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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 1’y 97 of m2in> noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

"WR 17's explanation for the contradiction in the Mishnah
between the case of the Xw» of 7°ax 1’23, and the Ro'0 of
Svan mwb o1

The case of
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Two people exchanged a cow for a donkey. The Monn Hva
performed n>wn on the 779, with which he acquired the
179, AND the 7790 Hva acquired the 7von at the same time.
But when the 77977 Sva arrived to claim his mom, it was
dead.

Shmuel issues a ruling regarding this situation and
supports it from our Mishnah regarding a 75> who was
found to have .

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include
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A needle that was found embedded in the lining of a
slaughtered cow’s stomach.
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In a case of two people exchanging their possessions;
when the first person performs n>*wn, acquisition through
pulling, with the second person’s item, the transaction is
complete, and the second person also acquires ownership
of'the first person’s item, and is liable for all its damages.
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WNR 2)’s explanation
for the contradiction
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<) She’s NOT entitled
to a Kesubah
without proof
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a contradiction
in the Mishnah:

In the v of 7ar 723, she is NOT entitled to a Kesubah
without proof, because we assume that the pmin existed
before Kiddushin, in which it was a myv npn.

However, in the Xo’0 of Yvan mwA3, she IS entitled to a
Kesubah without proof, because we assume that the P
did NOT exist before the Kiddushin, in which itis NOT a
myo npn?

And the Gemara mentioned two explanations of T1Y5R "
and R11

The Gemara continues with a third explanation

"WR 17 says that both the X7 and Xo'0 are Hr05103 17's
opinion that HER advantage of 91 njpin overrides HIS
advantage of o npin. However,
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The X7 of 7ar naa refers to 7o1IR N2 which belongs
to her father. Therefore, the husband’s advantage of npin
non overrides her father’s claim for Kesubah, because
HER qun npin CANNOT support her father’s claim.
However,
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The ro*® of Hyan mwab s refers to MRIWI NINd which
belongs to her. Therefore, HER claim for Kesubah
overrides HIS advantage of w1 npin, because HER npin
a1 can support her own claim.
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The Gemara discussed
a contradiction in the Mishnah:
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Span nwas

AN "2l
She’s NOT entitled
to a Kesubah
without proof

We assume
thepon existed
before Kiddushin

We assume
the pmn did NOT exist
before the Kiddushin
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Both waé'ﬁ/c w2 'y gpinion
HER advantage of m1an nptn

overrides
HIS advantage of mon nptn

However,
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which belongs which belongs
to her to her father
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her own laim
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cannot vt
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The Gemara continues:
There is a Halachah; MR DMOT nw}nn l,:
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In a case of two people exchanging their possessions;
when the first person performs n>*wn, acquisition through
pulling, with the second person’s item, the transaction is
complete, and the second person also acquires ownership
of'the first person’s item at the same time, and is liable for
all its damages.

Now;
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Two people exchanged a cow for a donkey.

J2IX7 the 7 Sva performed 73w on the 719, in which
he acquired the 7179, and py»w the 71971 Sv1 acquired the
0. However, when Shimon arrived to claim his <, it
was dead.

The Shailah is as follows:

If the mnn was alive at the time of the 3p, Shimon
acquired the 9mn, and when it subsequently died it’s his
loss.

If however, the "n was already dead at the time of the
11, Shimon did NOT acquire the 71n, and Ruvain must
return the 795 to Shimon.

Ruvain the 9mn7 5v1 has an advantage of 930 npin. Being
that the mmn was alive from birth, there is a 911 npn that it
remained alive until a known change.

Shimon the 7797 51 has an advantage of pimmn through
NP 7 npin. As explained by the nx2p» v w there,
since he was the original owner of the 779, he retains it
o0 0P, in matters of doubt.
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He retaing it that it remained alive
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ORIV says
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1287 must bring proof that the 71m was alive while he was
Jwmn the 779, in which case the 7in belonged to pynw
before it died.

RINDNRIM
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And this Halachah can be derived from our Mishnah
which refers to a mba.

The Gemara explains
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This can only refer to the w7 of 72k n°23, in which she is
NOT entitled to her Kesubah, or to keep the Kiddushin
money, unless her father proves that the po» did NOT
existuntil after the Kiddushin, in which it is the husband’s
loss.

And according to 9105R "3 who says that the w7 is 727
YWIn’s opinion, she is NOT entitled to the Kesubah and
Kiddushin money, because HIS advantage of pmn npin
overrides HER advantage of 9131 npin, and SHE
CANNOT be p1m, hold onto, the Kiddushin money;

So too, Shimon the 717971 Yy2's advantage of prrm
overrides Ruvain the 7nn Sv2's advantage of g npin,
and Ruvain CANNOT be j»in» the 799, He must return it
to Shimon.

The Braisa explains
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When the v was 7773 3w» and contained a drop of
blood, the animal is unquestionably Treifah, because the
penetration was definitely before 7onw.
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When the v was 773 23w» and did NOT contain a drop
of blood, the animal is unquestionably Kosher, because
the penetration was definitely after nonw.
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She is NOT entitled to her Kesubabh,
or to keep the Kiddushin money,

unless her father proves that the P01
did NOT exist until after the Kiddushin

2

AP
DDA N2 22 NS AR

TN %R
s

Am PR
bl

MYOY MY
07 BMp
NI YT
M 35

NI YD
MR NS

Kesubos 76- 4



W AT NND

. The Braisa continues;
1917179 ToMn
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When the penetration was already covered with a scab,
the penetration definitely occurred 3 days before the

MM D ToNm NS Aone e TONn

onw.

And if the nav, slaughterer, had purchased the animal

within three days, the 7nn27 5va must compensate him, 1931 NWIMAM mhfa) nwsww lﬁ'p:
because
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He sold him a Treifah animal. W3 Dl > 4 I%ﬁ@p«rcéaw/ it within 3 da

POM A ks thes > fio must compensate i
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If the penetration was NOT covered with a scab, the <
penetration only occurred within 3 days of the 7o'nw, and
we do not know whether it happened before or after the

because 970 1f 2oy

purchase of the animal. Therefore, the i, the one who SNIDW said
has the money, is NOT liable, and the X'x1», the one who that even to be P’ThD
wants to take the other’s money; is liable, unless he brings he must bring a "R
roof.

P So too here,
Accordingly 20°71) PRI M"Y
MT NI 2R
PO PRI MINRS V2
If the nav already paid for the animal, in which he wishes

. be xoxm, to get his money back, the monan 5va does NOT

have to return the money unless the nav brings proof that
it was Treifah at the time of purchase.

The Gemara questions from >Xmw’s Halachah where he
said that even to be p’1n he must bring a 7R3, So too here,
DN PRI NS

In order to keep the money, the a7 5va should bring a
77R7 that the 72 was not Treifah at the time of purchase?
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. Therefore, the Gemara mentions another version of YRinw .
5RIDY MR s The Gemara mentions
1MW POD TONW 20 .
et another version of DN

SNW says that Shimon the 7797 Sva is liable for the o,
unless he brings proof that the 91 was dead when
Ruvain the 9mn7 Sva was i the 719, because the poo

. . ' : )
nrp, uncertainty regarding the 9mm's death, was discov- IDNWDU MR

ered after 7197 n>wn, in which the 9m was already in 1n1w1 : PDD -rblnw b:

Shimon’s possession.
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And this Halachah can be derived from our Mishnah
which refers to a n>3 regarding the Kesubah. NJ]T‘ NJ n'l

As Rashi explains this coincides with X17's explanation n:’n:b an

that both the w3 of ar n"a3, and the o0 of Syan Mmwa
are the opinion of 5&°513 29, and;
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And the husband must bring proof when the 153 was in his Ol’lly refers to where
possession, after Pxiw), because
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Accordingly, the Braisa of nav that rules
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Only refers to where
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In which the nav probably paid for the animal, and wishes
be X311, that he must bring proof that it was Treifah at the
time of purchase, because
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The 1970 pov was discovered after o7 nrny, after
payment, in which the animal was already in the nav‘s
possession.
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