RO PT
It is not more stringent than its source
and it also pays only191an, because it’s a py.

According to this interpretation, however,
there is no indication to resolve our
original inquiry whether
1NMNMIIN 1D NNNX
pays 19120 or MDY |,
because according to both opinions
this is not a case of regular L
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The Gemara now wants to show that whether nx7vn v
mIxY is perhaps a RN npOID:

A Rn731 states:

nowh 99 VW M3

If an animal relieved itself over a dough,

AR AT 2

obw P obwn

The owner is fully liable for the dough, while
TR TTYOR 327

71%N

He only pays half-damages.

The Gemara assumes

NI ANwN

This is an unusual action; therefore, we must be discuss-
ing

Wt RSN TAVT

The animal did this three times, and became a 7vn.
Accordingly, the n»5mn is whether

mIxY IRTYH w2, and he pays obw i, OR

MRS ARTY PR, and he only pays p13o3m.

The Gemara responds

R0HY 75 P ITT

The animal’s movements were restricted, and so it was
normal behavior under those circumstances, and

13279 OO NI

The np>mn is whether one is fully liable for ordinary
NI,

However, the k92 discussed this particular case because
we might have thought

o5

YR oM N YRIN

MTPONI

An animal relieving itself is a direct bodily action; the
Rn1a therefore teaches us that it is indeed a case of
M.

Dedicated By:
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Perhaps, NINRD DINTVN W1 is a DRIN HMOND;

NOYY 0991 NHYVNWYW NNNa

If an animal relieved itself over a dough

/3 7)’)/;1’ Y
P18 D5VN

W DF/D’ DI

0%w pra odwn

RN NNVN

This is an unusual action

Therefore, we must be discussing

IMT RNON TIVT
The animal did this three times, and became a TVID.
Wi m/é )
PT1o8N D5WN

IE DD’ PI

P uRPIé Raplt) e

NNNYD DNTYH W

NMEd ANV PN

X
RN N PNTT

The animal’s movements were restricted,
and it is normal behavior under those circumstances,
and

1227 DIDNMID NPMONN

whether one is fully liable for ordinary NNMNN.
W 7;/@ D) W DT/’ PI
praoxn oown 0HW prandbon

1129 (o)) s)le]

However,
the N2 discussed this particular case
because we might have thought

DT D1AD - PINA 1912 IN BN - DDA
An animal relieving itself is a direct bodily action;
the Nnm2 therefore teaches
that it is indeed a case of mmy.
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The Gemara cites another Xn»72:

WRI L'WY Y130

3191753 IR

MW YPM

If a chicken stuck its head into a glass utensil and
squawked, thereby breaking it,

oow prnbwn

The owner pays full damages.

However, 2772 90R

IV NHM JIZW OO

D997 IR 72V

AR alaplisia)

If a horse neighed or a donkey brayed and thereby broke a
utensil, the owner pays only half-damages.

Here too, the Gemara assumes

NI WD

This is an unusual action; therefore, we must be discuss-
ing

7t RNON 7207

The animal did this three times, and became Tv1;
accordingly, the np5nn is whether

MY IRTYA w2, and so he is fully liable, OR

MRS IRTYA PR, and he only pays prazm.

The Gemara answers

T2 PR

There were seeds in the glass utensil, and so it was normal
behavior under those circumstances, and

13279 O NPbIn

The np5nn is whether one is fully liable for ordinary
M.

The Gemara continues discussing the Halachos of m iz
onv” 97,

Dedicated By:
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22 7R 7 PR
IRW gﬁo 212090
172w 12 Yypm
If a chicken stuck its head

into a utensil and squawked,
thereby breaking it,

0%W pra odwn

If a horse neighed
ora donkey brayed
and thereby broke a utensil,
the owner pays half-damages.

Pr1o8n 05WN

R0 NIVN
This is an unusual action; therefore, we must be
discussing

DT RNON TIVT
The animal did this three times, and became Tvm;
accordingly...
YRR NP
Pr1ox8n 05ON oYW prandbon

DS NNTVH W

X
1772 172 ORT

There were seeds in the glass utensil,
and so it was normal behavior under those circumstances,
and

]327) DIOVID NPSNN
whether one is fully liable for ordinary NN,

P R I NP
Pr1ox8n 05ON oYW prandbon

12 D1NID
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