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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn X" q7 of X912 X331 noom.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

WY O N
Nioretemedtoasa JEN

wn

Ordinarily, if one could have submitted a certain claim
with which he would have won, he is believed with other
claims as well. However, it is a n5nn if he is believed
DTV OIpP2

When his claim is contradicted by witnesses;

D01 I

Whether one can change or add to his claim? This
depends on whether ]y1u1 1 1 ]y’u

nxp wnon, he interprets his first claim,

125 wron, he contradicts his first claim, or

1127 5 qom, he adds to his first claim in a way that does
not contradict it.

Do MIY

If contradictory witnesses are believed regarding other
testimony, whether

mTY MRS, other parts of the same testimony, or

mInR mTvb, different testimony. ’ D
NN MTY
Whether p7 na retracts their rulings, or if they are
concerned with damaging their credibility?

R1>T 22T RMT
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So let's review...

The Gemara continues discussing several incidents of a
disputed npin:

AR SV IR T

TR SV MR TN

Both the claimant and the occupant claimed to have
inherited the property;

N7 PNAART P70 NN N

PN I 19IRT P TAD R R

The claimant brought witnesses that he inherited it, and
the occupant brought witnesses that he established a npin:

127 ruled that the occupant keeps the property, because
WYL

"R DR

P30 PRDIRI NI D

His claim of "mar bw is believed, because he could have
used the 1 to claim to have purchased it from the
claimant, and he would have been believed and kept the
property. Clearly, he is not lying, and he indeed inherited
it.

However, »ax argued that the claimant gets the property,
because

DY DIPPIIPYS S I

IR R

This reasoning is not sufficient to support the claim of the
occupant that "max 5w, that he inherited it, because the
claimant’s witnesses, X1 7"NIaRT *770 "N7R, contradict this
claim.

The Gemara relates the rest of the incident:
As the D"2wn explains, 727 accepted »ax’s argument and
ruled like »ax that the claimant gets the property.
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Incidents of a disputed npTD...

MMNIAR DW IR NT
MMIAR H® IMIN NN

Both the claimant and the occupant
claimed to have inherited the property

DO Nt £DY 1IDO N D
NYONRT NPNNART

nPITN W NN
Occupant Claimant:

227 ruled

the occupant keeps the property
because

Wmwbb np
5N 3R
NPTN W MNDONI NNIAT YD

He could have used thenptn
to claim to have purchased it from the claimant,
and he would have been believed and kept the property

Clearly, he is not bying,

a

Rt ar
the claimant gets the property
because

DTV DIpH2 WD b o
]ORN

This reasoning is not sufficient
because the claimant’s witnesses
contradict this claim

HRY) @We/ Y ar and rilled like mpt
that the claimant gets the property
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Therefore, the occupant who lost revised his claim and
said:

"R I

N7 JNIIRT PR

PP NI

The occupant admitted that he did not inherit it, but rather
purchased it from the claimant, and explained

MNART 72 7IORT R

MTARTI OV D PHOT

He only meant that he feels as secure in his claim as if he
inherited it.

How to rule at this point is a nponn:

R holds that the occupant keeps the property based on
his revised claim of 391 nniat and RPN 23w AYIRT TIO NVR,
because

IV MM P

He can submit a second claim, if it merely interprets the
first;

The "v7971 hold that the claimant gets the property,
because

VIO I VIV PR

The occupant cannot submit a second claim
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W@&r&, the owafmm‘ who lost
rew‘w/ 7 claim a//w/ W/

"R TN
RN JNNART PR
72°n NN
and expliined
YNNIART Y Y IMRT RN
NN2ARTI NOY 9 PHOT

He meant he feels as secure in his claim
as if he inherited it

How to rale at this point i a, /)/')/ﬁ/‘/:

ROW WTIN
The occupant The claimant

keeps the property  gets the property
based on his

revised claim Because
VIO 1R

Because IV M
e
IV M
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The Gemara lists several exceptions to which all agree:
5"RT RPN

TMaR 5w RSV MAR Hw

IVIOT M PPIV PR

If the occupant originally said, “I inherited the property,
and you did not,“ he cannot change his claim and say that
he purchased it, because this completely contradicts his
original claim.

Also,

VO R RPT 72 ORP MAT RI7

VLI RIIND RN

IV IMNIPR

If he left the court and re-entered, he cannot change his
claim, because

IR TPIIVY

We suspect someone outside taught him this new, false
claim.

On the other hand,

5 IRT R

TMaRn mnpbw mar Sw

IO

If the occupant now claims that he inherited it, but his
father bought it from the claimant’s father, it is accepted,
because he is not changing his claim at all, but merely
explaining his first claim. Therefore, the Rashbam
explains,

WWHH I

IR VIR

fibahim L i)

He could have used the 711 to claim he bought it, and so
he is believed.

Furthermore,

RIIN DD VNOWRT RPN

VO R

VLI RT3 RN

VIV NN

If he made one claim outside of court, and an entirely
different claim in court, it is accepted, because the claim in
court is considered the first claim and the claim outside is
not considered a claim at all, because

VPN 72D

RYT 225 ROR 7PRIVO DI RHT

People refrain from revealing their actual claim outside of
court, so that the other party cannot prepare a rebuttal.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara lusty several exceptionsy
ty which all agree:

97RT R
YMaR YW
MR SO RN
IMVI M PPV IR

If the occupant originally said,
“I inherited the property, and you did not,”
he cannot change his claim and say
that he purchased it

Because thiy co@afefd?/ contradicty
hiyy orW Laim

R
PO R RT 22 WRP MNT
1PV IRIARN RN
IMVY TN 1R

If he left the court and re-entered,
he cannot change his claim

Becaww Pt Nl
someone oulside

fWW?‘MW /a«é@o&ﬁw

RO
VO R IRIIAR 1M WNWIRT
1POI RDT 2125 RNNY
WV TN

Because
Yyt Y
o o) e o s
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Another incident:

MR SV IR

IR S IR N

Two parties claimed to have inherited a property;
TPIIANT TI0 PR N7

P 3w 19OR)

M0 PR ONT

P 1w MYORT

One brought witnesses that he inherited it and that he used
it for the last three years, and the other brought witnesses
that HE used it for the last three years:

n a7 ruled

72798 77725 YR IR

RN NPINI RYINPING

The testimony regarding the npin is contradictory and
disregarded. Therefore, the property is given to the party
who brought witnesses that he inherited it.

However, X237 argued

N7 TN MY R

Since the witnesses contradicted each other regarding the
1710, they are both suspected of lying and therefore, no
longer believed regarding the inheritance.

1M1 responded

ANSIR2 WNDIVPRT 1)

WAONR 1 RNIN

Although they are contradictory regarding the npin, they
are not contradictory regarding the inheritance, and
therefore believed regarding the inheritance.

DafHachaim.org

Another incident..

MMIAR YW IR NT
"MMAR H® MR NN

Two parties claimed
to have inherited a property

YTND 'NPN INM

N9ORT
npPIN MY

YTND NN NN
NPNNART
NYON)
NPIN MY

iy P ruded
NN 1TN2b bR MmN
NNN2R NPTN2 RVIR NI

The testimony regarding the nptn
is contradictory and disregarded.

2

However, £ WM
2NN DYWNIM NITY NN

Since the witnesses contradicted
each other regarding thenptn,
they are both suspected of lying
and therefore, no longer believed
regarding the inheritance

v

) P9 responded
NN>DN2 WNOMNRT M)

YNONN M NRNHNANI

Although they are contradictory regarding thenptn,
they are not contradictory regarding the inheritance,
and therefore believed regarding the inheritance
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At first, the Gemara associates this np1>nn with a parallel
case:

D7V N>’

IR IWTNI

Regarding two pairs of contradictory witnesses:

R 27 IOR

ATV N3 2191 RN

ITYM ANIY 2192 IR M

Each pair, separately, can continue to testify regarding
other matters.

IR RTOM 2N

S b Mpw TR0 T

They are each suspected of being false witnesses, and are
no longer believed.

The Gemara at first suggests

R 272 ORT ORI IRDD

RTOM 170 RIN

1Pn3 27 agrees with X177 29, while X297 rules like X7om7 2.
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The Gemara associates thiy, J;/o/ﬁ//
with & parallel case:
0Ty 'ND ‘2
1T IR IT MYTMONN

Two pairs of contradictory witnesses

ANR RTON M X110 27 MNR
*7N2 NXY 7192 N2
MPW *TNO NTIYM
" MY NRY 7192 N2 N
NTIYM

s
X2 1PN 27

RTON 27D XN 27D MKRT
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However, the Gemara says

RTOM 277 RIOR

W59 R XYY 1D

X701 19, who, in that case, disqualifies their future
testimony, will certainly not accept, in our case, their
testimony regarding the inheritance.

However, the X2 pm3 27 nSmn is according to the
opinion of X111 27:

R177279 1PN 1)

1mn3 217 holds that Xni 29, who accepts their future
testimony, would also accept their current testimony
regarding the inheritance, in which they are not
contradictory.

N3

RII77 27 MRP KD R TY

INR MY XOR

RO 7Y AMRY YIR

~17 holds that although X371 27 accepts their future
testimony, he would not accept their current testimony
regarding the inheritance, because it is part of their
current, contradictory testimony.

Dedicated By:
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X

However, the germm/w%/

RTON 297 RN
22999 XY RNYY 910

NTDN 1), who, in that case,
disqualifies their future testimony,
will certainly not accept, in our case,
their testimony regarding the inheritance

However, the £ My P /)p/ﬁ// &
according to R1110 29

Na2MN 1PN 29
RN 27 MRpP N R TY X110 27D
NINR MTYY ROR N2 21 who accepts
X9 MTY NIMKRY 938 their future testimony,

would also accept
Althoughran 1 accepts their current testimony
their future testimony, regarding the inheritance,

he would not accept inwhich they are

their current testimony not contradictory
regarding the inheritance,

because it is part of their current,

contradictory testimony
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The Gemara relates the rest of the above incident of
TR YW MR

TR SW IR TN

TPINANT TA0 PR R

P10 AYIR)

M0 TR ORT

AP 1w TYORT

And pniadruled

729K 77725 YR IR

RNAAR NPIN2 RYIR PPIND

1117 awarded the property to the one who brought
witnesses that he inherited the property:

N7 PONART TA0 R 377

The losing party then brought other witnesses that HE
inherited the property:

At this point jpn3 27 ruled

75 PPN IR PIOAR 1IN

PWINRY RPT AT RMPD

We now reverse our ruling and remove the property from
the winning party, and we are not concerned that people
will mock y7 na for reversing their earlier ruling.

And, the ownership of the property remains unknown, and
as Tosfos says, we now rule

T2 OHRT 5

The stronger party may seize it without interference from
PT
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TMIAR HW MR NT
YMIAR YW MR NN
YTND "HMN NN
NYORT
nNPTN MY

YTND DN 'ND
NPNNANRT
NN
nNPIN MY

iy P ruded
N>R 1TN2b bR MmN
NNN2R NPTN2 RVIN NI

700 MNMR TN
R NNNART

At thiy point yiry 2 raked
D )NDD JOR MINNN IR
WD RD NIT 12T NMDTH

We now reverse our ruling
and remove the property from the winning party,
and we are not concerned that people will mock p7 m2
for reversing their earlier ruling
And, the ownership of the property remains unknown,
and as Tosfos says, we now rule

93) OH7 5>
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Now, X271 challenged this ruling from a Mishnah:

N DR DY

nH RS DR DIV

VNN DIMR DIW

WIANI RS DR DIV

If two sets of witnesses contradict each other regarding a
man'’s death or divorce, in order to allow his wife to
remarry,

RWIN R 17

K31 RY NRWI ORI

The wife may not remarry, since her status is uncertain.
However, if she did remarry, we do not compel her second
husband to divorce her, as the Gemara in man> explains
NN

HYa w5 M2

If she claims to be certain that her first husband died.
However,

IMIN DY 1272 0N 27

NRWI YNNI DT IRIW 12

RXD

If the witnesses first contradicted each other, and she then
remarried unlawfully, she must get divorced from her
second husband. However,

DTV IR D"NRI NRW]

R3MRD 10

If she remarried based on testimony of one set of
witnesses, and then other witnesses contradicted her
story, she does not need to get divorced, because

N7 727 RO PIwrn

We are concerned with the disgrace 7 n°3, and do not
issue a ruling retracting a previous ruling?

This apparently contradicts j»m1 19, who ruled

RI7727 RS PIwrn RS

Despite this challenge,

RT2I 72 pOI

1mn1 27 acted according to his ruling, because
’2727°5WRI RN

He found many great Sages that supported his ruling.

The Gemara discusses their opinions at length in the next
Daf.
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£P7 W%@/ fw/mﬂ;n?/
%rom/a/ Wishnah:

N DN DY
85 oM s
MRS DN DN

MRS NO DN DN
NI 89 31 an
NEN ND NNE O8N

Ay the Gemara i pyp1p0 explainy
Y2 NNWY 7 792 NINIR2
]f&/b@d%ﬂwfo be certain
that her yém husband died

However, & 'op I3 poyp )

NRW) D >TY IR2W JNT2
D>TY IR2 O"NNX) NRWI O"NNY
RXN R I1TMIN NN
z”z she remarvied %7‘/@ witnesses
based on testimony, %Wif contradicted
and thew other witnesses each other,
contradicted her Jfor%/, and she then remarried,
she does nat need o she: must et dvorced
get duorced from her second husband
Because

/.j'? »? ,ér/)// ///é/)

Despite this challenge,
NT2ID T2 POI
pn) ) acted according to his ruling
Because
2997 Jokn £l
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