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If a man places a pitcher

in the public domain

and another person comes

and trips over it

and breaks it

he is exempt

If the other person was injured by it
(then) the owner of the barrel

must pay for his damage

The Tanna began with a 73 and ended with a n>an
and we learned this in another wn as well

One person was coming with a n>an

and another person was coming with a beam

and this one’s 73 was broken

by that one’s beam

the owner of the beam is exempt

He began with n°217 and ended with 72

and we learned this in another awn as well

one person was coming with a n°an of wine

and another person was coming with a 72 of honey
and the n>ar7 of honey cracked

and the first guy spilled out his wine

and saved the honey

in it

he is entitled only to his fee (For his time)

he began with 72 and ended with n°an

Rav Papa said

a 72 and a n>ary are the same

what difference does it make?

for buying and selling

what are the circumstances? (Where this is relevant)
if you say

it was in a place

where a pitcher isn’t called n°27

and a barrel isn’t called 73

(clearly then) they don’t call it that
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it’s only necessary

in a place where the majority

call a pitcher a 72

and a barrel a n°an

and there are also some

who call a barrel a 73

and a pitcher a n*an

you might perhaps have thought
that we go according to the majority
It is therefore made known to us
that we do not follow the majority in matters of money

why is he exempt

one must examine (the road)

and then go

they said at the school of 29

in the name of 2

the entire public domain was filled with barrels
XY said

it is with regard to a dark place that it taught
1Y " said

the pitcher was placed at a corner

X959 " said

our Mishnah is not consistent

unless in accordance with, either Hxmw

or M "

for if it was according to 2

why mention (exemption) only in the case of tripping
even if he broke it (intentionally) as well (He’d be md)
721 '3 thereupon said in the name of X2

the same law applies

even when he directly broke it

and the reason ““and trips” was stated (is)
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since he wanted to teach in the end part of the Mishna

“If the other one was injured by it

the owner of the barrel is liable to pay for the damage’

which only applies to tripping

but not to direct breaking

what is the reason?

he is the one that damaged

himself

it was therefore stated in the first part (as well)
‘tripping’

R. Abba said

to R. Ashi

In the West the following [explanation] is stated
in the name of R. 'Ulla

[The exemption is] because it is not the habit
of men

to look around while walking on the road

such a case occurred in Nehardea

where Shmuel said he was responsible

and (it aslo happened) in Pumbeditha

where Rava similarly said he was responsible
we understand this in the case of Shmuel

who followed his own opinion,

but regarding Rava

are we to say that he [also] embraced the view of Shmuel
R. Papa said

(the damage was done) at the corner of an oil factory
and since it was done with permission

he should have paid attention

and gone

X701 27 sent [the following query]

to 11 21

the sages said

three sela's for kicking with the knee
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five for kicking with the foot

thirteen for a blow with the saddle of an donkey
so, for (wounding with) the handle of the shovel
or with the blade of the shovel

what is the fine?

He sent back to him (as follows)

Chisda Chisda!

Are you collecting a fine in Bavel?

tell me

the actual circumstances of the case

How did it happen

He (Chisda) sent back to him

there was a well

belonging to two people

each day

one of them would draw water from it

one of them, however, came

and was drawing (water)

on a day that was not his

the other guy said to him this day is mine

but the other guy paid no attention to him (he kept drawing)
so, he took a handle of a shovel

and struck him with it

1am1 21 replied, a hundred strikes

he could have struck him with the handle of the shovel
for even according to the one who says

that [usually] a man may not

take the law in his own hands

[If it’s] in a case where a loss is pending

a person can take matters into his own hands
for it has been stated

77 21 said

a man may not take the law into his own hands
711 21 said
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a person can take matters into his own hands

In a case where there is an irreparable loss,
everyone doesn't argue (everyone agrees)

that he may take the law into his own hands
when do they argue?

where there isn’t any irreparable loss

77T 27 says

that a man may not take the law into his own hands
for since there isn’t any irreparable loss

let him go in front of the Judge

7M1 27 says

that a man may take the law into his own hands
for since he acts in accordance with law

he doesn’t bother [to go to Court]

X172 27 raised an objection

3232172 said

do not enter [stealthily] into your neighbor’s yard
to take what is yours

without his knowledge

perhaps you will appear to him as a thief

rather, break his teeth

and tell him, | am taking possession of what is mine
he said to him

(keep this question) to yourself

(because) 323212 is only one

and the Rabbis disagree with him

XY %27 said

what does 'Break his teeth' mean (here)

(It means) to bring him before a court of justice
but if so

(why does it say) and you may tell him

and they will tell him

it should have stated

(and also, why does it say) | am taking what is mine
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he is taking possession of what is his
it should have stated
This is indeed a difficulty

Come and hear

in the case of an ox that went up

upon the back of another's (ox)

so as to kill it

and the owner of the ox that was under came
and extricated his own ox

(so that) the ox that was on top fell down
and was killed

he is exempt

now, doesn’t this ruling apply to a 7»
where there isn’t any irreparable loss

no

it only applies to a an

where there is an irreparable loss

but if so

read the end part

If [the owner] pushed the ox that was on top
which was thus Killed

there would be liability

and if the case dealt with a on

why is he liable?

he should have extricated his ox (from beneath)
yet he did not extricate it

Come and hear

In the case of a trespasser having filled
his neighbor’s premises

with pitchers of wine and pitchers of oil
the owner of the premises

is entitled to break them when going out
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and break them when coming in

P 12 1am1 21 explained

He can break them when going out to the Court
as well as break them when coming back

to fetch some necessary documents

Come and hear

from where (is derived the ruling)

that in the case of a [Hebrew] slave

whose term of service has been terminated
and his master, insists upon him

to leave

and injured him

by inflicting a wound upon him

that he is exempt

The Torah states

“You shall not take

money for one who wants to return”

(implying that) we should not take
compensation from one who is returning home
With what are we dealing here

with a servant who is intending to commit theft
(but how is it that) until now

he did not commit any theft

and now he is stealing?

until now

he had the fear of his master

upon him

now

he doesn’t have

the fear of his master upon him

PrY 92 a1 27 explained

we are dealing with a slave whose master assigned him
Canaanite maidservant (as a wife)

until now

0221 72Yn

PR3 237 R

(7 725) T2 NI 12YND
0221 73Yn

NPT NN

v

iaa)al

y¥N?

12 32 152V

12 2079 1Y)
NINYD

2any

172N 1 Ny
09 NINY -

(A Tndmy DM
INPN NI

2P 79D

NP NI .

Y2 191D

WPHY ORI NI -
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

N1J) NTIVI
NITN) TY

1)) ND

1)) NRYN)

NIPN) TY

12277 PN MDD
2y

NRYD

Y Y

M2y MAT NN
N PRI 2
12730 9010V Taya
NIV NNIY
NITN) TY

© ® N O A~ W N o~

N R R R R R R R R B ([
S O W N O U b~ W DN = O



Page | 8

this arrangement was lawful

whereas now this becomes unlawful

come and hear

if a man places a pitcher

on public ground

and another person comes

and stumbles over it

and breaks it

he is exempt

is not this so

only when the other one stumbled over it

whereas in the case of directly breaking it there is liability

721 ' says

in the name of xan

the same law applies

even in the case of directly breaking it

and this that it said

AND STUMBLES

is since

he wanted

to teach in the x5°0

IF THE OTHER ONE WAS INJURED BY IT

THE OWNER IS LIABLE TO FOR THE DAMAGE
which, of course, applies only to stumbling

but not to direct breaking

as then it is of course the plaintiff who is to blame
for the damage he caused to himself

It was therefore on this account that in the xw> it says
'stumbling’
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Come and hear

‘Then shall you cut off her hand'

this means that a fine of money shall be imposed upon her
isn’t it (Talking about a case)

where she could not save (Her husband)
through another means?

no

(it’s a case where) she could save (Her husband)
through another means

(So then in a case) where she could not
save (Her husband)

through another means

is she exempt?

If so

instead of the xn»92 stating in the latter part
If she put forth her hand

this signifies to exclude

the messenger of the court

let the xn>>1a distinguish and teach (a difference)
also in her own act

(And say) when do these words apply

when she could save (Her husband)
through another means

(So then in a case) where she could not
save (Her husband)

through another means

she is exempt

this is what it says

when do these words apply

when she could save (Her husband)
through another means

but if she could not

save (Her husband)

through another means
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her hand is to be considered
as a messenger of the court
and she is exempt

Come and hear

in the case where there was

a public road

passing through the middle of his field
he took the road

and gave them (the public)

(another path) from the side of his field
what was given is given

but his own

he does not get

But if you say

that a man may take the law into his own hands

let him take a stick

and sit there

7°21 27 said

in the name of xan

this is a precaution

lest an owner give them
a roundabout way
X>wIwn 21 said

the ruling applies to an owner who actually gave them

a roundabout way

WX 11 said

every path from the side

is a roundabout way

it is closer for one person

but far for another person

but if so

why doesn’t he get his (new path back)?
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the owner should say to the public authorities
take yours [the old path]

and return mine to me [the new one]

[that could not be done] because of 777 20
for A 27 said

a path

[once] taken possession of by the public

may not be obstructed

Come and hear

in the case of an owner

who set aside the corner-tithe

at one corner of his field

and the poor came

and took (their due share) at another corner
both are considered corner-tithe

now if you should say

that one may take the law into his own hands
why are both considered nxo

let him take a whip

and sit

X2 said

What does "both are corner-tithe” mean?
(only) that both are free from tithe

as we have learned in the following &n>12

one who renounced his ownership to his vineyard

and then hastened in the morning

and plucked the fruit himself

he must observe

peret

gleanings

forgotten heaves

peah

but he is free, however, from the Levites' tithe
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A jug (filled with water) that broke 23U 1
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on public ground
and its contents cause a person to slip and fall

or one is injured
This (that we deduce all that from "pit") is only
where he had renounced his ownership from them

7T 027 says
if he breaks it intentionally he is liable
otherwise he is not.

777 27 said in the name of 20

It was taught only

if he soil his clothes with the contents of the jug
but if he damages his person

there is no liability

for the public ground (which has no particular owner)
causes his damage

When | stated this

before xmw

he said to me

Let us see

as to the liability for damage caused by one's stone, knife,
or load (placed on public ground)

we deduced it from the "pit"

and in all of them

| read

an ox, but not a human being

a donkey but not vessels

and only

as far as death is concerned

as to damage, however

if to person there is liability

but if to property there is no liability

What has 21 to say to this
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and its contents cause a person to slip and fall
or one is injured

by its fragments

he (the carrier of the jug) is liable

7T 027 says

if he breaks it intentionally he is liable
otherwise he is not.

777 27 said in the name of 20

It was taught only

if he soil his clothes with the contents of the jug
but if he damages his person

there is no liability

for the public ground (which has no particular owner)
causes his damage

When | stated this

before xmw

he said to me

Let us see

as to the liability for damage caused by one's stone, knife,
or load (placed on public ground)

we deduced it from the "pit"

and in all of them

| read

an ox, but not a human being

a donkey but not vessels

and only

as far as death is concerned

as to damage, however

if to person there is liability

but if to property there is no liability

What has 21 to say to this
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