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elebrating the Bar Mitzvah of their son Yitz; the 

Sterns enlisted the services of Kraus’ Food and 

Catering.  The no-frills option of ordering the food 

alone for Shabbos minus the waiters and catering was far 

more economical. But no-frills meant that Kraus arrived 

on Friday morning to Stern’s home and emptied the 

prepared food into the Sterns’ pots, pans and containers. 

All went well until Kraus pulled out the colossal 45 kilo 

chulent pot (about 99.208 lbs.) from their truck. For the 

life of them; the Sterns could not come up with enough 

pots or pans to contain the massive stew. Protocol aside, 

Stern implored Kraus’ compassion to leave them their 

colossal chulent pot for Shabbos.  

After considerable begging, Kraus agreed under the 

following condition; that Stern return the pot 

immediately after Shabbos to Kraus’ garden apartment 

in Rechavia on Azza Street. “You might have trouble 

finding the specific apartment; so call me beforehand. I’ll 

direct you and just leave it in front of my door,” said 

Kraus. 

Saturday night was busier than Stern foresaw; so he 

publicly asked if any of his capable guests were driving by 

Rechavia. Bloomberg gladly volunteered to drop off the 

pot for Stern. At 10 PM, Bloomberg arrived at Kraus’ 

building looked for the garden apartment and left the pot 

in front of the steps. No call! 

Sunday morning, Stern receives a vociferous call from an 

irate Kraus. “Where’s the pot?” “Bloomberg dropped it 

off in front of your steps…” after a bit of investigative 

prowess, it was discovered that Bloomberg dropped it off 

in front of Kraus’ next door neighbor’s steps; the Levis. 

Levi and Kraus were not on talking terms and when Levi 

found Kraus’ filthy chulent pot on his front steps, he 

wrathfully tossed it out into the giant green public 

garbage dumpster. 

 

Who pays for the pot? 

What’s the Law? 

 

The Answer: 

Kraus can choose to prosecute Stern or Levi. If Kraus prosecutes Stern, Stern can in turn prosecute Levi. See detailed 

explanation regarding Bloomberg’s possible responsibilities. 

 

Detailed Explanation 

Kraus’ Colossal Chulent Cooker invokes the following Halachos. 

1. A renter, like a paid trustee is liable for any avoidable 

losses [Choshen Mishpat 307: 1]. 

 

2. A entrusts his/her article under B’s watch. A 

generally assumes that B’s spouse and adult children 

who live at home will also watch it [C.M. 291: 21]. 

 

3. Otherwise, B may not compromise the security of 

the article entrusted under his/her watch by 

entrusting it under the watch of a third party whom 

A is not accustomed to trust with watching the 

article.  

 

4. Abrogating his/her responsibility in such an 

unauthorized fashion, obligates B to compensate A 

for any incurred losses to the article as a result of the 

article’s new location [Choshen Mishpat 291: 26, 307: 1].  
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5. Similarly, even if A generally trusts C with the article, 

B may not entrust it with C, if doing so undermines 

specific conditions A made with B or if C’s level of 

required liability is less stringent than A requested 

from B as apparent from the gradient chart below 

[Choshen Mishpat 291: 26].  

* 

6. A maliciously placed his/her belongings without 

receiving permission to do so in B’s property. B may 

move it into a precarious place. Though it is an act of 

piety to inform A or Beis Din before doing so [C.M. 319: 

1].   
 

7. B may not do so, if A accidentally or inadvertently 

placed his/her belongings in B’s property [C.M. 319: 1].   

 

8. Instead, B has a mitzvah of Hashavas Aveidah to 

inform A of the article’s whereabouts and give A 

ample time to retrieve it [Rav Moshe Feinstein]. B may 

return it to a secure place in which A will find the 

article. B may not discard of the article, but may 

store it in a secure place and subtract the storage 

cost from the article [Choshen Mishpat 319: 1]. 

 

* 

 

9. When a victim can independently hold multiple 

parties responsible for the damage or loss of an item, 

the victim can choose whom to prosecute [Choshen 

Mishpat 291: 26 Nesivos 41]. 

T.L.C. Trustee Liability Chart 

 

Application: 

Kraus entrusted their colossal chulent pot with Stern 

because Stern was their customer and paid for the food. 

As such, Stern is a “renter” on the pot. Stern is held 

responsible for any loss or damage that he could have 

prevented with a little more care.  

He rented it on condition that he contact Kraus to ensure 

exact delivery. He may not compromise his 

responsibilities by sending Bloomberg to deliver the pot.  

Levi has a responsibility to inform Kraus of the pot’s 

whereabouts and cannot discard of it. Levi destroyed 

Kraus’ pot and is liable to compensate Kraus as well as is 

Stern for failing in his renter’s duty. Kraus can choose to 

either prosecute Stern or Levi.  

If Kraus chooses to prosecute Stern, Stern can in turn 

prosecute Levi for compensation. 

In truth, Bloomberg was Stern’s unpaid trustee. He is 

liable for damages or losses due to negligence. If we can 

establish that Bloomberg was negligent, then Kraus can 

also choose to prosecute Bloomberg instead of Stern or 

Levi if he so chooses. Bloomberg can then prosecute Levi 

to recoup his losses. 

  Negligence Avoidable 

Theft/Loss but not 

due to negligence 

Unforeseen/incontrollable 

accidents 

Damage in course 

of normal use 

1. Unpaid trustee 

(Shomer Chinam) 

Liable Absolved Absolved Liable (may not use 

it) 

2a. Paid trustee 

(Shomer Sachar) 

Liable Liable Absolved Liable (may not use 

it) 

2b. Renter 

(Socher) 

Liable Liable Absolved Absolved 

3. Borrower 

(Sho’el) 

Liable Liable Liable Absolved 
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