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Intro

Today we will a"ya learn x"1 q7 of o noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of
the Machlokes regarding...
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A continuation of the Machlokes regarding the
Mishnah’s Halachah of
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Is this because
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These claims were not written into a 1w, or because
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These claims do not have fixed amounts. ]7R'Q_J 79') ]7Nm 79')
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A nmin' who is supported by her brothers is entitled to a
large xam, a dowry of one-tenth of the father’s estate.
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The Mishnals Halachah of 0051 NWY NHVN
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. If a person returns a lost item, and the owner claims that
he did not return all of it, the Chachamim initiated that

the finder is NOT obligated to make a nviaw, so that a
person should not refr%in from returni;:gz lost item. y:w’ Rl’ nN’XD N81Dn1
apyt 2 arv'ax s opinion that a nax a'wn is nviaw arnn if he was nb]}’n ]1 P’n ’JDD

N¥jna nTn;

Thenown’s IR’
nyIawn 11vo 150 19D . .
If a ntm demands payment of a loan and the n denies the HalaChah Of Oplnlon

claim entirely, xn#xm he is NOT required to make a nviw,

and he’s ws from paying, because awn ray nann xxinn. nN’XD Rx’nn’ nT’:R :’wn
However, ;mnm he must take an oath, referred to as a )
YW’ RY is YW 2NN

y /o) P JN % he was, 3P N

nyiawl 2'"n nlyon NxXpgnl nTin
If the my admits to part of the claim, he must make a nviaw
xnnn that he does not owe the rest.
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So let’s review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned a Machlokes
regarding the Mishnah’s Halachah of
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If a person bought a field, and it was later discovered
that the v»m did not own it, but rather had stolen it, the
sma reclaims his field with all the nivo that the np planted.
The npi then collects from the ~om the money he paid for
the nv, the nive, and the mav, the improvements to the
actual field. The Chachamim however initiated that only
the money for the field may be collected from the m’s
omaviwn o'on, however the nne and naw may not be
collected from omwwn orox, only from pin m o'om.

vy w mx kaw says the reason is
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As Rashi explains, a nim can collect from omaviwn only if
the loan was recorded in a 1ww, because

N9 ' T

The loan becomes publicly known, and a potential buyer
is aware of the possibility that the atm might later
confiscate the ny’s field. However, a nisn does not collect
from omviwn if the loan was not recorded in a ~ow, because
NI 01Nt

The loan is not known, and a potential np is not aware
that the arm might confiscate his field.

Therefore, regarding nawi nnvo, even if they were written
into the ~ow,
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They are not known, because they were not yet in
existence when the v was written.

xn 1 says the reason is
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A amn collects from omvien only if the loan is a fixed
amount and the ninip can protect themselves by ensuring
that after their purchase the n still owns enough v
equivalent to the amn.

However, regarding the claims of nawi nive and ninm, they
do not have a fixed amount and the buyers cannot
protect themselves against it.
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In the previous Daf..
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The Gemara now asks according to xn an;
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Does he hold that a an collects from ormawwn only if the an
was both, a fixed amount, and recorded in a ~vw, and
therefore

Taywnn 'aa X719 9y ni'n

A verbal loan cannot be collected from omavien. OR, he
holds
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A atn collects from omwwen if the ain was a fixed amount
even though it was not recorded in a wow, and therefore
Taywnn a2 no v nim

The Gemara attempts to bring proof from a Braisa, but
the question remains unresolved.

The Gemara concludes that their Machlokes is actually a
Machlokes owan, and there are three opinions:

In one Braisa regarding
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The xnp xn says like xaw that the mpn was
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While or 1 says like xan 1 that the mpn was
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And in another Braisa jn1 n says
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The npiy cannot confiscate the 1om’s omaviwn for mw only if
its sale preceded the nw of the npi in the stolen field.
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But the npi can confiscate the omviwn for the nmaw if the mw
of the npi preceded the sale of the nmawen.

Even though the mw was neither pams> nor rap, because,
as Rashi explains

nn'avnun
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Once the naw becomes existent all know that it was
included in the ~wow, and therefore a potential buyer IS
aware of the possibility that the nas might later confiscate
the ~om’s field for the naw.

The Mishnah concludes
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If a person returns a lost item and the owner claims that
he did not return all of it, the Chachamim initiated that
the finder is not required to make a nviv, so that people
should not refrain from returning a lost item.

The Gemara however mentions a Braisa in which arysx a1
apv ja disagrees and holds that a nmax 2wn IS required to
make a nviw.
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These are the general rulings regarding the nvw of a anin:
nyIawnN 11V ‘DN 191D

If a nim demands payment of a loan and the am denies the
claim entirely, xn#wxm he is NOT required to make a nviy,
and he’s ws from paying, because axan 1"y nann xevmn.
However, j;anm he must take an oath, referred to as a nyaw
nowm.

nyiwl 2''n nyon nxpni nTin
If the niv admits to part of the claim, he must make a nvav
xnixm that he does not owe the rest.
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apy @ arvsx  says that there are times when one is aunn
nvaw even through his own claim.

xn
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As in a case of a s who tells someone, I borrowed a sum
of money from your father, but I already made a partial
payment. He is aviaw a1nn as a nypna nmm even through his
own claim.
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The Chachamim disagree and say that he does NOT
make a mxy no 9 nvaw, and is considered like someone
who is returning a lost item, in which he is aviawn ~os.
Apparently, apy 2 arvax 21 holds that even a amax awn is
nviawa arnn as a nypna nmn; while the Chachamim concur
with our Mishnah that a amax 2'wn is aviawn e even if he is
nxpn nTin.
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The Gemara goes on to explain that the Machlokes is
based on the reasoning for n¥pna nmn nyiay

As mn explains;
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There is an assumption that a i does not have the
audacity to make a completely false denial in the
presence of the ntm. Therefore, a n 191 is considered a
truthful denial and is ayiawn wwe.

However, sometimes when he indeed owes the money
but he cannot repay the entire loan, he only admits to
part of it

N1 0MNwT DN D

To evade the ntm and gain some time;
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And he figures that when he will have money he will
repay the rest. Therefore,
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n"y nviaw 'm
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The Torah obligates the a to make an oath, which
compels him to admit the entire amount.

Now,
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2pY* 2 7TYYR 20 Say's that o ryn o px nprn applies to both, the
atn, and his son, who inherits the loan. Therefore, he is
not considered a ntax 2'wn and nypm amin nvaw applies.
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The i disagree and say that rio yn om px nprn applies
only to the nin, but does NOT apply to his son, because
the son is not completely certain about his father’s
affairs. Therefore, since the s would have no problem
denying it, he IS considered a nmax 2wn, and nypma nn nyiaw
does NOT apply.

So too in the case of a regular nrax 1wn;

apy 2 Arvax 1 holds that the finder is rvn . Therefore
there is no exemption of amax 2wn and he is avawa arnn.

The omon of our Mishnah hold that the finder can be ryn.
Therefore, there IS an exemption of aax awn and he is ~wos
nyiwn.
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To make a completely fulse donial,
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Howwer,

When he owes money
but cannot repay the entire loan,
he MIGHT only admit to part of it
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So tow éyzwre?w&r D3t Yu;

The finder CAN The finder is
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There IS an exemption
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The Gemara earlier mentions pny =1 who concurs
with apy p arvsx 20 that a aax 2'wn is aviaw arnn as a nn
n¥pm, and states the following:
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If the owner claims that you found my two pouches
that were tied to each other, while the finder claims
that he found only one pouch; in this case, he is arnn
nviwn, because
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The pouches do NOT separate by themselves, and
the owner DOES have a na nwv, a valid claim.
However,
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yawvl '

If the owner claims you found my two oxen that
were tied to each other, while the finder claims that
he found only one ox, he is not avaw arnn, because
TTAN '‘nhn "

The oxen DO separate by themselves, and the
owner merely has a xnv nwo. However
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If the finder admits that he found two oxen but
claims that he already returned one, he is nyaw arnn,
because the owner is considered to have a ma niwo,
because the finder admitted that he found two
oxen.
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