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102
Intro

Today we will n”va learn 17 97 of Xp X212 NHOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes 13n1 *27 and 9oy 92 X1 °27 regarding
PTPO1 21 NIVL PO

593 "5wn oowN

If a /mw swore falsely that the 770 was stolen, and it was
then discovered that HE actually stole it, he is considered
a 11 and he pays double its value to the owner.

131y 27 holds

2[R

NIPPAFTM NIPNINOW TV

Only if the 1w denied a portion of the claim, but
admitted to the rest of the claim, he must make a 7w,
and if he swore falsely he pays 593, however

55719912

mileh)

If he denied the entire claim he is not required to make a
2w, and he does not pay 592.

9oy 92 X127 holds

53719919

R

Even if he denies the entire claim, he must make a ny1w
and he pays bo3.

They both agree regarding mbn, a loan,

IYON N3PNI TN

w1 a1rn

When the m> admits the claim partially he must make a
12w, that he does NOT owe the rest, however

5971991

avIIwn MO

When the m> denies the claim entirely he is NOT required
to make a 712w and he's Mo from paying.

The Machlokes regarding 213 niyv jpw

qor 92 xn 17 holds

AN

N

Only if the 7w handled the 7o before he swore falsely,
he is liable to pay Y93, however

T12nYw N>

N0

Ifhe did not handle the 79, he does not pay 593

While nww 17 holds vice versa

T IANw RS

7N

Only if the 7w did handle the 7o before he swore
falsely, he is liable to pay o3, however

TN

Nvo

If the 9™ did handle the 179, he does not pay H0.

DafHachaim.org

TR 233 NIP A
bas Mo n abwes

.-290/' D £ 7RI Nk
bom a5 % 19N

21 YD MY Y
nXPID 7

bom 251

NED

They both agree
regarding myn:

PN AXPaa A
NP2 2vn

However

bor 951
LIS D

The Machlokes regarding

213 NIYV PV

2 > : ﬂa/' P L7 PI

nYww N 27N 1R
712 nYww TY
mMOd 712
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. MR PY72WNn MY vhw
A Din mw who claims the 70 was stolen is required to
make three oaths.
72 NYWo ROV AW
I did not neglect the 7o

? 120w ROV 7 l,
Ldid ot use the n1po nmy2w vHv
The Jvpo is ot in my possession. IMR 1PV22VN

V1Y

12 MYVY X9v

viav
T 13'MNYv Xyv

Viav
TMIY11 A1'XY
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf cited 13n *17 who says
NTPO2 213 NIVO IO

593 "m5wn ohwn

If a /mw swore falsely that the 70 was stolen, and it was
then discovered that HE actually stole it, he is considered
a1 and he pays double its value to the owner.

137 17 now makes the following distinction,

MR

NIPHI AT NIPHNI N9V TV

Only if the 7w denied a portion of the claim and
admitted to the rest of the claim, is he required to make a
712w, and if he swore falsely he pays 503, However,
55779019

Nvo

Ifhe denied the entire claim, he is not required to make a
72w, and he does not pay Y03, because the Pasuk
regarding oW NY12W states;

M YW 117 55’

W RITD MOR TN

b ow o

The words 11 X171 7), this is it but nothing else, imply that he
is n3pra 7N, he's admitting to part of the claim.

The Gemara says however, that 9oy 92 X1 17 would
disagree because he holds

]R3 IND NYWID DY

The Pesukim of two topics were combined here; and
although the 7wIo refers to the M12w of a 1w, the words
1 R o refer to the nyaw of a mS, but not to the my1aw of a
MMV,

Therefore, only regarding a m> do we make this distinc-
tion of

VORI NP TN

YW1 1IN

5971991

YI2WN NOD

When the m> admits to part of the claim, he must swear
that he does not owe the rest. But when he denies the
entire claim, he is not required to swear and he’s 7105 from

\%/)/’ Q)
NTDI 233 NIP 1N
bas waybn obws

If amw swore falsely that theTp® was stolen,
he is considered a232 and pays double its value

Jor makes the /a%wm?/ distinction...

bor D3 2N
N D¥PR2 NI Y
D¥pha 1M

Because the Pasuk
re?ar/mj/ /on/‘//@ Iyl sates;
151 Hivg 7= S Y
X5 R D N N
=PAS oy ool
Implies that he &

D3PP DN

The Gemara sayy however,
that Loy 9 £ 37 would /M?//w
because he holdy
1RD 210 MPWID 1Y

The Pesukim of two topics were combined here
/f&%oa?/u the >0 r%ew ty the DY)l o%a/ wie,

the wordy 25 412 O re/er ty the Dyl a%w 5/
butt nat to the D)0 a/ @l

paying. Therefore..
However, regarding 11779 there is no such distinction, and :T'TPD . TI'?D
e There’s no NIYLN NEPP2 TN
Even if he denies the entire claim, he must make a ny1aw. distinction: NYI2AWI 2N
® Y90 D1

950 1910
YWD NVD

271
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As the Gemara explains, the distinction between mb» and
NP0 is based in the reasoning for nxp»a I7H NY1AW:

As 131 explains;

1275273192 1319 DY DR PR AP

There is a npin, an assumption, that a m> does not have the
audacity to make a total denial in the presence of the mbmn,
because he benefitted from the mdn.

Therefore, a 551 1017 is considered a truthful denial and is
AVIIWwNn NOO.

However, when he is nzpna nmn, it is assumed that he
wants to be 75191 77, admit to the entire claim, because
119 Y1 DR PR P10, but since he cannot repay the entire
loan, he admits to part of it

5 VPNYHT N

D RIYIDV TN AT TV 200

He wants to evade the mb» to gain some time, and he
reckons that when he has money he will repay the rest.
5 NYIRY RIDAT R 750

piin b Reibh Ry Rh

Therefore, the Torah obligates the m> to make an oath,
which compels him to admit the entire amount.
However, the above applies only to a mbn, a loan;

P79 2 HaR

PYDITYD

Regarding an item of safekeeping;

A 1w does have the audacity to make a false denial in the
presence of the owner, because he did not benefit from
him. Therefore, even a 53711913 is possibly a false denial
and he is 1w arn.

DafHachaim.org

The distinction between 1/ and, 13po
i based in the reasoning /or NI DI NYIAY:

Asn) explains;
171D TYYN DTR PR NPT
1210 52 712

Therefore,
Y3 19D

However, when he is

JNIXPN1aTid
is considered it is assumed that
a truthful denial he wants to ben22 N,
and is because YD DTN PR MPTN,
NLWN NLD but since he cannot
repay the entire loan
he admits to part of it
b poP5T 1N 1
mrd MNT TV H2D)
7> NI

D'/f DY/ 4 ApnI AN /-06
2D//IR 3)'/?/6 73 O

However,
the above applies only to ambn;

NTPD 222 DaR
YN YN

because he did not benefit from him
W%ﬂr&, even aw 59 1040

WMM%/ w%wﬁ& deniak and he i Y1505 7
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The Gemara proceeds with another distinction regarding
23 MY P in which there is a Machlokes as follows:
907 92 R”1 17 says;

DTPO2 233 NIV IV

T RMOWY T INIPR

Only if the 1w was 7 9w, he used the 179 for his own
benefit, before he swore falsely that it was stolen, is he
liable to pay Y9, but if was not 7 n9w, he did not use the
179, he does not pay 503, because the Pasuk states
DTORIOR M 5va 3990

WINPT NOROPIIT MW RS OR’

The 1w is required to make a maw that he did not use
the ppo.

The Pasuk implies however, that if afterward o7y
confirm that the 9w did use the 1779, he is 271, and
therefore the next Pasuk’s conclusion of

DTOR YW TUR

YIS DI DO

JPPOY T 2 nbwa

Refers only to a w who was 7 n9w, but not to a 1w
who was not 7 n)w;

nww 11 disagrees and says vice versa

NTPO 233 MIYL PV

NOO T 1A MOV D

Only if the 1w was not 7 15w, he did not use the 1179, is
he liable to pay 595, but if he was 7 now, he did use the
7o beforehand, he does not pay 505; and the Pasuk is
understood as follows

MIT MW R DR’

b 0w ohw

Only if the 9w was not 7 N9, and he swore falsely, he
pays %93;

T IOV R

NV

If the ww was 7 1>, even though he swore falsely, he
does not pay 59>.

7712 NYVWW D

2% 1= i N EN
=D o ol

DafHachaim.org

Another distinction regarding 232 DIV V...

Pl by 99 o 2
NIYLv PPLVN 213 MYV VN
PTPD2 212 PTpPD2
29N 1R
M"VD 7712 NHVIVY TY

a5 5P 2ph
RN N
7 ol X' oN
n§1 159 mon'oaa
The Pasuk implies however
he pays 52> that if afterward DTV confirm
ITNnyY Xa the W did use it, he’s ...
vy e P AN
= Dl ook
firod = v s
Refers only to amw
who was T nhw

Only if themw
was not ™ NHW,
and he swore falsely,
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The Gemara now cites a possible third opinion:

RIR 72 R77 702 DR

PNy "R 07

W 7OIR KV NIV

A pays 503 after swearing falsely if the p7po was in
its original location and he was not 7 now.

R7P117 asks;

Does 1377 »27 mean to say

01IR DY NI RPIT

P T M oY Har

Only if the 9w was not 7 n7w does he pay 593, but if he
was 7 1w he does not pay 593, and he completely agrees
with now 7.

OR

1371 °37 means to say

TPRP TOIR DY DT 10K

Even if the wmw was not 7 mw he pays 503, and certainly
ifhe was 7 05w he pays Y93; in other words, in both cases
he pays 59>, and he disagrees with both, qor 72 X711 727
who holds 109 7 72 n>w X% and nww 27 who holds mambw
NOD T,

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara cites
wpassible third gpinion

jae T'NIJANXIAIXTIINT 1 I|'I5 AIX
110 NOI1IAR HY NTNMIY2

AW pays 592 after swearing falsely
if thepTp® was in its original location
and he was not T Now

475 ) asky
/m/j/)/f P mean 1o M?/

M 199X NIV XPIT
112X 9y 112X 9y
MXp TaaInIv 7Ix
In both cases i1y
he pays 59>, Only if
and he /We&i/ he was not T nhw

with bothy does he pay 592,
but if he was T nhw

he does not pay 59,

ﬁ?f@% withy sl
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The Gemara attempts to resolve the question from
another statement of 30y °27:

VIV PTPO1 AT AR NIVY VMION

VIV 21 NIVO YOI M

TNOO DTV IR

If the mw first swore falsely that the 7po was lost, and
then he swore falsely that the 795 was stolen, and
afterward o7 confirmed that HE stole the 79, he is not
liable to pay o1 because of the second nyaw.

The Gemara initially understands that he is 179 because
NIWRI VIV NPT

Through the first mmaw the 9w is considered a o1, and
he acquires the 779 in that he is ponR1 27M, he's liable
even if the 790 was accidentally ruined or lost if it's
discovered that he lied and he had the ;79 in his posses-
sion at that time; and therefore

D199 772 K231 RS 1w

His nyaw for n2°1) was worthless.

And the same reasoning would apply to

TN

NVH

Because through 7 mm’5>w he is considered a 1>t and
therefore

DI PRI RY NPV

His nyaw for n2'1 was worthless, because even if the 1170
was stolen he is 2.

The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so, because
perhaps in the case of 77°aR NYv W he is MV, because
DY T YNNI

ANVRI VW3

The 1w was acquitted through his first iaw of n7ax
and Bais Din did not require the second n»aw of 7221,
However

7w

n

Because Bais Din does require the nyaw of 121,

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara atfempty to resolve the question
from anather stutement of ypy» )

YoV NTPDA NTAR NIYO IMILVN
V2w N2 NIYL YOI TN
D¥TY R

MNOD

Heis not liable to pay 59>
because of the second nmaw

The Gemara initially understandy
that he s 900 because
(IIVUXT VIV MIgT1

Through the first ny12w the yw is considered a )12
and he acquires the pTpo in that he is pp2N2 270

and therefore

a1y3 1'a X103 XY aviavi

his nv1aw for n:a was worthless
because even if the i Tpo was stolen he is 2:n

v

And the same reasoning would apply to
D T N2 NdY

Because throwshs 3+ pipfl he iy considered o /ég;
and f/b@f%/‘@ prls > £ e,

X

that thiy i not necessarily 30

The Gemaras sayy
perhapy in the case @/ » ?’D/-’J)/J/{/J//
he it 100, because

a'yya XX X

11IYX1 1VIav1l

The ymw was acquitted through his first nviaw of nTaR
and Bais Din did not require the second n»aw of N2

However sn 3 o3 o/l
becawse Baiy Din doey rW@
the 2y)>0 o% PR
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