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Intro

Today we will 7”v1a learn v 97 of m2112 NN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes regarding 721w pamd, providing a receipt;
If the m5n, the lender - or any other va1n, cannot produce
the 210 7vW, the loan document, but produces o7y,
witnesses, to support the claim;

One opinion is

W Pamd

We compel the vyan), the defendant, to pay and accept a
receipt, even though he will now have to safeguard the
receipt to protect himself from paying a second time if the
v21n possibly finds the 70w and demands payment again.
The other opinion is

TV PAMI PR

We do NOT compel the yani to pay and accept a receipt,
because of the above reason; rather, he does NOT have to
pay until the y2in produces the document.

The Gemara will describe several practices performed
only at the prywy of a 7M1

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

MRW’ MYN2 DWwI N

The majority of women marry as m>n3; and

S 5w 1IN NRWIT AN

The majority of women, who marry as a n>n3, are
publicly known

PN 797 RN JORWY 1197

JoRW 71977, the mouth that established the restriction
PN 197 Rin is enabled to remove the restriction

Two forms of wn»

PPRVOVIRTIAD

He could have remained quiet initially. There was no
claim against him.

PYO VI NRT IO

He could have claimed a superior claim, but he had to
answer to an initial claim against him.
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So let's review ...
Today n”va we begin the second perek

Zugt Di Mishna

TURMIW IR TODIRNIV TR

A woman who was either widowed or divorced from her
husband;

INRWI 1202 DR RO

She claims that she was a 715112 at the time of the marriage,
in which 111 200,0°nR» AN2IN>.

PRWI IHOR ROR I KD WIR R

While he claims that she was a manbR, a 753, at the time of
the marriage, in which 171 100,731 In2IN;

Obviously, the written Kesubah is not available to verify
the amount.

The Gemara explains that although her claim is supported
by

MRYI MMN2 0w

The majority of women marry as m>na? However,

2 1D W N2 NRWIT AN

The majority, of women who marry as a 75103, are
publicly known as such;

S 15 pRIPRINM

N217 72 VIR

And since her status as a 7512 1is NOT known, she
CANNOT be included in the 219; Therefore,

PRI PO 1A RO

Her claim is not strong enough to extract money, and she
would receive only a nn.
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The mishna continues...

D199 ORI RDIPHI DRV DTV ©° DN

DNRD NN

If o7y testify that she performed yRiw: under a canopy,
and her hair was uncovered, she would receive o'nxn,
because these practices are performed only at the pRiws1 of
anmna.

IR AP T

PRI DYOR Y AR

If o7y testify that roasted wheat kernels were distributed
during her priwy, this also supports her claim of 7502

The Gemara later, on amud bais, presents a Machlokes
where 172K '27 says that our Mishnah refers to even

712105 Pamow opn - places which are accustomed to write
a2 W - even there we still accept these 07y .

Even though there is a possibility that

72 X723 72 °R12 72035 79 Rpon 177

that she may later find her Kesubah and collect again in
another Bais Din?

However, says Reb Avuhu - 9210 pam»

We can compel a debtor to accept a receipt. Therefore,
when she collects her Kesubah he receives a receipt
stating that he already paid it, which will prevent a second
collection.

However

IR ROH 17

JPPOY PAMD PRY OIPH2

R05 17 says that the Mishnah only refers to places where
they do NOT write a 12102 70w, and a woman only collects
her Kesubah through o7.

Although there is a possibility of

R23) RPINR RIT 722 RDIPT TV RPOD 1771

That she may use other o7y to collect again in another
Bais Din?

J2IW PN R IWOR ROT DIPRA

Since there is NO other way for her to collect, she collects
through o7y and he must accept a 721w. However,

72105 Pamow oipna

Where they DO write a 72103 70w, she does NOT collect
through o7v until she furnishes the 72115 90w, out of
concern that she might collect again with the 72113 Yow;
because,

W PAMI PR

We CANNOT compel a debtor to accept a 7121w, because
072007 1 1MW WS PR

He must safeguard the 921w from being ruined by mice.
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The Mishnah continues;

YOI AT ATIO..

The Gemara explains that the Xo’0 of the Mishnah refers
to the Machlokes ywin *271 58512 127 in the previous
Perek. The Mishnah (Daf 12B) stated;

D512 15 K31 R ORI DR KW

YNOIRI INOIRWD NIVIR R

T 7ONNoN

She claims that she was a 75112 at the time of Kiddushin,
and therefore, o’nRP 7NINO

PNOIR ROW TV ROR 13 R IR R

Yo ApR IPn P

He claims that she was NOT a %03 at the time of
Kiddushin, and therefore,

DNRP 7N 75 PR

NINRI IR SR5MI 127

PN IR PY NN TR RV ORT IO

NN MW 1909 R RYT

5R°513 727 says that her claim prevails because it is
supported by a 3. She could have presented a superior
claim of 00N 3R yv now, that her o502 were lost by an
injury after Kiddushin, in which case she would NOT be
disqualified from Kehunah.

IOINI TIORP)

ANNON W1 1509 RPT

But in her present claim of *noixi1 she becomes disquali-
fied for Kehunah, because 11725 7moRr nomiw H5RIw nwR,
although an 7o1X is permitted to her husband a Yisroel,
she is disqualified for Kehunah.

Since she has a»», in which she could have presented a
superior claim, but only presented an inferior claim, this
proves that she must be stating the truth.
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ywiy 21 disagrees and says 1 3R on 8D, we CANNOT
rely on her statement, because this 11 is NOT strong
enough to substantiate her claim.

Our Mishnah here continues and states;

VWP 2T TN

Rebbe Yehoshua agrees and accepts the 1» in the
following case:

AR PR SV R ATY 1IN MR

Dlakabainiaipbl

PRI RITW

A n7wa pimm, a possessor of a field, tells his friend, this
field originally belonged to your father, but I purchased it
from him.

YWY 37 agrees to Y511 17 that his claim is accepted,
because he has a wn» of

PNRW 797 RI17 IORW 7197

2OKRW 7197, the p1mm who established the restriction, by
admitting, nrn PR S,

nnw 197 K17, he can remove the restriction by adding
o nnp. This wn IS strong enough to substantiate his
claim.

However, the Mishnah continues;

PIR YW R 0TV W’ DN)

1Ml n’nnp‘:‘ ADIN NI

TPRIIPR

If there were 07y who testify 1’ 2R Sw, but the landlord
claims that he purchased it from 1ax;

JPRIIPR

His claim is NOT accepted, unless he brings proof that he
purchased it - because, since he did NOT establish the
MO'N, in this case, the claim that it's vax bw, he CANNOT
remove the IO'R, this claim, by claiming 2w nnph.

The Gemara explains that ywi °27 only accepts the w» of
TNAW 7197 JORW 1197, because,

7395 VIAW MW PR RO

There was no claim against him that the field is not his.
Therefore,

PPNV IVIOR

The landowner could have kept quiet, and the field would
have remained in his possession. Since he revealed its
origins by choice, thereby restricting himself, this is a
definite proof that he is telling the truth. Therefore, his
final statement of 1> NP is also accepted.

However, Rebbe Yehoshua does not accept the w» of
THAN IR PY N, because,

TJD‘? VINY N0 37 000

There was a claim against her, a charge of mi, based on
the lack of 111 07, to which she does NOT have the
option of 1>’nw, because then his claim would prevail.
Since she must respond, it is possible that she did NOT
think of a superior claim.

Therefore, an inferior claim is NOT a proof that she is
telling the truth.
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TNNN IR VY NN
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