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Intro

Today we will Be“H begin Perek 271 nx 9om7, the fourth n11’9 1:1Dn

Perek in X712 X212 noon, and learn 2”3 q7.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

Mo omn

Whether a sale of edible seeds is binding if the seeds were :1ﬁn ﬂnR ]1DD : ]’Db’ﬂ

not suitable for planting?

237 I0R PP PN
The HSxmwr 27 nybnn whether we follow a majority to
determine monetary matters?

Ihe Gemara relates this n15mn to the following cases: 11, :nb 11\,) 1D1Dn
1725 W 1m0

P23 RPN ]nJJ NXDN

If someone sold an ox that is inclined to gore, whether the
seller can claim that he sold it for slaughter?

2.

TIRWI 9N NIRRT
PARWI TSR MR RIN
If a woman was widowed or divorced and now entitled to

her 12105, whether she may claim, without bringing ’nN\’J’J nb1 n: n1D1N N’ n
witnesses, to have been a 1502 when they married and
therefore entitled to 200 11?

3,

172n5 T2V 0N

DIVOYIR IN 232 RIDI)

o515 200 IR PR DvoH

Ifa person sold a slave who was a thief, kidnapper, armed
bandit or sentenced to death, whether the sale is still
binding?

19219 T2V OMNN
DIVDMAIP IR 222 KNP
1PTN DPMO0H
MO5NY anomn N
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

192M5 Mo 1N

NI R YN

If one person sold produce to another; and as the Rashbam
explains,

NS PAT RPN

1279R5 P17 RIR)

Produce such as beans or grain, which some purchase for
eating and others for planting. ®

In this case, the buyer did not specify his intention, and he
planted them, but they did not grow;

WO VI IDOR)

Or even if he purchased and planted flaxseed that didn’t
grow, although ®

YRS INwo 2

Most flaxseeds are purchased for planting; ®

JOPINNI 27PN

The seller is not responsible and does not need to refund
the money, because as the Rashbam explains,

I0H 31

75 Pnam 72ORS

The seller can claim that he sold them as food to be eaten.
However,

IR HROMI 12 Y 127

PHIRI IPRY APXIYN

MR 27N

»”"2w1 adds that garden seeds are inedible and clearly
intended for planting. Therefore, if they did not grow, the
seller IS responsible and must refund the money, because
®

myonpmnn

The sale was made under mistaken assumptions.

DafHachaim.org

A0 19N |

Y72M5 MR ovan
TIAY N9 1PN

If one person sold produce to another;

Ay the Rashbam egplaing,
DVND 1317 HOP
ODOPD 1317 HIM
Prodice suchs as beans or grain, which some purchase

%w e@?‘m?/ and o?‘/wry/ar /}mem?/
In this case, the buyer did not specify his intention,
and he planted them, but they did not grow;

WD P 9DN

Or even if he purchased and planted flaxseed
that didn’t grow,
althe
DL IDED 317

Post Ylaxseeds are parchased for planiing;
IMIAND 397 N

The seller is not responsible
and does not need to refund the money,
because
NS 5N
75 195701 DN
The seller mc&mﬁ@w&/fﬁemw/w/z‘a be eaten.

However,
198 5RO 12 PP 129
POINI DN M NP
IIMNG 2

Garden seeds are inedible and clearly intended for planting.
Therefore, if they did not grow, the seller is responsible
and must refund the money,

because
DIVY HPN MO
The sale was made wnder mistaken assumptions.
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The Gemara now cites a SRipw1 27 n>nn, which the
Gemara in the next Daf will relate to our Mishnah.
aiminpReil R biialy

M3 RXPY

If someone sold an ox, and the buyer later discovers that
it's inclined to gore and therefore not suitable for plowing,
but it is suitable to be slaughtered and eaten;

We must determine whether it is a myv npn.

The Gemara explains the circumstances in which there is
this Machlokes because there is no means to determine
the intention of the buyer;

By first eliminating various cases in which there would be
NO Machlokes, because the intention of the buyer would
be clear.

1.

Ifthe buyerisa

RNODIY RNDZ AT RIW

Heisa

IR TV IPRY N20 ®

Ifhe is a butcher, he clearly bought it for slaughtering, and
it certainly is not a myv npn.

And if the buyeris a

X795 RTH P27 R

Heisan

1120 R R APTR T ®

Ifhe is a farmer, he clearly bought the ox for plowing, and
it certainly IS a myv npn.

Therefore, the np>mn must be in a case of

D919 PArT R

Heisbotha

IR TV N0 ®

The buyer is both a butcher and a farmer who buys oxen
both for plowing and for slaughtering. Therefore, if he did
not specify, his intention is unknown.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

Sty paﬁp/ﬁ/‘/

179°2N19 N DN
1N21 RN

If someone sold an ox,
and the buyer later discovers that it’s inclined to gore
and therefore not suitable for plowing,
but it is suitable to be slaughtered and eaten;
We must determine whether it is a mvp npn.

z

And if the buyerisa
PATT NO22
NTIS MTI)
He iy an
n3Y H5 IO ONTH 73
% he iy a /a/mer he
ofea/%/ éau?ﬁf the O/O%df
plow

Ifthe buyerisa
P21T NI22
NPD22b RND22b
He iy a
ON7H 731 WHE N3V
4%/@ b w butcher, he

o/ear%/ éoa?ﬁf [f%(/f
WW' ,

i c@r?‘am[?/ & nat @yl mpp.

i aerz‘m;m[?/ & a N,

Therefore, the nmbn» must be in a case of

151101 1N PATT N2

He iy bothy a
oN7H 73 N3V
Wéay@r i bath w butcher @n/wfwmer
who éa%/ oxen bothy /W Mwm?/ and /W WWW%
W%r@, % he did nat Jpw%?/ hiys intention iy wnkbnown.
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2.

The Gemara continues with additional cases where his
intention would be clear:

RNOIIY RN DT R

RTH RTIVDTR

If the buyer paid the lower price of an ox for slaughter, he
clearly purchased it for slaughter, and it certainly isnota
myo npn;

And if he paid the much higher price of an ox for plowing,
he clearly purchased it for plowing, and it certainly IS a
myo npn;

And the Rashbam adds

2 MY 120K

Svampn

mMNwn an’ MIRNIT

Even if he bought it for slaughter, the sale would be void,
since the buyer overpaid by more than 1/6 of its worth.

Therefore, the NS> must be in a case of

NI PIRT

R 1DT2 0

The cost of meat rose and the prices for both oxen are now
equal. Nevertheless, the buyer wishes to renege on the
deal, because

RMI0% 79D RPO3

He does not want the bother of slaughtering and selling
the meat to regain his money, since he only required an ox
for plowing.

DafHachaim.org

NYTY WT N NNDJ2J WOT N
NTID NND35
And if he paid the much Ifthe buyer paid the lower
higher price of an ox for price of an ox for slaughter,
plowing, he clearly he clearly purchased it for
purchased it for plowing, slaughter,
it s a mud PPy, it is not a mvv Npn;

SP3 WPH — P3t OLINED 1BDH
DDEN 5 DION7
Lven 74 /méou%f i %ar We& the sale would be void,
since the éW m/er/m'/ éyx maore than 1/ 6 0% ity worth.

Therefore, the nmbnn must be in a case of
NOYW IPINT
NYTY WT2 D)
The cost of meat rose
and the prices for both oxen are now equal.

Nevertheless, the buyer wishes to renege on the deal,
because

NNILD NID RO
He does not want the bother of slaughtering
and selling the meat to regain his money,
since he only required an ox for plowing.
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3.

The Gemara continues to elaborate;

YD OPNYRY RYDTR

I RIN 2DV

If the seller does not have the money to reimburse him, the
buyer simply keeps the ox as payment.

Therefore we must say

YD MINYRY RPRT

We are discussing a case where he has money available,
and in such a case

mATH 9197 RS

D'D21 IRV VIION?

He cannot repay him with other assets.

Since there is no way to determine the intention of the
buyer, the N> is as follows:

IR T

Yo npn s an

The sale is void, because

P9I K217 IM2

)21 NYTI2 KA

We follow the majority of cases, and most oxen are
purchased for plowing, for which this ox is not suitable.
IR IRV

1 ">

P yroon nonwb

The sale is binding, because the seller can claim he sold
him the ox for slaughter, because

N7 N2 00RO

RION1

N5 RIDOPI

We only follow the majority regarding prohibitions, such
as determining whether an unknown piece of meat
originated from a kosher or non-kosher store. However,
we do not follow the majority regarding monetary
matters. Rather, ®

RI99I R3O *D

PRI POV 1V KRN

ML oW 1S W DR

We regard it as an equal probability, and the litigant who
currently possesses the item - in this case the seller who
has the disputed money - keeps it if he can present a
reasonable claim.

The Rashbam adds

OPPIDY 1OR

PPN pooa YoM N MRT

Although we rule like o110 and litigants usually divide
any disputed sum, this case is different:

onn

YDA PR IR DIT IR

omo rules to divide it only when our doubt pertains to
the circumstances of the case. However,

RO

JUYDA R IRT PYTY IR

In this case, we know exactly what occurred. Therefore,
WIDY MY P AN

o ROR

The buyer bears the loss if he did not express his
intentions, because it was incumbent upon him to specify.

DafHachaim.org

3

MO MONWIRD RHT N
MPTIT2 NN 2DWD

If the seller does not have the money to reimburse him,
the buyer simply keeps the ox as payment.

\ 4
Therefore we must say..

12270 MYNWIRY RIINRT
We are discussing a case where he has money available,
and in such a case

MNTY 9137 R
0°021 IRWN V1IDRD
He cannot repay him with other assets.
Wi Jepll) Wt PI

1% 15 510 myv NPN NT 1IN

-|'; PPN NVMNMWY  Thesaleis void, because
The sale is binding, ]J")'(R NI N2
because the seller can claim 2797 X799 R

he sold him the ox .
for slaughter, because We follow the majority,
and most oxen are purchased

R217 N2 TR D for plowing, for which this ox
RINONR2
R RN

We only follow the majority regarding prohibitions,
such as determining whether an unknown piece of meat

is not suitable.

originated from a kosher or non-kosher store.
However, not regarding monetary matters.

Buther,
DD 15D 13N HINM — HIdDY HISD 95
DDV O W £ O

We regam/ it ay amw /zroéaéé&f%
and the ltigant who currently pussessey the item
— inthiy case the seller who hay the daputed money -
keeps it %/L&Wz/;raem‘ w reasonable claim.
DIOHIDD DH
PRSI POD3 SLIND 1N MNH7
Abthough we rale like: oppo and litigants wwa@/ divide
%W disputed sum, this W%A%@VW
DELHO DD JHO M7 WD — OPO
oo raley to dvide it onl?/ when our doubt /zer?‘m ty the
circumstancess o% the case. However,
DELND DD JHD PV VH — HOO
In thiy case, we bnow W[y whatt occurved,

We/w&,
£995 99195 15 MO Hd
NSO HHH
The buer beary the losy i he did not express his, intentions,
because it was incumbent wpon him o pr%?/
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The Gemara now cites several mn»321 nyiwn to prove this
issue, alluded to in the

MY PNV MW TV UK 1’0

1.

TOR

The Mishnah in m21n> noon states

WD IR MINORNIY TR

If a woman was widowed or divorced and now entitled to
collect her n21n3, but she lost the document;

MIRWI 91N NIRRT

I R IR R

PARWI TIOR ROR

She claims that she was a 752 when they married and
therefore entitled to a 721m> of 200 113, while he claims she
was a widow at the time and therefore only entitled to a
121m3 of 100 17

DTV W’ DR

D199 FURT ROV IRYW

D’OND 7NN

If she can produce witnesses that she wore a veil to her
wedding, or had her hair uncovered, both of which were
customs practiced by a n>1n3, she gets 200 .

The Gemara infers

R DTV RO K7

In the absence of witnesses, she does not receive 200 1.
The Gemara asks

DWIT 21 IR oN RS

MRW I MMN2 0w 1

According to Rav, we should follow the majority, and
most women get married as a 703, and she should get 200
11 even without witnesses? Apparently, this Mishnah
supports Shmuel that it’s a poo?

DafHachaim.org

0
MI7D) PIY N TP WK

4

NOR
The Wishnah i NN NIDY states
NWIINI IR NINHORNIYW NOXRN

If awoman was widowed or divorced
and now entitled to collect her nano,
but she lost the document;

YNRW NYIN2 NIDIR RO
" XY IR RIM
PPARWI MINHOR ROR

She claims that she was a n5na when they married and
therefore entitled to an2m> of 200 1,
while he claims she was a widow at the time
and therefore only entitled to a nan> of 100 T,

DTy O OXR
V19D NWRT RPN IRRIY
DYNRN AN2AIND

If she can produce witnesses that she wore a veil to her
wedding, or had her hair uncovered, both of which were
customs practiced by anbna, she gets 200 1.

Wgemam/m%ew
N5 DTV RS NN

In the absence of witnesses, she does not receive 200 1.

P4
The Gemara asky
DY 21N NN On RS
MR Mbina Dw) 1M

According to Rav, we should follow the majority,
and most women get married as an>na,
and she should get 200 nt even without witnesses?
Apparently, this Mishnah supports Shmuel that it's a pop?
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The Gemara answers

MRY I MYN2 0w 7

IR VYD)

The majority of women indeed get married as m>na and
the minority as widows. However,

m2N2 MRW T

S o w

D A PRI M

N7 7D VIR

The marriage of a 15102 is usually well-known, as people
remember the extra celebrations. In this case, since she
cannot procure witnesses, the principle of 117 tells us that
she did NOT marry as a 702, This majority undermines
the impact of the other majority and makes it an equal
790, and so we rule

PRI PHY 1IN KRN

She bears the burden of proof, and must present witnesses
that she is owed 200 .

DafHachaim.org

v

NN M5N2 Dwi aN
NLNON LIV

The majority of women indeed get married as mbn2
and the minority as widows. However,

mbInNa MRwLN 2N
Hip d w
b5y b pm dmnm
N2 DD VIMN

The marriage of a n5n2 is usually well-known.
In this case, since she cannot procure witnesses,
an tells us that she did not marry as a nbna.

This majority undermines the impact of the other
majority and makes it an equal pop, and so we rule

MRIN POY 1MmanD MRIDN

She bears the burden of proof, and must present
witnesses that she is owed 200 1.
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2.

71V

The Braisa states

17305 T2Y N

DIVOPIP IN 22} RO

WA

If one person sold a slave to another and the buyer
subsequently discovered that the slave was a thief or
kidnapper, the sale is still binding. However,

mMI5MH AN IR PIn oVoH

7395 oW 3715 IR

If he was an armed bandit or sentenced to death by the
government, the sale is void.

The Gemara assumes that in the first case the sale is
binding because

IR °377 RATT OWN

The majority of slaves are assumed to be thieves, and so
unless he specified otherwise, he bought him under these
terms.

Therefore, the Gemara asks, as the Rashbam explains,
SRIDVH RWP

R217 902 IR ROT 97

7T RIDOI RIYOD

According to SRmw, we do not follow the majority, and so
it was an equal probability whether he is a thief, and so
WPITIROR

no ono

M2 RVOW TIVR

We should assume that he paid for a trustworthy slave?
Apparently, this Braisa supports Rav that we follow the
majority?

The Gemara answers that this case is stronger than 219,
because

PR 371919

All slaves are assumed to be thieves;

And as the Rashbam explains,

M7 RTTIM TH IORT IR

AN RIW l'lP'lb VI Iavw

And therefore it is as if the buyer explicitly accepted him
under these terms.

The Gemara in the next Daf continues with additional
proofs.

Dedicated By:
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2

T2y
The Braisa states
192NY T2Y DMNN
DIVO2IP IR 223 RN
122N

If one person sold a slave to another
and the buyer subsequently discovered that the slave
was a thief or kidnapper, the sale is still binding.

However,

M5 2n5M R PN D2VOY
7°19% PW "N 1O MR

If hewas an armed bandit
or sentenced to death by the government,
the sale is void.

IUPE 0D £D)17 P/
The majority o% slaves are assumed to be thieves

P4

IRIMVWH RV
P31 903 SH HH7 11957
17 HI5DY HISDD
According to fiypt, we do nat follow the majority, and 30
o way ;:?/ Wﬂoé@é&ﬁ'fy/ wﬁg‘w he %@%& and 30
WD HNH
MY 3O HIDE 730H DML OHD
We: should assume that he /z«w/ ”Z«r @ fmy‘worz‘/:?/ sbave”

Apparently, this Braisa supports Rav
that we follow the majority?

v
This case is stronger than 21, because

INANR 290 INYP

M7 HT7O3 W DD W7 PN
320 DIDE DD V7Y 0L
And therefore it i ay i the buyer explicitly
@cceﬁ‘e/ Wit under these termy.
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