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Intro

Today we will ”va learn n”p 97 of m21n> Noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The second Machlokes of 5173 o373 121 130 regarding the
case of

[nia Bt (ople Iyl Ao

INWR DR DI TN TV

A husband traveled abroad without making provisions for
his wife’s min», and another person supported her.

Does the husband have to reimburse that person?

IN’s first ruling regarding

mi oM nnwn

DOYIN 0’0111

A man died, and his assets were NOT sufficient for both,
w1y, the son’s inheritance, and mnm, the daughter’s
support.

PIN’s second ruling regarding a case of

1PW 731720 DR IVION

DI AT

The m5» claims that the m5 owes him jugs of oil, and the
M5 admits to owing jugs only.

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

5571991

YW NV

In a case in which a m5», lender, claims that the mb,
borrower, did NOT repay the loan. When the m5 is 791>
5o, denies the claim entirely, he is NOT required to make
aRNIRTH 12w, an oath. However, the 3117 initiated that
he make a non nyw.

TIVON N3P AN

»mawa 2 n

When the mb is nxpa 17w, admits the claim partially, he
must make a Rn»IRTH 7Y12w that he does NOT owe the
rest.

POTAY NYL

PIVWS ATm

Y1V D MO

When the mn claims that he gave the m> wheat, while the
5 claims that he borrowed barley, the mb is exempt from
NIPPIAATID NY1IY

Because

MYV K212 ATV W

AT YOV M

The m> did NOT admit to the m5»'s claim.
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Y R
0’0 NN PNw M

Does the husband have to
reimburse that person?

Vs

MA2) 0°12 NI NNW D
DOV 00012

PW 7217720 NR V10N
D2pP1pP2 NTIN

AY12VWN NOD

NYLN NXRPP2 NTID

1°0N219 1YV
1PMW21 NTIM
NY1I2WN 1N NVD
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. There is a Machlokes in a case of
IV PN D NP0
M IARI D AT
When the m» claims that he gave the m> both wheat and

barley, while the mb claims that he only borrowed barley. ]’113’\”1 ]’U’n : 1I, 13}’19

Some say nyiawa a1 n

Others say nv1wn » M0 ]nn .rnR: f’ n.r]n]

71w Sud
When one claims that he gave a mb, borrower, two items,

in which there is a ny1aw ayn for the first item, but there is v b) I, I,
NO nvaw arn for the second item. n 1: U 13 3
The m5 must make a n»aw for both items, because the 2vn
71w of the first item is extended to all the claims.
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So let's review ...

Our Mishnah continues with j37's second ruling
Zugt Di Mishnah

[niaBsiiatoplePluRls

INWR DR ©I79) TIR THV)

A husband traveled abroad without making provisions for
his wife's m», and another person supported her.
Rashi points out that

1 0SWNY »"Y NWRD NIR MY DR

If he told the wife that he’s giving it to her as a loan;
V1N NN

527 IR NYIN R

She, and by extension the husband, would become
obligated to pay the loan.

In this case however, since he said nothing, even though
he gave it on the assumption that the husband will
reimburse him;

PIIVD DR TR AR N

He lost his money, and the husband does NOT have to
reimburse him upon his return.

As Rashi explains, because

b7 IR ROW

The husband can say “I did not ask you to lend me this
money."

TR DT D30 12 YOY b

9107 RORIT DI VAW

The o571 0173 °12 disagree and say that after taking an
oath of the amount of the support, the husband DOES
have to reimburse him, because he only intended it as a
m5n, aloan, and NOT as a minmw, a gift.

Y3772 ROIT VR

D27

D277 12 XDYT *27 agrees with the 97 231512
However

PRIV 1INV 127 IR

PN IBR D

N7 12 30 °27 agrees with 1m0 that

22371 1P SV PO IR

He forfeited his money, as if placed his money on a deer’s
horn.
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'ag/‘/
D' P3ab 1o
N NN DITDY AN TN
A husband traveled abroad
without nwkm?/ providions /or % W%@’J/ YIS,
and andther person Wﬁ‘e/ her

D OOEDE N7V DEHD HH O1O O
S50 HH HY3P HOY — DY HIO

P12 12 1 plly ek
Satany 88T 1A o

VAR AN TN
.. .the husband dves not
have ty reimbarse him

upon hiy return,

MDD 75 M HOE

the husband does have to
reimburse M/ because he
an/?/ intended it ay @ >

G2 I> Lo/z 1t
[P i iy LS 3 YO 37
131 N 15"
> fp ¥ PPN DY
He ”&rfw‘e&/ % maoney,
w Y pluced hiy moncsy

o a deer’s horw
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The Gemara cites a Mishnah in 0373 noon
1IN ORI ITION

A v made a vow that the 97 may not benefit from him.
Nevertheless,

PPY PRI 5w

1N DR YN

INTIARD VI

The 77 may

Pay the 97's obligation of Spwn rvxmmn;
Pay off his loan;

Return his lost item;

The Gemara explains
PPw NR D Smw
TP M1

INTIARD P

TAVP M

The 771 is merely performing a mz», in which the 37
only benefits from the mx», NOT from the v7m.

However, the Gemara asks

12N RO VNS

70 WINWNP R

Why may the 971 pay-off the 7715's loan? This is certainly
a benefit, since the 971 is not asking the 971 to reimburse
him for the loan payment?

The Gemara explains:

According to 3n the 0> is NOT considered a benefit,
because, as Rashi explains, 130 holds that the 971 cannot
demand reimbursement from the 97, because

15715 IR RS

The 7711 did NOT ask the 77 to pay off his loan.

The nzpn now explains that the benefit of the 97 not
having to pay off the original loan is

921 INRIT PR

This benefit is NOT noticeable.

And according to 0573 037 °31 that hold 27m, that
generally in such a case he must reimburse him, we must
say that in this case the >mn is NOT a benefit, because
the Mishnah refers to a case where

1795 RYw Nin by mow

The 370 initially borrowed the money from the 211 5v3, on
condition that he is NOT obligated to pay off the debt.
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P73 NN

19270 AN TR
AYTH made avow that the YT may not
benefit from him

Y 90 PNDY
MTAN NN

% Spw
VP NN

72 DYE7Y <

>/ 7/)5/\7) £
Thiy i cerz‘w»%/ wh
since the 3p i nat Mkm?/ the >3y ty reimburse him

72 Y=/

2'913 2D 1n blai

Then>np is not

considered a benefit
The 33y cannot demand
reimbursement ﬂom/ the »3p,

19 DX XY
P90
2] LR 1~

nm Sy MHW
PIIDH ROV
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The next Mishnah continues with »7X's rulings:

Zugt Di Mishnah

Y2V IR POTNR

PR issued 7 rulings.

1.

I 0732 I DY D

A man died and left sons and daughters;

P DOV P12

DWW 02N

MmN mam

When the assets are sufficient, the sons inherit the estate,
and the daughters are supported from the estate.

DV DO

my mian

DNNON SV 1M 011

When the assets are NOT sufficient, which Rashi explains
as;

MapI 01312 WTIN WY DWW NOIID 172 PRY

There is not enough to support them all for one year.
The x»p Rin says that only the daughters get supported
from the estate, and the sons get nothing. The sons must
go around collecting np73.

Rashi explains;

N7 D30 MIPN

Because it's inappropriate for the ni1ato go around
collecting

AR POTR
MITOO 731 IRY Yawa

R17 explains

991 IRY Dawa

P2 DO WD IR

POVIN DO NTOO

Since the sons are entitled to w1 when the assets are
sufficient, they should not lose the w1 when the assets
are not sufficient.

5ROM3 127 MR
POTR7I2T DR IR AN
SR0513 °27 agrees with IR,

Tosfos explains that 78 actually agrees with the Tanna
Kamma'’s ruling. He merely questions the reasoning.

YL N NN
nuYaua RN Y v (1

(ajaj/ptalalai)im) B UniplaRa)=imhin/dial]
) Ial ity QYWY D337
Q'nen 517 MY RN DA PNam

DPIID 193 PHE
D3P O951D £ 12

DD OON HIFH WIE N
Tt iv inappropriste for thepys TSN INY 90203

1/ % around coffec?‘m?/

£»2

Kalmi=-l

IO7 2ARW H2wa

P21 020512

WY NRM

1°OVIN 020112 'NTODN

ey poo e
POTR 72T DR IR R
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The Mishnah continues with 1157X’s second ruling:
Zugt Di Mishnah

W 7217130 IR PO

The mb» claims that the m> owes him jugs of oil.
DIPIPANTIM

And the m> admits to owing jugs only.

IR PHTR

MIYON NP AT PRI

VY’

TN says that the mb is required to make a 12w, because
he is a nxpma 77n. He admitted part of the claim.

D WIR DO

TIVON PP NIPH IRTI PR

The Chachamim disagree and say that the m>is NOT
required to make a n»aw. He is NOT considered a 77»
n3p»3, because he did not admit to the type of item of the
claim.

5SRO0 127 IR
TR ™37 PR IR IR

The Gemara offers two explanations of the Machlokes:
1.

K17 says

RV 5107

2275 W W 173 7Y RO D IRT RN

They both agree that when the m>» claims 10 jugs worth
of oil and the m> admits to owing jugs, that he is

IV D N

Because

5 PO Y

9 PYOR RO DI

The claim was only for oil, not for jugs - And they both
hold that

POT1IH UYL

PIVWIIL AT

Nvo

Where the claim is for one thing, and he admits to another
thing, it is NOT considered

MYV NXPH TN

They also both agree

53R 5 W DROD W 170 WY IR

When the m5» claims 10 jugs filled with oil and the m5
admits to only jugs, he is

awaarn

Because

DIPIP PV

5 poR

The claim is for both oil and jugs - And they both hold that
PIVWI PO UYL

IR AT

1w N

Where the claim is for two different things, and he admits
to one of the two, it IS considered

MYV NP TN

Because he admitted to part of the claim;
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NYaL MIN NN

11 1D YN PR IR (2
DPIPD AT

PN PN WIE IV

NN PN M S
1A YR MIPB NYPRS
My pap

i por e
POTR M2T NR IR AR

2 W»&mfww .

b NI N
a2 o g R Y0 AWy NpLe
When the mbn claims 10 jugs worth of oil
and the mb admits to owing jugs

IY12WN 1P NOD

MY PYOP R DIPIP - 1YY PYVP PV
NVD - PNYYIH ATIN - PPV Y NYY

NIYLN NRPN2 DTN

o8N 'O 2 DKM P D Y MM

When the mbn claims 10 jugs filled with oil
and the Mb admits to only jugs

NY12W2 2N
Because...
MY PYVR DNAPIPY PV
And they both hold that
1NN TNR2IH TN - PPV PVINIY NPV
nY1W1 2N
Tt iy considered

MYV NP2 DTN
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. The Machlokes is in a case
ToRR D W W T2 ATWY 77D IORT The Wachlokey iy . . . N39
The mbn» claims 10 jugs of oil and the m5 admits to jugs
ly;

onty o8N 0 2 i D ey D N
TN TN And the mb admits to jugs only

oIPIP WS MR pwha w
it 220 41 Wk ok
Because jow 73, refers to both the oil and the jugs - and mn ﬁws: I’R M ijw‘pa /78]
this is similar to \ 17 ‘7
PIVWY PN 1YY =) :P:P ﬁw E"JPJP ﬁw

1 INR2D ATm
YI2WN D NVD  NYI2W2 2N
Where the claim is for two different things, and he admits s , s
to one of the two, it IS considered / e /(//}/{ / 7/}/é// e /(//}/{
7IYON NI AT /'7/}/@3 //D?/D/ yoli )7 //3)9/;)/
720 127 Y126 Yl Z NG
DIPIR PO MR pwba PR
The Chachamim hold Tt iy considored
VN P NV
Because jpw 7o refers only to the oil, but it does NOT NIYON NRPNN2 AN NIYVN NP2 ATID
refer to the jugs - and this is similar to
Keka= PR

IV AT

. AVIAWT N NVO

Where the claim is for one thing, and he admits to another
thing, it is NOT considered
YOI NP TN
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R117 says they both hold that
PIVYY PN UYL

T IRIS AT

W P NOD

And the Mishnah refers to a case
PR 5 W W 1T WY Y MRT
The m5» claims 10 jugs of oil;
TPR 5 IR

DN 02T PR DV

MIDIPIP

R ownn

5 nenm

The m5 completely denies the claim of oil, but partially
admits to the claim of jugs.

AN POTR

oIpIp PUS MmN pwha v

IR holds

YW1 N

Because jpw 73, refers to both the oil and the jugs - and he
isa

TIYON NI AT

D IPIPR VANVHDRT M

JPUR DI YINUD

907 5

Since he is ny1awa a7n for the jugs, he is My1awa 271 for the
oil through mmaw S5,

20 1127

DIpIp POH MmN pUSa PR

The Chachamim hold

VIAVN P NV

Because jnw 7o refers only to the oil, but it does NOT
refer to the jugs - and this is similar to
PomaH NYL

IS AT

W P NOD

Heisnota

7IYON NI AT

DafHachaim.org

They both hold...

PNYW PVIN2 1Y NYV
10N TNR21 DTIM
NYI2VN P NVD

o8N *H 1 AR 10 MY O N
The MDY claims 10 jugs of oil
TN T N
D9 Y27 NS - e
T2 D mnm - 70 PN nn - m aNmp
The mb completely denies the claim of oil

but partially admits to the claim of jugs

920 437/ Wi ////?,é
9 PN o B

2P Y D"PIP Y
NYIRWN P MOD  AYI2WI 2N
/'ﬂ/)/a /@}//
/fa/yép VETEY,
29709 W 200

Tt iy considered
NIYOVN NP2 AT

YINWNHT 13O
DIPIPR
PR NI Y2INVN

NIYVN NXPP2 NTIN 51393 777 Yy
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