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Intro

Today we will n”palearn "1 97 of X902 8121 NOOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Braisa’s Halachah of

IRA 231 2932 005 19 195N

WD

DY DR 9N 19N RDW TV

If someone gave his garment to an X for repair and the iR
returned to him another person’s garment, he may wear the
garment until he retrieves it, because

NI YN

We assume the X intentionally gave it to him with the owner’s
permission.

ANWPT 7238 IR 013

M wPNY RS MO

DY DR 9N 15N RIW TV

If two people mixed up their garments while in the home of a
mourner or at a wedding celebration, one may not wear the other
person’s garment, because

191 YT ROW

The garment was given to him without the owner’s permission.

The tactics of

RIPTANIOT 'RDI

The deceitful craftsmen in Pumpedisa would steal the garments
given to them for repair, claiming it for a debt.

A continuation of the Mishnah's Halachah of

POMINA

AP o> PR

If a sharecropper took all the produce of the entire field for three
consecutive years, this is not proof that he bought the field,
because as the Gemara explains the Mishnah refers to
MIRN1DIN

A family of sharecroppers who worked in this field for many
generations, and they are accustomed to work and take all the
produce for three or more years at a time, and afterward the
owner takes all the produce for the same amount of time.
Therefore, the owner can claim

PRTIN MOIRS

He is merely a sharecropper, and therefore I did not make a
RMD.

PORN POIR TNV OIR

o w

If the ©9r hired workers to do ALL the work instead of him, this
is a proof that he bought the entire field.

However

POMIRY PHNW ©IR

b PR

If the ©x hired workers to work together with him, this is not
proof that he bought the field.

The discussion regarding

TVDIPRIRTYD OIR

Whether an ©9x can testify on behalf of the owner that the field
belongs to him?
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara cites a Braisa

PIRA P22 0932 09319 1950m "0

2 wNPNY 1IN

15V DR 510 757 R TY

If someone gave his garment to an jmx for repair and the
N returned to him another person’s garment, he may
wear the garment until its owner retrieves it.

nYTN ROV SR MR ®

Although one may not use someone else’s item without
his knowledge and permission?

The Gemara explains that in this case it's permitted,
because

P90 D 10 RS D WY DR

We assume that the owner of the garment instructed the
X to sell it, but the mx accidentally sold this person’s
garment. Therefore, ®

1DV DR IV TV DYTH R0 5 M

The yp»x intentionally gave him the other garment to use,
until he recovers his garment. This is considered using it
with the owner’s permission. ®
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ANIR

97N
1PIRN N°22 0°952 0°91 19 11YNM
1N2 WNNW? AT "IN
1YW NXR N9 NYN RDW TY

If someone gave his garment to an N for repair
and the R returned to him another person’s garment,
he may wear the garment until its owner retrieves it.

DY7H POE SMIE NO HM
/f&‘/wu?ﬁ/ow

not use someone else’s dtem

without hiy érwwfe/;// and MMAL(WP

The Gemara explains that in this case it’s permitted,
because

JDIND 01D MWD DTN
ymbp b 2o

We assume that the owner of the garment
instructed the o to sell it,
but the mn accidentally sold this person’s garment.

TZLW%#@,
1DE DO D NME 7V PYT7H It HDY D I
The I W‘me@ gave him the dther Wmem‘ o use,
wnitil he recovers hiy garment.
Thiy iy considered winy it withy the: owner "y permission.
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However, the Gemara makes the following two distinc-
tions in qualifying the above ruling of

M wPNY MmN

1.

RI7TROR W KD

K5 P12 IR HIR

Only if the X, himself, gave him the wrong garment, he
may use it, because we assume ®

Y NI Ny

But if the p2x’s wife or son gave him the garment, he may
notuse it, because

WO RYVD WMDY RPN

They may have simply erred, and he is a nyTm X>w SRw. ®

2.

IR R MY R

ono Ho H"RT ROR

R ho Har

Only if the X told him to take “THE" garment, but did
not specify “YOUR* garment, he may use it, because as
the 0”aw1 explains

15019 IR RS oS

DV M PRY

The 1mx deliberately did not state “your garment* because
he knew that it belongs to someone else, and 1> 103 nyT».
But if the yox did specify “YOUR garment*, he may not
use it, because

NI PTT D0 IR R

It is obvious that the jmx erred, since this is not his
garment. ®
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1N2 WNNW? AT 9N

@

N1N ROR 10 &Y
XY 17121 1INWR IR

Only if the N, himself, gave him the wrong garment,
he may use it,

because we asbume
15 1D PY7H
But 7/5 the 'Y w%@ or son gave him the Wmem‘
he not wse it, because
WY HLL I HMH

@WW&WWM/MMW.@M/W&%@K

@

1R XY D1 RIM

OND NMMLV HY”RT RHN

R 1Yo Yar
Only if thejmn told him to take “THE” garment,
but did not specify “YOUR” garment, he may use it,

because a the p" >0 WM
5V D INH HS DS
BE O POE
The pt /e%emfe%/ did not state gow garment g
because he bnew that it é@&n%/ ty someone elie, and
1D 1D HYTIN.
But ifthe o ded specifey “Your garment”
he not wse it, because
PO DY797 HOY IS HD
Tt iy obvious that the 773 erved,
since thiy i nat his Wmem‘
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The Braisa continues:

ANWNT 2R HIRA 1723

2 wHnNY RS M0

150 NR S0 757 RW TV

If two people mixed up their garments at the mourner’s
home or at a wedding celebration, one may not wear the
other person’s garment, because ®

1103 NI ROV

The garment was given to him without the owner’s
knowledge, and

NYTH ROV WPNWRZ TNOR

One may not wear someone else’s garment without his
permission.

NNWHN N*22 IR HYarN N°22
112 WNNWYW? XY AT 1IN
190 DX 797 NYN RDW TY

If two people mixed up their garments at the mourner’s
home or at a wedding celebration, one may not wear the
other person’s garment,

Because
1 1) PY7H HOE
The garment way given
ty him without the owner A/é/fww and
PY7N HOE EHHEDD mozé

OMWMf wear someone eie’ ¥ garment
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The Gemara proceeds with a discussion between »ax and
K17 regarding the dishonest tactics of

RIPTVNOT ORI

The deceitful craftsmen of Pumpedisa would steal
garments given to them for repair, claiming them as
payment for a debt.

7R describes the scenario:

’RH370°H 37 "R

If the owner says, give me my garment, the j»x responds
DOYN 02T PIIRD

I never accepted your garment.

And even if the owner claims
T2 AT 70 D IR R

I have witnesses who saw the garment in your possession.

The X responds
M RIPINN RITD
They saw someone else’s garment, but not yours.

And if the owner requests

NP PIPONR

Show me the garment to confirm that it is not mine.

The yp»x responds

75 RO RY RIPR

I am not permitted to show you someone else’s garment.

And as the 0”awn explains

PIINN DY OWH RIWT MR

1901 1730 750 DR Y ROR

This is deceitful, as the j»N’s intentions are not sincere.
He refuses to show the garment only because he intends
to steal it.

DafHachaim.org

RMITIANIOT RN
771,&/' crafiimen g Pmyze/m/
would steal Wmenfjé;um z‘/f‘/bem/ [/&r repair,
W them MWM %0/ w debt

e describes the scenario:

59"R
"WHY290 " 2N

Themx responds Ifthe owner says,

0927 1N XY give me my garment,
oyn

I never accepted
your garment.

YTND M NOXR RN

923 MPTNT

I have witnesses who saw
the garment in your
RN g y

possession.

MN R1PINXR

They saw
someone else’s garment,
but not yours.

1NTNN NPODRXR
Show me the garment
to confirm

RI2ANR that it is not mine.
MY RIPON RY

I am not permitted
to show you
someone else’s garment.

And the "0 W’A’
MODY OME OED HOHET7 PIHNHO 10f
9D 19930 DBV HH 3V HOH
Thiy iy /MM ab the k' infenttions are nat sincere.
He r%«m 1y show the Wmem‘ onfy because
he infendy ty steal it
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R17 however said

5 IRP YOV

RIN IR

The X is permitted to say so, because only if the
witnesses are sure that it is the claimant’s garment in the
JMIN’s possession, he is not believed, but here the o7 are
not sure whether the garment belongs to the claimant or
not.

YWR 17 says

R 79 WD DIM R

Ifthe owner is clever he can convince the R to show
him the garment before o7y as follows:

The owner tells him

™Y NoOn RHR

'R 7D IPRT DIWN IRD

Y ou are withholding my garment because I owe you
money. If so,

MPWNINPPOR RNV

T RIR DIPWRI 7T IR DPWw

Show me the garment so that we can assess its value, and
you will collect your money, and I will take the rest. And
as the 0”aw1 explains

NIRRT D13 1IRPW D

ARTT R APINID PR OIRT

Once the jmx shows the garment, the owner can extract
the whole garment from him, because when o7 see the
owner’s garment in the j»IN’s possession, the 21X is not
believed to claim of >71 X1 7mpS, I bought it, because he

has no »» as he cannot claim 7> rninn, I already returned

itto you.

However, if the yoiX is equally clever, he responds

77 ROWH K1Y R

JOPT NP IOV 72D

I do not need you to assess the garment's value, as other’s
have already assessed it.

DafHachaim.org

£P)
% MRP DY
RN R

ThemN is permitted to say so,
because only if the witnesses are sure
that it is the claimant’s garment in the )oIN’s possession,
he is not believed,

/&/ pj
R 1YY NN 0N N
If the owner is clever he can convince the o
to show him the garment before pv1v as follows:

The owner tells him
1Y NODON IRNN
M2 0 NORT DIWN IRD

You are withholding my garment
because I owe you money. If so,

NPNOWI IN1POR RNWN
YTIT RIR MPWKRY 7T NR NPW

Show me the garment so that we can assess its value,
and you will collect your money, and I will take the rest.

And as the p" st explainy
PO HOD D13 10HME 1D
P97 HO OPN B PH INH7
Once the 73 showy the Wmem‘

the owner can exdract the whole WW /mn«u him, because

whew pr3y see the owner'y ;ﬂ/nwm‘ i the 773 'J/MJA&MMW,
the Wk i not believed ty claim o% o b3l
because he has no jep ay he cannat claim 2/ 1,
7 @&m/gy returned it ts yow

However, if the N is equally clever, he responds

72T RNV R1DMIX R
IOPT IRNP MNW 792

I do not need you to assess the garment’s value,
as other’s have already assessed it.
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The Gemara continues with the Mishnah on a1 q7

POMINA

P 0% PR

If a sharecropper took all the produce of the entire field
for three consecutive years, it is not proof that he bought
the field, because as the Gemara explains, the Mishnah
refers to

MR N2OMINR

A family of sharecroppers who have worked in this field
for many generations, and they are accustomed to take all
the produce for three or more years at a time, and
afterward the owner takes all the produce for the same
amount of time. Therefore, the owner can claim

PITIN MOIRD

He is merely a sharecropper, and therefore I did not make
anNmn.

However, as the 0"awn explains;

POMIRINY

apn o v

If a standard sharecropper who usually gets a percentage
of the produce each year, and now he took all the produce
for three consecutive years, this is proof that he bought the
field, and the owner cannot claim

PITIN MO™IRD

Because

R3O RITRA TV

79 ROWM

This is unusual, and the owner should have made a nxnn.

Dedicated By:
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P OMO N - 10VINT

If a sharecropper took all the produce
of the entire field for three consecutive years,
it is not proof that he bought the field,

As the Gemara explains,

NIAN N2 'DMN2
A family of sharecroppers
who have worked in this field for many generations,
and they are accustomed to take all the produce
for three or more years at a time,
and afterward the owner takes all the produce
for the same amount of time.

Therefore, the owner can claim

PNTNN MDD

He is merely a sharecropper,

opIn 195 £Y PRI L

Z% w standard Ma//wo/y}er who Wy @ /%rmfa?@
o% the /}m/aw each year, and now he took all the /bro/m
/M three consecutive years, thiy i /zroo% that he éoa?/u‘
z‘/wW and the owner cannat claim
PH7NO PIPMNS
Because
O HHEDY — HIdD HITHD 7
Thiss i wnusual, and the owner shold have made a DN
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11913 27 says
PONN POIR TV OIR

amnbw

If the ©9x hired workers to do ALL the work instead of
him, this is proof that he bought the entire field, because
YIND 'OIRIMT WPR TV KT

Zaal

If the ©7x did not buy the field, the owner would certainly
object to strange workers possibly ruining his field, and
he should have made a irmn.

However,

POIRS PH MW ©IR

b PR

If the ©x hired workers to work together with him, this is
not proof that he bought the field, because

MW RPOYA RONITT WMIR

The owner does not mind the ©x taking on extra help, as
he will ensure that they won't ruin the field, and therefore

he did not make a xmn.

The Gemara proceeds with a question regarding
TYHIPRIR TV OIR

Whether an ©x can testify on behalf of the owner that
the field belongs to him?

ORIDY says

TV OIR

The ©x can testify for the owner.

While a Braisa states

TYHIPR OIR

The o™X cannot testify for the owner.

And the Gemara reconciles the two;

RVINI RPO RPNRT N7

TYDIPR

If the owner owes the ©x produce, the ©7x cannot
testify, because he is m7v2 Y. He benefits from his
testimony in that he will receive his share, because if he
does not testify and a third party wins the field, he will not
receive his share.

RDINI RTO RIPT R

TI0

If the owner does not owe the ©7x any produce, the ©Ix
can testify, because he does not benefit from his
testimony. Even if the third party wins the field and as a
result the ©7X loses his job, the ©7X can always find work
in another field.

Dedicated By:

1 >
PONN POMIR T*NIW OMIR
npPIN Y ©»

Ifthe o hired workers to do ALL the work instead of him,
this is proof that he bought the entire field, because

YDINRD IDMIN NNIT WIN TV NOT

PnY)
Ifthe pnn did not buy the field,
the owner would certainly object
to strange workers possibly ruining his field,

and he should have made a nNnp.

However,
1°07IRY PYNW DX
nPTN Y PR
If the o hired workers to work together with him,
this is not proof that he bought the field, because

MY RNV NP NN
The owner does not mind the b taking on extra help,
as he will ensure that they won't ruin the field,
therefore he did not make a nnnp.

TIYN 1R IR TIVIND ODMIR
Can an ong can testifly om b o the owner
that the fi é@&%ﬁﬁff

Pe

AN7IP
TOVYN 1R OMIR

v

\ 4
ND'NT Nin

NDIN] ND

TV DN
If the owner owes the prN
produce, the bR cannot
testify, because he is van
mv2. He benefits from his
testimony in that he will
receive his share, because if he
does not testify and a third
party wins the field, he will
not receive his share.
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fp
YN DR

v
N2DT R
NDIN2 RO
TP
If the owner does not owe
the pnN any produce,
the b can testify, because
he does not benefit from his
testimony. Even if the third
party wins the field and as a
result the p» loses his job,
the pmN can always find
work in another field.
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