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Intro

Today we will 7"va learn 1”5 97 of R»81 X221 NyoON D)

Some of the topics we will learn about include. D Jwb 1DN

The Mishnah’s Halachos of nJD DDD Tan ’nl’tJ
I 0D TARD 1O 0I5 MR DON NTR )’TT’ NI

DN VR VTP PRI
If a person admitted to two people, I stole a 3n from one
of'you, but I don’t know from whom;

Ssg’b TRON DI TR YW IR DDD 'ﬂ'IR 'D'L’J 1’:&
RIT PR DTV PRI nJD ,l, -r,pgn

Taccepted to guard a min from one of your fathers, but I

don’t know from whom; R]n nt’& l’.r]’ ’J’R’

I W I WY
MY 0N ANV
He must pay a 7 to each person.

NI AT N NTH M
MXRY DN NTINY

As the Gemara explains we generally say
I DPIN2 RIPD IR
The 5t and 9w are the pimm; he has the money in his

possession; while the owner in question is the X31>; he

wants to take the money; and, n’ﬂn nptn: RJ’DD ’P]N
PRI POV 172NN ROZINDA

However, this is a case of

DPW T NRYY K1

The owner did not make any claims, but they seek to
fulfill their moral obligation to pay the true owner.

Therefore, the >t must pay because 11’:nn R’X1Dn
RION 72DT

He committed a transgression

And the 7w must pay because
raNrhiPhiy

He should have noted who the owner was.

DMWY >7) NRYY X2

P
i
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Dedicated By:

However, in a case of

790N RPT

The owner did make a claim to the 15
D97V 117 says

PONOM DA N N

He provides them with one payment, and he is absolved of

his obligation, because we say

W NPT RIDD PN

Therefore, Bais Din cannot compel the 1513 to pay twice,
but he does have a moral obligation to pay.

While x2py "2 rules

7YY TR INRRIN JITR RS

TNR) TAR 535 1271 DOV W TY

He is not absolved of his obligation until he pays each
person, because this was

RPWI M2

The owner made a ™12 nayv, certain claim, while the 151
was uncertain, for which we say

PIVY I RPWI M3

The certain claim is stronger than the uncertain claim.

The Machlokes 1127 and "oy 27 regarding

WOV N

If two people entrusted the same person with different
amounts of money, and they are now disputing who gave
him the larger sum, it is a n?15n» whether only the
disputed portion, or all of the money, remains by the
guardian until someone confesses or the true owner is
otherwise determined.

DafHachaim.org

N YVanN RpPT
ARPY P //07/',37
NN PTIMRD NI NP
N TP
NI DOVW T
TN TNN 525

DM
PONDD]

TV 72 - RPWI M2

YWY NID
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

73 DON TARD N2 DI IR

DON APR VIV PR)

If a person admitted to two people, I stole a 713 from one
of you, but I don’t know from whom;

OR

A1 °5 TRoI DM TR YW AR

NI AR DTV OPRY

Taccepted to guard a mn from one of your fathers, but I
don’t know from whom;

I R I D 10

MY O ATV

He must pay a 73> to each person.

And the Gemara will explain.

The Mishnah continues;

TAR IR ITROTW DWW

DORD AN I M

If two people entrusted the same person with some
money, one with 100 1t and the other with 200 111;

DIRD SV IR M

DIRY W IR N

Now, both claim that the 200 117 is theirs.

The 327 rule

iioRalakatatibRisle

FPOR RW TV NID R RO

The 701 gives each 11 100 7pow, which are certainly his,
and the disputed 100 1 remain with a third party until its
true owner is determined.

However, "oy "27 counters

NI TOOI I IR

If so, the deceitful party has no incentive to admit to the
truth; he has nothing to lose? Therefore, he rules

FPOR RIW TY MIN R 537 ROR

The entire sum of 300 117 remains with a third party. Thus,
the deceitful party has an incentive to admit to the truth, so
that he does not lose his principal.

Dedicated By:
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YN

=31 091 AN POt DS TN
DO PN P NN

If a person admitted to two people,
I stole ann from one of you, but I don’t know from whom;
OR

M %% pan oot TN S vaN
NI IO P O

I accepted to guard a nan from one of your fathers,
but I don’t know from whom;

M TN I O j
WAy B TR

He must pay anan to each person.

“nN SN 1TPAIY QR
QAN 7N mn

If two people entrusted the same person with some money,

one with 100 it and the other with 200 nr;

DO RIND 9% AN
2N B AN TN

Now, both claim that the 200 11 is theirs.

oY)

/D?
M NI OOIT NN T Y P Y 1
VION KDWY T M N W
The entire sum of 300 Nt 1‘-[977& NoWw

remains with a third party. The Tpo21 gives each 100 N7

Thus, the depeztf u.l party which are certainly his,
has an incentive

to admit to the truth,
so that he does not lose his
principal.

’O/' /,)7 ?

“MID 700D IV I
W0, the deceitful party hay no incentive ty
admit to the traith; /wmmfw ty loser”
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Similarly,

MY AOR 119 TARY A 719 TAR D9 730 190

If two people entrusted the same person with their utensil,
one worth 100 1 and the other worth 1000 113

DV N9 IR M

DV 719 MR

Now, both claim that the larger utensil is theirs.

The 127 rule as before

7 TARY JORN DR 13

WY TOR T I I I

FPOR RIW TY NIN R IRV

The smaller utensil is given to one 7pow, and the larger
utensil is broken or sold, and from it a portion equivalent
to the smaller utensil is given to the other 7pow, and the
remainder of the larger utensil remains with a third party
until its true owner is determined.

Here too, o *27 counters

RIDI TOON N IR

Therefore, he rules as before

FPOR RW TV NN R 7 ROR

Both utensils remain with a third party. Thus, the deceitful
party has an incentive to admit to the truth, so that he does
not lose his principal.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

2'03 1w 1
M AON I TMNY - e 1D NN

Iftwo people entrusted the same person with their utensil,
one worth 100 nt and the other worth 1000 1;

Yoz B NN 1N - O [ W

Now, both claim that the larger utensil is theirs.

\//37
g-m NS 1P NN N
WD 1R 1T AN YA e
WIOR NI TP AN NI N

The smaller utensil is given to one Tpop,
and the larger utensil is broken or sold,

and the remainder of the larger utensil remains
with a third party until its true owner
is determined.

2

10/’ Q) d
“MNID 700D IV I
Therefore, he rules as before

YYON N T I N Do NON

Both utensils remain with a third party.
Thus, the deceitful party has an incentive to admit the truth,
so that he does not lose his principal.
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The Gemara proceeds to explain the Mishnah'’s three
Halachos:

1.

In the first case

I 0D TARD MO D35 IR

AaYni EahtaRniRinth

The 5t must pay each person the full amount, even
though we generally say

770 NPT RN PN

And the 157 is the pim; he has the money in his posses-
sion; while the owner in question is the X*x1>; he wants to
take the money; and,

PRI POV 17NN ROV

However, this is a case of

DY T NRYY N2

The owner did not make any claims. The 151 seeks to
fulfill his moral obligation to pay the true owner; and here
the 170 has a moral obligation, because

RIOR T2DT

The >t committed a transgression.

While the Braisa that discusses the same scenario refers
to

75 °van RpT

The owner did make a claim.

POV 17 says

POTOM DA T N

He provides them with one payment, and he is absolved of
his obligation, because we say

AN DPINARINDD PIR

Therefore, Bais Din cannot compel the 1513 to pay twice,
but he does have a moral obligation to pay.

While X2y ' rules

7YY TH INRIID JIT R RS

TARY TAR 535 121 DOWW TV

He is not absolved of his obligation until he pays each
person, because this is a case of

RPWI M2

The owner made a ™12 Mo, a certain claim, while the 51
was uncertain, for which we say

PIY IARMYI M2

The certain claim is stronger than the uncertain claim; and
therefore we do not say

I NPT RIDD IR

However, X2py 17 would agree to 11970 27 in a case of
RDWI RDW

Both, the owner and 151 were uncertain, in which we do
say

70 NPIN2 RIDX PN

Bais Din cannot compel the 151 to pay twice, but he does
have a moral obligation to pay.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemarw explaing these three Halachoy. . .
4

M 0o TRG No S N
M 9N M MY 4
The)512 must pay each person the full amount,
even though we generally say

MIN NPTN2 RIIDL PN
And the)b1a is the prmin; while the owner in question
is the Nwp - he wants to take the money; and,

NN POY 1aAND NI
However, this is a case of
DO " NRYD N2

The owner did not make any claims.
The)b1a seeks to fulfill his moral obligation to pay the true
owner; and here the 12 has a moral obligation, because

NID’N TaDT
The )12 committed a transgression.

While & Braisa that discusses the same scenario re%em 1

7% *"van ’pT
The owner dd make a claim.

APPY DI //07/ »)
MR TIT R O 1T NI
N2y 27N Ponom
nb"(l D'?'L’J’\’J Ty He provides them with one
TR TNX '73') payment, and he is absolved
Heis not absolved of his obligation,
until he pays each person,
because this is a case of
NpWI M2
forwhich we say
T M2 NP1 M2
and therefore we do not say

mmn NPTN2 RIDL PN

mm NPTN2 RIDD PN

£RPY ) woudd agree fv //&7/ Y] mem%
NDP) NDY
Both, the owner and 12 were uncertain, in which we do say
MmN NPTNI RIHDL PN
Bais Din cannot compel the 512 to pay twice,
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2.

In the second case;

M5 TRON DN TR YW Yar

13 R "I MY I

The 1w must pay each person the full amount, even
though we generally say

P DPIN2 RINDD PR

However, this is a case of

DY T NREH N2

And here the 9w has a moral obligation, because
M2 W15 17RO 13 Y3

Tagsrh i

It was only ONE person who gave the 9w his item, and
the 1w should have remembered the owner as he would
when two people separately gave him their money in
different pouches.

DafHachaim.org

2

i °h pan oo TnN b van
M TN T Y 1

The»mw must pay each person the full amount,
even though we generally say

MY NPTN2 RINDH PN

However, this is a case of

DD T NNND N2
And here the mw has a moral obligation, because

) I RE) VAR 1TPONY MO NYDI

PP Md MnT

It was only ONE person who gave the yw his item,
and the yw should have remembered the owner as he
would when two people separately gave him their money
in different pouches.
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3,

In the third case;

TAR IR 1TPOIV DY

DORD AN I M

The 117 rule

I W M M o

POR RDW TY NI R RO

The mw does not pay each person the full amount,
because

AN DPINARINDD PIR

And here the 9w does not have a moral obligation to pay,
because

RJOR T2V KD

The v did not commit any transgressions.

AND

TOR 7902 i) 1TPORW D2 AWY]

2T H mn RST

It was TWO people who gave their money to the W
simultaneously and the /W did not need to remember the
owner, as when two people give him their money in the
same pouch, because the 1w says to them

YTTOANRITOP R 19701 MR

RITOP NIR

If you two trusted each other in giving me your items
together, then I certainly did not need to check which item
belongs to whom.

The Gemara explains however regarding the case of
Y ORRITRONY DY

If TWO people entrusted a shepherd with their animals,
one person gave two animals, and the other gave only one
animal, and then both claim that they gave two animals,
these are considered as m>75 1w even if they were given
simultaneously because the animals are distinctive, and
therefore the Halachah depends as follows:

MY ROW 17RO

If the two people put the animals in the shepherd’s pen
without his knowledge, and he could not note what
belongs to whom;

POMOMI P AV N

The shepherd provides them with one payment of all
three animals, and he is absolved of his obligation.
NYINITPON

If the two people gave their animals to the shepherd with
his knowledge, he must pay two animals to each person,
because

m>12v3

PP mH mn

He should have noted what belong to whom.

DafHachaim.org

3

TN O3N 1TPpanY DR
Q'AND 7 7

j/37
M TR T MO
WTON N2W TP I NI WM

Themw does not pay each person the full amount, because
MmN NPTN2 NIIDN NN

And here the mw does not have a moral obligation to pay,
because

NYD'R T2V R
The»mw did not commit any transgressions.
AND

TDR 221D 1TPOIY M NYD)
PO WD mn ROT

It was TWO people
who gave their money to the yw simultaneously
and the mw did not need to remember the owner,
as when two people give him their money in the same
pouch, because the yw says to them

YTTNR WYTOP Rb 157912 NIN

NITD) RIN
If you two trusted each other to give me your items
together, then I certainly did not need to check
which item belongs to whom.

The Gemara

g however re?a/r/m?/ the case 0/
Y1 DRR ITPODHIV 071V
If TWO people entrusted a shepherd with their animals,
one person gave two animals, and the other gave one,

and then both claim that they gave two animals,
these are considered as m>12 my

MYTNITPON  INYTHN ROWITPDN
Ifthey gave their animals  If the two people put the animals
to the shepherd with his in the shepherd’s pen
knowledge, he must pay without his knowledge,
two animals to each and he could not note what
person, because belongs to whom;

m>»1 21w2 112222 NY1 N2
raseriein P >nom

He should have noted The shepherd provides one
what belong to whom. payment of all three animals,
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