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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 7% 97 of m21n3 NJON
Some of the topics we will learn about include

720 DTPW IMNRD 2N Sva

Ifa 1052 from a later date went ahead and collected
before a 231 5va from an earlier date;

1 opinion says

123 RD 72 7

We remove the property from him and give it to the other
person who was supposed to come first.

And 1 opinion says

bRy mbitoauts]

We don’t remove the property from him

RWWP "IN taught

TIDRY DY

9T

DI0R D PIZ PRI

When the o»on initiated

AY1IWA ROR IO’ KD DI "0 Y19°D RIA

A creditor must swear to 1 that their father did not
pay him yet - it applies even if the omi are adults, and
certainly if they are minors, because we're concerned that

the father may have already paid, and the orphans don't
know about it to make this claim in 7 02

The Gemara will also discuss a case of 2 partners, and 1
was taken to 7 1 and lost the case. As a result, part of
their shared property was taken away.

The other partner can claim;

D0 RIPVV ORI RIN TR

If he was in 7 n°2 he would have presented a better
defense.

RID PIPR RYT ROR IR R

b 5 VIR RN IR DIR

We only say this if the 2nd partner was not in town.
However, if he was in town then he is not able to demand
a 2nd court case because he should've went to the 770 7
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We're concerned the ‘o) yro/ 1553

father already paid, b oo
& the orphans don’t know

A case of 2 partners,
ONE was taken to pT m2 & lost.
Asaresult,
part of their shared property
was taken away

The other partner can claim;
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TR D2 DRIPA MOV 10

If pyowi 12187 each produce a 7ow that "5 gave or sold
them a certain property and both m~vw have the same date
on them;

PP AR 29

19 says they divide the property, because we don’t know
who is supposed to receive it.

ITT RTIV IR SRV

SNiw says the judges may use their judgement.

There is a mooim w3 n>mn in the explanation of RTW
T

Rashi here explains;

NP 19%R 737 7 0D 0 DR O D 09

If they know that "> was friendlier with j11%7 and it seems
to them that »5 intended to give the property to j2Ix, they
grant the property to j2187.

Tosfos, here and elsewhere, explains 177 X7 as follows;
XYW n 55 b opnam oI Tan v

The Dayanim may give it to whomever they want.

NNR N2 NPad Pavin oY RN RIT

ATV MR PR MR

This way there is at least the possibility that it will end up
with the one the seller or giver intended.

The Gemara will also discuss the well-known Machlokes
from PV noon:

TN NN TV IR PRY 27

The o7v that sign a V) are the ones that make it effective.
172 77701 7Y IR NYHR 727

The o7y who witness the handing over of the V) are the
ones that make it effective.
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So let's review ...

Our 97 begins with a mwn

IV T VINRT

DWI VIR WI TPV D

If a man was married to 4 women, whose Kesubos were
written consecutively - not on the same day, as in the
previous Daf - and he died;

PIVS BT ORI

wHYs I

a5 b

They collect their respective Kesubos in the order they
were married. The 1st wife has preference over the 2nd
wife, etc. Because the husband'’s assets became 7apmwn to
his first wife before they became 7201w to any of his
following wives.

The mwn continues:

TIVH NYIVI ANVRT

wHYs I

a5 b

When collecting her n21n3 each wife must swear to the
wife that got married after her that she did not receive her
72105 payment earlier.

The mwn presents a np>md which will be explained in the
RIDX:

The xnp RN says

Y12Wa RYW NYI03 Y2

The ath wife does not have to swear.

NIOWI ANINR R 739N 721 MR DI 12

V1WA ROR PION RY X7 AR

011 12 says she also has to swear, and she doesn’t benefit
from marrying last.
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QW73 PN N AR N
4 women, whose m21n>
were written consecutively
NOT on the same /@y
and he died;

IS AR NI
noerhe e

The husband’s assets became
T2V to his FIRST wife
before any following wives

ALY AP MINT
PEOYS M
a5 Nenoen
When collecting her N2)ND

each wife must swear
that she did NOT receive
her N2IND payment earlier
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The mwn continues:

TR D12 110 MIRXY 17

If all the m2n> were written on the same day

N3 NNR YW YR ANNand nnipn 9o

YW DOWIPa Pamd P

The time of the day determines the order of which to
collect.

In Yerushalayim it was indeed customary to indicate the
hour in the Tow.

The mwn continues

DR YW1 DIRIY 112 17

13 ROR DW PR

MmN

If the times were all the same and there was only 17,
they split the money equally.

The X offers 3 ways of understanding the np>mn of the
NP RN who says

AY1IW3a RYW NI Y2

And,

IR DN 2

1WA ROR YION RY N7 R

SN Y2 1‘71: DINXY 17

If all the m21n> were written
on the same day

mNn2m5 PR 5
MRS ARN P N

M pfl)r papts 17> P

DAR APwa NINYY 151: e

M NON O PN
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1.

SRIDY says;

It’s possible that it will be revealed that one of the
properties that one of the earlier wives collected did not
belong to the husband, and she will lose her Kesubah
payment - And, there are no other properties left from
which to collect.

Can she take away a property that a later wife already
collected?

This is the Machlokes of

720 DTPW IMRD 10 5v3

Ifa later 10 52 collected before an earlier 11 5v3;
7123 RS 23w 71 730 R1P RN

The x»p 810 holds that the later 231 5va cannot keep it. The

earlier 211 51 can remove the property from the later Sya
210, because his 712w took effect earlier. Here too, in the
event of a problem, we will remove the property from the
4th wife and give it to the earlier wife, so the 4th wife will
never cause a loss to any other wife.

Therefore, she does not have to swear.

122 7Y AN 720 011 12

01112 holds that we do not remove the property from the
4th wife and give it to the 3rd wife, so the 4th wife may
cause a loss to the 3rd wife.

Therefore, she does have to swear.

2.

1PN 27 says that they all agree

723 RY 7230 72 720 DTRW IMRD 0 5y

We will remove the property from the 4th wife.
However, the Machlokes is

OIN RDW PW?M R 720 K1Y RN

The xnp Rin holds that we are not concerned that the 4th
wife will neglect the property, so she is not causing a loss
to any other wife

Therefore, she does not have to swear.

0O RHY (PWN 720 01 12

011 12 holds that we are concerned that the ath wife will
neglect the property, so she may be causing a loss to
another wife.

Therefore, she does have to swear.

5SX1PW

It will possibly be revealed,
one of the properties that
the earlier wives collected

did NOT belong to the husband,
& she will lose her N2> payment

Can she take away a property that
a later wife already collected?

Thiy iy the Wachlokes (/05
N221 OTPW IMRN 21N HY2

ong
nad N2 "R
Do NOT remove property
from the later 210 Sy2
4th wife MAY cause
a loss to the 3rd wife
DOES have to swear

([l agres
plae

M99 RO [

4thwife NEVER causes

a loss to other wives
Do%/ MOT/MZ/{/@ fo swear

PN

ma3 8D [ A

DI ga
enn

H'02N N

We ARE concerned
the 4th wife will
neglect the property
She’s MAY cause a loss
to another wife

DOES have to swear
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She’s NOT causing a loss

to any other wife
Does NOT hawe to swear
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3,

"R presents a different explanation:

NP RIR RWWP PIR

RWWP "IN taught

TIORY DY

o9

DI0R P> I PRI

When the o»on taught

AYIIWI ROR YD RD DI 7021 YIDD RN

A creditor must swear to o that their father did not
pay him yet - it applies even if the omi are adults, and
certainly if they are minors, because we're concerned that
the father may have already paid, and the orphans don’t
know about it to make this claim in 7 2.

RWWP MART 75 D R RN

The x»p xin disagrees and holds that this 17 does not
apply to adult orphans

RWWP 7IRT 772 IR D1 12

And o112 agrees with Rwwp »ax.

The x12 proceeds to present a SRdwWI 23 NP>MN:

TAR OV DRIPA IOV 10

If pynw 12187 each produce a ow, with the same date, that
"5 sold them a certain property;

PP ANR 29

27 says they divide the property

T RTIV MR HIRIHDYY

SRipW says the judges may use their judgement.

Rashi here explains;

INYIPIR DN PR DA D DR DAY 70 °0H

Ifthey know that "> was friendlier with j1x7 and it seems
to them that » intended to give the property to jx7, they
grant the property to j2Ix".
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We're concerned the father already paid,

& the orphans don’t know
to make this claimin T 2

DI
o N
NLD NN
DOES have to swear

5 A
NUHPP MaNT
Does NOT hawe to swear

AN Y2 QINXYT MY 1

If ponw )218 each produce
a LW, with the SAME date,
that > sold them a certain property;

5SRMNWY
NNTT RTIVD

Judges may use
their judgement

oYY DOE DY DD
9D 1D 510 D0 Doy W

1PP"N
Divide the
property
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The xm3 at first explains that the

SRIBWI 27 NN

Depends on the following

FYHR 27 PRD 127 NPONN

Rav holds like x» »27 who says

RaleiatelininRis)

The o7v that sign a v are the ones that make it effective.
Therefore, when 2 mivw were signed on the same dayj it
indicates that the seller had no preference for one buyer
over the other. Therefore,

PPN MR 27

They both have an equal claim.

Shmuel holds like 7w5x 127 who says

70 AYOR 7Y

The o7y who witness the handing over of the v) are the
ones that make it effective. Therefore, when 2 mavw have
the same date, nevertheless, since one 70w was certainly
given before the other it indicates that the writer of the
70w meant to give the 70w to only one of them.
Therefore,

TT RTIV IR HRIDW

17 maneeds to determine who it is.

The X031 then explains that even if we hold like 71vHx 727
there is a 'R0 NI whether

ROMY 5N

It's preferable to divide it, since we don’t know whose
claim is stronger.

OR

ROTY ITT RTIV

It's preferable to give it to one of them, because, as Tosfos
explains;

DAR D22 7R5 PIvi °oh RN RINT

9T MRS IR MR

This way there is at least the possibility that it will end up
with the one the seller or giver intended.
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At irst. ..
W HYRMOWI 27 NN
Depends on...
ATYHR 227 PR 227 NP

1?1}’7& 29 Bl talimh|
VaRPRank=/~Rui KamPRat~V e a i)
HANDING over the va D7y that SIGN a V2
makes it effective make it effective
Since 1 200 way certa 2 ol 4 f/wm/a?/,

given é%mf/mf/w, indicatesy  indicattes that the seller
had no pr%erm

the writer of) the 508 meant to
%f/m‘?‘?‘o onl%l %z‘ﬁm

MTT RTIY BOTH have an

PTm det?rmlnes equal claim
WHOitis

70N 3y
Evenifwe hold like 7TODN 2y %
there is a D'RN NPIONN

MITT RTIW - (R NN
RDMTY RDMTY
Preferable We DON'T know
to giveitto whose claim is
ONE of them stronger
PIVO D5 H7H DHMO7
PO P33 HPOD
OSIE IDOS I NN
There's the possibility that
it will end upy with the one
the seller or giver intended
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There is actually a general mooim w3 n>mn in the
explanation of *»77 RTIY:

Rashi here explains;

AN 9XR 537 R O M DRI B 00

If they know that "> was friendlier with j1187 and it seems
to them that "% intended to give the property to j218, they
grant the property to j21X7.

Tosfos, here and elsewhere, explains *3°77 XTW0 as
follows;

137w N 55 b opnam 0T Tan v

The Dayanim may give it to whomever they want.

DR D22 7R5 PIvi o5 KRR DRINT

79TW MR MR MR

This way there is at least the possibility that it will end up
with the one the seller or giver intended.
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There it & ;@Wd ool " /a/wﬁ/\/
insthe explanation of,
NPTT RTIV

gell) Y'ED
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