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7"01
Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 3”5 97 of X9n2 831 noomn,
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

DI 001 YID°D RIN

Several Halachos regarding collecting a debt from the
debtor’s heirs, including:

AW ROR VIO’ KD

One must swear before collecting from orphans. And
even that he can only collect

M 5T 5

He can only bring them to court once they become adults.

WL

Alsoreferredto asa

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 npbnn if he is believed
D7V 0PN

When his claim is contradicted by witnesses;

RYIR 7T

PO T

If someone failed to prove his npin, he must return the
produce he took.

However, if he claimed

ORI DT MPo>

Ifhe originally claimed that he was a sharecropper in the
property, he is believed, and does not need to return the
produce, because

WPR PIARY

2TINDT Vo Sd

One would not be so brazen to eat another’s produce and
claim to be a sharecropper.

DafHachaim.org

YID’Y RN
0°NIN? Y001N
NYI2WA ROR VIO RY

MW N NN
PZY PIPVR IEN

RYIR RIATN
D T

IR NTI MDY
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So let's review...

The Gemara cites another incident involving a 7pin:
DIWIW 72 R27

R5P HY pos

MIT RYIR IR RPT

A rumor began that Dyww 721 X237 was taking the produce
of an orphans’ field.

He explained the story to »ax:

RNNOWHNL RYIN

MIVT PIARN RIVPI N

The field was in my possession as collateral from their
father, and I was taking the produce as payment of the
loan. However,

T2 OPINR T I

He also owed me another loan. Now,

RNIIW "IV FINYIN

I'had already used the field for the full amount of the first
loan, which included three years during the father’s
lifetime. So I reasoned

MY RYIR 72 RIVTAD R

PIART 72 O1IAR N TPRT RPHR)

1327 IR

DI "0 PO RN

AYIIWI ROR VIO KD

If I return the field and then claim the other loan, I will
have to swear, because the 1327 only allow one to claim
from orphans by swearing. Therefore, I decided
RNIDWDH W) PWIR

MW 79N

I will hide the document stating that the field is only
collateral, and I will keep it until I consume enough
produce to repay the second loan as well, because
RIHR RIYVIIRT D

AR MNP

RIDID

RIDR D

19723119 TPRT

NI

Since I could lie and use the npin to claim to have
purchased the field, I will be believed that I am owed the
loan.
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Another incident involving anptn...

DWW 92 X329
R NHY po)
MNT RYIR IR RPT
A rumor began that

DIWHY 12 N2 was taking the produce
of an orphans’ field

He @Mm/ the u‘ory/ To 7t
NDIIDWHI NDOIN

MWINT NMARD NRIDPI Nin

7722 229NR M7 1D M

NNOWN W NHbON)

So 7 reasoned
MM NVIN 1D NOTHN N

JI212NT 122 27NN MNT 1D MNT RIDN)
]22) DN
DY DN VIDD NIN
DLW RON VI KD

If Ireturn the field and then claim the other loan,
Iwill have to swear,
because the 211 only allow one to claim from orphans
by swearing
Therefore, 1 decided
NNIOWD WS mwdN
MT NY NHIIN
Iwill hide the document
stating that the field is only collateral,
and I will keep it until I consume enough produce
to repay the second loan as well

Because
T2 NN nmpb NN NDD] INT 12D
NODND
15122 N7 D IPNT RIYDN 1D
N2DND
Since I could lie and use the nptn

to claim to have purchased the field,
I will be believed that I am owed the loan
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However, »ax ruled

"I

IR IH RS

You don't have this w;

Y ou cannot claim to have purchased the field, because
ROP 115V RYR N7l

ROTDIPT RYINT

There are witnesses that the field belongs to the orphans,
and so you should have held onto the loan document.
Therefore,

WO TR 5

M9

TN RPTOVNIVR

Y ou must return the field, and when the orphans become
of age, as the Rashbam explains,

2RI W 7IwY WHW 1an

mR”12°N T

When they turn 13 and are obligated in the Mitzvah of
repaying their father’s debt, you can take them to court to
demand the loan.

However, NV ruled
NINR NN R 2722 NMPH

You don’t have this1am

Yow cannat claim to have purchased %@M
because
R9P NP RN RN
R0 DT RYIRT

There are witnesses that the field belongs to the orphans,
and so you should have held onto the loan document

W%ar&,
1127907 NITIR 9T
MM 9T N
NYTNA R1T YYNOR

You must return the field
When they turni3
and are obligated in repaying their father’s debt,
you can take them to court to demand the loan
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Another incident:

21OV PARIDTRIIT P

RO P

A relative of AR 92 °7°% 19, who had no children, died and
left a palm tree as an inheritance.

IR PIARILTRII

YO0 N123P RIR

MR NI RITN

OV RIDIP RIR

AR 92°7R 17 and another person each claimed to be the
deceased’s closest relative, and thus his heir.

In the interim, the Rashbam explains,

PRIV WRTIMR P

The other fellow took the property and ate the produce
based on the Halachah of

71 0HRTH

Since there is no proof either way, the stronger one of the
two takes it.

This Halachah is discussed in greater detail in the next
Daf.

75 IR Pob

OV 1P TPRT

77772 RTOM 27 0PN

Subsequently, the other person admitted that >R 27 was
the closer relative and rightful heir, and so X7om 17 ruled
that the property be returned to > 2.

»7R 17 then demanded

5IRT 5 3T

ROWA TY RO R

Let him also pay me for the produce he consumed.

However, x7on 27 ruled

RN I PO RP IRONR

IORP N7

DV RI2IPD RINT

The ownership of the property was disputed, and you only
received it because he forfeited his claim. Therefore, the
D0”32w1 explains,

MYTH 2RI DR PWIY P I R 0

P70 12 7t ROV O"PR

Itis considered a gift, and so he does not need to return the
produce consumed earlier.

However, X171 7ar disagreed, because

PTIROTIRT D

Once he admitted that *7°X 17 was the closer relative and
rightful heir, it belonged to X 27 from the beginning.
Therefore, he must return the produce as well.
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Another incident...

1?aR 92 TR 297 NP
2DV
RO9PT paw
A relative of paR 72 TR 23, who had no children,
died and left a palm tree as an inheritance

ME IRNE 1D/ I //p,é P 1 PI
DV R12"MpP RIR DV R1DMIP RIXR

Each claimed to be the deceased’s closest relative,
and thus his heir

In the interim..
VPIP3 £OO IO PN
The other fellow tuk the property and ate the produce
M’%m the Hulachahs o?/ e phes 5

DV 2P NRT N *TIR NOY
17772 RTON 27 NHPIR

Subsequently, the other person admitted that
"R 2) was the closer relative and rightful heir,
and so NTDD 1) ruled
the property be returned to TR 1)

ot 3 thew demanded
DIRT "D M 1T
RIOVWN TY RNI? RINNN
Pay me %ﬂf z‘/m/}ro/mﬁ@ consumed

90 PND R INHOR PTIRT 117
INNR MR
MNP RN
DV R12IPN NIRT

PESY 5 1HND PO 0
Y7 DD HH
P70 10 13 DOF POE D7VH

Therefore,
he must return
the produce as well
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Another incident where X317 »ax argued with x7on 2
MR SV IR

AR SV IR N

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

N7 TPNNART YTA0 NN ORI

PRI 30 199K T YT0 R ORT

The claimant brought witnesses that he inherited it, and
the occupant brought witnesses that he established a npin:
x701 27 ruled that the occupant keeps the property,
because

WWHH I

2'RVIR

PRI PNYIRY NI D

His claim of "max bw is believed, because he could have
used the npin 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, X1 »ax argued that the claimant gets the
property, because

DY OIPPA PWY D M

IR RS

This reasoning is not sufficient to support the claim of the
occupant that 'mar S, that he inherited it, because the
claimant’s witnesses, X’ 7P NNaRT 770 "NR, contradict this
claim.

Another Halachah regarding npin:

0% Y IBRT RN

RYIN 'R VI ORD

If the previous owner questioned the current occupant’s
presence, and he said

127 9m

AP I PN9OR

I purchased it from you, and established a npin for three
years. However,

T TR DR

W 1IN 199RT

He only managed to get witnesses who could testify to
two years.

Therefore, on1 27 ruled

RYIN RIT7

9T

He must return the field, and he must also pay for the two
years of produce.
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Another incident where
N27) MR argued with NTDD 2)...

IR AN
TMIR YW

IO DT
"MMAR YV

YTNO YN IRM
NPT 72w NYORT

TN0 MNMR XN
R NINNART

\ Y

the claimant
gets the property

the occupant
keeps the property

MW 1% N

5"R 12 N

NNt M
NPTN MW NN

R 7AOPRPEy) )
0Ty DIpn2
1R KD

Another Halachah regarding nptn..

177219 MY MRT RIND
RYIR IRN2 N2 RN

If the previous owner questioned
the current occupant’s presence

and he said
NPTN 7Y N°N%ONR1 22T M
I purchased it from you,
and established anptn

However,

710 NN NDORT YTHO MR TR

He onl?/ mma?e/ o get witnessey

who coudd z‘w‘%yz 1o fwo yeary

) 29 ruled
D MTN RYIR RIATN

He must return the field,
and he must also pay for the two years of produce
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However, 721 27 added,

DR PO DR

N7 Mo

[oh!

If he originally claimed that he was a sharecropper in the
field, he is believed, and he does not need to pay for the
produce.

721 27 proves this from the following Halachah:

RO RO VIPIT IRD N

R1597 RO Y PITPR DR IR

O TINT

m

Someone who takes tools and says, “I am going to harvest
this tree whose produce I purchased,” he is believed
without proof, and 17 n°2 allows him to harvest, because
WIR PR R

7977 IRDT ROPT IWAT

One would not be so brazen to cut down a tree belonging
to another.

The Rashbam adds

ITYST P OR

07715 ORI ROPTT 70 ROR

PRI ITIDT TV ORI T RS

If the owner denied the sale before the harvest, he is not
believed, and must present proof for the sale.
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However, 355 » added,
MTI? MDY IONY VO OR

NI

If he originally claimed
he was a sharecropper in the field, he is believed,
and he does not need to pay for the produce

R4 7 provey thig
from the following Falachah:
R921M RN VIPIT RO RN
R219DT ROP1TH NMITIR DR NN
"N N212T7
l2k0)s
Someone who takes tools and says,
“I am going to harvest this tree whose produce I purchased,”
he is believed without proof,
and pT m2 allows him to harvest
Because
MOT IRDT NOT AT WIN pen RS

One woudd not be 30 br
ty cutt down a tree ée&W 1o andther

Similarly, in the case of 3725
MNTI MDY INKXY YV DX
PN
Because
MOT INDT 799 5omd wIrR Pen NS

One woudd not be 30 émﬁew ty eat andther 'y/zm/aw
and luim ty é&a/Wecm/b/zer
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Similarly, the Gemara explains, in the case of 7721 27,
TMRI YV OR

mTY Mo

PRI

Because

WIR P3RS

PYTIRT PO YD)

One would not be so brazen to eat another’s produce and
claim to be a sharecropper. Therefore, he is believed.

However, the Rashbam adds,

TITPAT P YO A NNN DX

MY MPOY Y0 3NN

If the occupant first claimed that he bought the property,
and then said he was a sharecropper;

DNWRITPIAT VNN

IDIOY M IPIOTIPR

He is not believed to contradict his previous claim.

The Gemara explains the distinction between the property
and the produce:

RVIN

JIOW IR 7 17IOR

Regarding the land, if he cannot produce a document
within three years of the sale, this undermines his claim.
i)

TWPR TV RY POH RIVW

Regarding the produce, since one does not usually write a
document for a sharecropper, he is believed.
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The Gemara egplaing the distinction between

the property and the produce:

R R4
1PDH RIVLY
VIR ITIY XY
Since one does not
usually write a document

for a sharecropper,
he is believed

RYIR
MY 127X
770V NMNR

If he cannot
produce a document
within 3 years of the sale,
this undermines his claim
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