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It is not the money of the dog’s owner — K177 295 HyaT mmn IND

OVERVIEW

The ®xmx asks, according to 7" that 1 n 2wn WX, why should the 22577 9¥2 pay
for the fire which his dog caused, since the fire is not the possession of the 9va
27077, mooIn discusses the assumption of the X3 that the owner is certainly not
liable for the fire his dog caused.

mooIN explains that it is not the possession of the 25371 ¥2 -
= 11999 9NN N 1295 YW UN Iy 21‘;7’5‘1’;“ NY NIN“T

Since the 27577 %v2 did not ignite this fire, and the 770 did not obligate the
owner to pay for his dog’s fire —

Mmoo questions this assumption that he is not 211 for his dog’s fire:
= 992 VY XJY M2 YWIR VIYIN TEIVEN 912 22)D7 2) JY 4N

And even though regarding a 992 we require an exclusion where the 7710 writes
=12 K 7127 %) (if a man digs a pit) 212 2 X2 but there is no obligation to pay if
one’s ox digs a pit -

- 25575 WIN 291 (0w N,An 91 P9 11990 AN NNIY VI 1)9INTD
As the X2 states in 7957 DR AR W PO, ‘the word WK is written twice’.

However regarding wx there is no w17 to exclude a M, why therefore is the X713 certain that
one is not liable for the 1293 Yw wx?!

mooIn replies:
- “y1ana UR 5Y 9097 *RYAT [ANR] DIVN XY 1Y VIV BIPN Yan

Nevertheless it was obvious to the X213 that one is not liable for his animal’s
fire because of some 7297 (which we are not aware of); the X113 knew this -

" This Mmoo should precede the previous 7™7X7 1"7 MO,
21t is obviously not his technically, for it belongs to the nomx1 ¥3; however Moo previously (1w 2Ww» WK 71"72)
taught even if the fire is not yours you are liable if you kindled the fire, therefore n1901n writes here that it is not his
fire since he did not ignite it.
3 See X,x1 7A05.
* The 7N writes (3%,X3 [D°0OWwn] MAW) that M WK 7713° *3 W M2 WX 1n9° *3. We derive from the words X, a) that
only one is liable (2°w X9 w°X) and b) that 112 W X7 112 WX,
> See “Thinking it over’.
® This does not mean that the 77N (somewhere) exempts one from paying if his animal made a fire, for here we see
(according to ") that the 29577 %¥2 is liable for the entire w>73. Rather the 77 might state that the damage caused
by an animal through W& is not included in the category of WX, but nonetheless it can still be considered 1Xr or
MT1X of this animal (if 1301 W WR). See TMN2N7 *WIOR XX # 90-93,
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For the Xn>12 taught us that there are three max by 29 (namely 2371 7w ,177), but

no more than three, and if one would be liable on M»i2 WX there would have been an
additional 2R by M.

SUMMARY
There must be some w17 that one is not liable for the fire caused by his animal (as
the 2R or 77710 of WKX).

THINKING IT OVER

Can we say that when moon writes® that 5v w97 Xw7 [APR] DWwn K03 770 0w
N2 WX, he means (as MdOIN concludes) that the 7wA7 teaches that there are only
three M2aX by 7MW (and not a fourth’ — WN)?IO

" See 2,2,
¥ See footnote # 5.
? This would (seemingly) alleviate the difficulty mentioned in footnote # 6.
10'See v9p MX 777> On .
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