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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn v q7 of X5 X221 noomn. I 11113

Some of the topics we will learn about include:

MR

9, damage caused by a force generated by one’s animal,
such as a stone kicked into a utensil, is equivalent to 191,
damage caused by bodily contact. Nevertheless, itis a
npomn whether one is fully liable for such damages, OR if
there is a *»on nwn5 1257 that he is only liable for
half-damages.

P11 12275

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

PR Y275 mash

Whether an animal that damages through m 173 with an
unusual, deliberate action is liable for % or ¥ of the
MMIRD IRTYN
mIsd IRV

Whether one pays full damages if the animal damages
through m719% in an unusual manner three times and

. becomes a TY;

igRah)

Whether o110 agrees that the *»on nwnb 1257 of M 1 n D n D
applies to a secondary force generated by the animal to

only pay p11°3n.

i nshaivehi

m M is a form of 537 and is exempt in a public area.

97172 DTN

The Gemara references the following two Halachos
concerning 73, a public hazard:

M N RN MIWR

One is not liable for a 12 created by his animal, and

p2pision Relal 11:
One IS liable for a 12 he created that was brought

elsewhere by an animal. 11: ﬂ]t’, R"’ —_ ﬂ’: w,R

15 IR R S19RS N7V 10N

One is fully liable for food which his animal eats in a I?J‘?J nDn 11:

usual manner, including
PR "Y YR
If it only eats this food out of necessity;

® 1ORD NTYID VN

)
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So let's review...

The Gemara earlier discussed at length the ©1om10 NS
pamregarding

IR MR

If an animal kicks up stones in its natural course of
walking and the stones causes damage;

omo holds

YW PrIodwn MR

He pays full damages, because this is considered 57,
because

MTIONIIND

While the 1327 maintain

2T MM

He pays only half-damages, because there is a nwnb no5n
'»O» that one only pays pt1 3 for mix.

The Gemara continues to delve into these Halachos:

"R 27 first inquires according to the 13127, who hold
regarding

MINIRD MR

PR

What would the Halachah be in a case of unusual mm17x;
and as Rashi explains;

oY1

IR AN

The animal kicked deliberately and the stones flew and
caused damage; which is a case of 17p;

Perhaps,

Ph Y275 MY e v

He is liable only for % of the damages, just as every on 17
pays only ¥ of the usual payment? OR,

P11 275 M v PR

He is liable for ¥ the damages, because a on W is never
exempted to pay less than ¥ the damage?

N
The Gemara leaves this question unresolved.

DafHachaim.org

WANTIN 2 YN

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

oLNjo

a5 MY
now pi

T 19120 1ND

\//37
aowH MY
D1 YN

/2y

What would the Halachah be in a case of
UNUSUAL NIMN
The animal kicked deliberately and the stoney flew
m/me//mm?@; which iy & mo%/y);
OR, Perhaps,
nMxd mw PN nMEd mw w»m
pm »275 P »d
He iy MZ@%&V % the He iy liable anl%&r Yy o% the
/mﬁa/, because w pp Wl /ama?&y, Just ay every en

i never We/ 1o 7 % ol the
less than % the /W? %WP
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The Gemara proceeds to cite the following clause of the
Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek on " q7, and
explains how it can be understood according to each
opinion, that of ©19mo or the 1327; and shows how it relates
to this question:

The Mishnah states:

noYI NN

If the animal kicked something and broke it;

793 DRI PIOIN MR PO IR

D997 IR 773W)

Or if it kicked stones into utensils and broke them,
130 0Own

The owner is liable for half-damages.

The first case, noyan, is understood simply because it is
on .

The second case can be understood various ways:

To reconcile the Mishnah with ©1510 we must explain it
MR

(01} PimBalalpls)

The stones flew from a deliberate kick; and therefore, he
pays only pt1°xn because it's on 1p.

But, we cannot explain it

MR

MAIN D

Because according to ©1mo it would be 0bw pi3;

However, according to the 13127 we CAN explain it
mx

MR

Because they hold p11°3n mx;
OR,

We can also explain it

mx

VI N

According to the 1127;

If we hold

21307275 MR MW PR

But if we hold

P11 Y75 MR e v

He would only pay 1/4;

2
Py MR
Ifthe animal kicked something and broke it;
Y91 ARNK (TN PYMAY WA N
2'031 NN RN

Or if it kicked stones into utensils and broke them,

B Yen nowns

The owner is liable for half-damages.

7yt mme
DI AN R3S MR Y N
a'hor AN 198N

Bh en aown

oMo

)
n‘)w}{m-\m
Phxn

1INYDIIN D - NNNHN
Because z‘&gy hold
25 sy

OR,
DIV NHONH - NNNN
Z% we hold
25 VP 7/»/7/73’@@ /&
%4 % we hotd
25 Y/p?/j)/?/b’@f o

He wow&/orz@zwl/éﬂ'

DafHachaim.org

abwn My
a5 ph

DI NHNY - NNNN

Wﬁona/ﬂew /mm/ @

deliberate bick,
?‘/Ler%ar&, MW 25/ 27

becawse ity ph Vo2

But, we canndt W&m/ i
1NN 1D - NNNHN

Because acco /“’7 to oo

it woudd be: of0 25
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"WR 17 now inquires according to ©13:10 who holds
regarding

MOIRI MR

obw

When it's 113, the first n3;

However, what is the Halachah in a case of

mI M

When it's the second n>, a secondary force generated by
one'’s animal, such as kicking a stone onto another stone
which then breaks a utensil;

Perhaps he pays

ZR ]

Because

1357 )

liaelanaEapRivitel

01010 also agrees that there exists a »on wnb 750
regarding M 173, but understands it to be referring to a
secondary force;

Or he pays

Dow P

Because

55571957 YDA RS

om0 disagrees and holds that there is no *»on 7wnd 71250
regarding Mz at all?

N
The Gemara leaves this question unresolved as well.

Dedicated By:
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WINATIN 2 YN
oMo

25N MY
now P

MT 19120 1ND

W
aoWH MY
PR

G )

What is the Halachah in a case of
No ND

A secondary force generated by one’s animal,
such as kicking a stone onto another stone
which then breaks a utensil;

Or does he payl Doew /”7/”74/
DOW P RS

Because

NobN YNa RD 250 Y03
LYo N> Nd2 N P

oMo eed that there %
yon Y 3 hH re?ar/m?/ 23,

oMo disagrees
and holdy thatt there iy no

oy aé/\/ b
%m/m? a2 at all?
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The Gemara cites the next clause of the Mishnah at the
beginning of the Perek on 1" q7, and explains how it can
be understood according to each opinion; and how it
relates to this question:

The Mishnah states:

MW 575 NoT

1MW) 50 5Y 5o

If the animal stepped on a utensil and broke it, and a shard
flew out and broke another utensil;

05w P13 0SWN PURITHY

33731 0w PINRA SV

The owner is fully liable for the damage to the first
utensil, because it is a clear case of 53;

But is only liable for half-damages of the second utensil;
Why?

According to the 1319, simply because it is m173;
However, we can reconcile the Mishnah with o130, but
only if we say that Dm0 agrees that the *»on nwnb 1351
of m Iz applies to o no.

The Gemara continues with a series of inquiries and
Halachos regarding mmmax:

9 TWOR RW DIP1HA NI N7

TN 19 OR ROR

If the animal was walking in an area where it would
inevitably dislodge stones;

However,

AP v DM 7oY

It then deliberately kicked stones and caused damage;
Perhaps

12 MWOR RT 1D

NI PAIR

It is considered usual, since it was unavoidable, and so he
pays MmN PR

OR

RPN ROWA

MR MNINP VW2 NPNN

It caused the damage deliberately, and so it is considered
17, and is therefore subject to "wx 17's inquiry whether he
pays piy23?

The Gemarareplies
Uzl

DafHachaim.org

2>

2L O 5Y moan
11321 95 by ban

If the animal stepped on a utensil and broke it,
and a shard flew out and broke another utensil;

now pr aown - NN oY
Bh en oYW - NN o

)

) oMo
N oo MY
Pu wn E‘?W PTJ

The DD NWHD Nddn
of NNNX
applies toNd Nd

mmax

NY TWODR WRW PN NIONN NN
NTNIN 1D OXR ROR

If the animal was walking in an area where it would
inevitably dislodge stones

NPYTM NTNN NVY)

It then deliberately kicked stones and caused damage;
Or
RN RNWN | Li~)
VIV NPNN N9 MWD IRT
MMIR NTHINp X100 PNMR

It caused the damage It is considered usual,
deliberately, since it was unavoidable,
it is considered p, and so he pays pr '¥n

and is therefore subject to NMY;
'WNR 1)’s inquiry whether

he pays pra 1?7
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An additional Halachah:

o237 MW 2 noban AR

aPTM AN

aRieh]

One is NOT liable for mm7x in a public area, because
R 537 AT

It is a form of 537 in this regard.

Furthermore,

D297 MW [/vrNa

TR MWIL AP

If the animal kicked the stone while walking in the mwn
D297, but the stone damaged a utensil situated in a mwA
I

At first X717 ruled

IR PRAVPY

IR W IMIN?!

Since it originated in an area where he is exempt, he is not
liable for the damage.

However, the Gemara refutes this from the following
RN

T2 NS Ann

VA paama panenm

N

One is liable for m 193 both in a public and private area.
This cannot refer to

72 AR Y A NN

If the animal kicked AND damaged in the 977, because
we have established that m 173 is a form of %37 and is
exempt in the 7"177; rather, this must refer to

P2 R 2 NN

A stone kicked from the 9”717 to a *"i17, contradicting ™
RYT?

R71 "7 responds

1977

I'have indeed retracted my earlier statement, and agree
that he IS liable if the damage occurred in the 73 mw-.

Dedicated By:
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0290 MWI2 NOYNn NN
NPTM NTNM
NMLVD

Oneis NOT liable for mmx in a public area, because
NN 50T nThin

07290 MWY2 NTNN
TN MO NPXTM

If the animal kicked the stone while walking in D2 mp»,
but the stone damaged a utensil situated in a "mn MY,

?1)RD W NDIN - N3 PR NP
Since it originated in an area where he is exempt,
he is not liable for the damage.

P4

7772 N3%NN NN
77072 172 77072 P2 NN
2N

One is liable for mmx both in a public and private area.

Thiy cannot reﬁr 1o
1'% 53y 2 2% 2509 "9 sy 2" 993 D>
because we have establi. A stone kicked from the

Rather, this must re%er t

that pyin3 M/w%armo Vo, ' 2 tar"

and iy exempt in the 3"
Confm&/éoz‘m:g/ 25 P
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. The Gemara now inquires, regarding several activities
which may be classified as 17p: v
12331 WwOWD ,
N R VIDWI bj Y
If the animal damages by swishing its tail in an excessive e 7""'n
manner;
Is this usual, and 53, which is 0277 mw72 M0 7 have indeed retracted my earlier statement
Or unusual, and 17p, which is @297 mwI1 27N ) .
' Mﬁgf%fé&fﬁ&@&@é@%%@/aﬁmg@
Furthermore,

occarved in the 3> .

Activities which may be classified av 7P
v

nleRainleliniyiishlizh)

If a male animal swished its 72x; perhaps
Itis 7p, because

75 PPNR RIIRD P2

RIW R 03I R

Itis incited by its desires;

e N2T2 NWOWD

P> ANMIPRNT 1NN XRI°ND?2 VIDVD

It did not damage deliberately; . it .

The Gemara replies If the animal damages by swishing its tail

N in an excessive manner

Is this usual Or unusual
and therefore 521 and therefore Pp

. which is which is

D22YN MPH] NPO D120 MwHa 1

10D NNNPR2 NWOWDI

If a male animal swished its 72N; perhaps

Itis D, because OR, itis b2, because
M ppnp Mx IND P P1nd 1o pp
NJW RD 1 RoD PS> NNIMD PR RN
Itis incited by its It did not damage
desires; deliberately
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The Gemara now returns to the final case of the Mishnah:
O3 PR 5T N

If something was tied to a chicken’s leg, and as the
Gemara explains

PIIR IR

The animal was jumping about until this thing broke
loose and damaged a utensil;

P13 obwn

The owner of the chicken is liable for half-damages,
because it's mIx;

However,

Won o7

If the »">7 was ownerless and someone tripped over it, it
depends;

TNV PHRN W3

If it became attached to the chicken on its own, the
chicken’s owner is not liable, because the Pasuk says
MIWNRNND D

MM RN

One is not liable for a public hazard created by his animal.

However,

N OIR WP

If someone deliberately attached it to the animal, that
person IS liable, because the utensil is considered
553nmn 1

N1°972 07R DI

A 11 that was brought elsewhere by an animal, for which
the owner of the ma is liable;

The review of the following Mishnah is included in the
next Daf.

DafHachaim.org

2>y
YOI M 9%

If something was tied to a chicken’s leg, and..
MTN MTNT2
The animal was Jumping about
wntil it broke loose and /ama?e/ wutensil;

Bt 'en e

The owner of the chicken is liable for half~-damages,
because it is MY

1pan o

D 1IN W

Ifit became attached to the chicken on its own, the
chicken’s owner is not liable, because the Pasuk says

== 2N T’ 2D

v e 'e[ However

2N 0N VD

If someone deliberately attached it to the animal,

that person is liable, because the utensil is considered

N2 5112 DTN D02 babanmn 1
A that was brought elsewhere by an animal
for which the owner of the M2 is liable
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