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102
Intro

Today we will a"ya learn v"y 97 of nam> noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the question of

NON™ 9 ar 0 nr

XD N ar TR

A nan 9 instructed a nsw to sell a 2~ of his land, and
the nw sold a larger piece of 1 .

And, a second version of this question

XD "7 ar T ' KT

NON"1 N an TR

Where the n"w sold a smaller portion than instructed.

01w K91 TNKT 0K

The nan wa specified that the nsw sell to one buyer, but
NOT to two buyers, and the n“w sold to two people;
We say

ININYY NRY X9

02 Moni

The Machlokes in the case of

xnno TNx19'"'x

The nan wa specified that the nsw sell to one buyer, but
did NOT reiterate that the ntw should NOT sell to two
buyers;

n1an 'wanyo

A landowner made an error in which he sold his land for

a cheaper price
o"pnon

Because

NIV NRAX 'R

However

n"v nyo

When a n"w sold the nan wa’s land for a cheaper price
02 NdN

Because

ININ"Y nwy X9

" P2t 91 Y MN
RN
N 17211 DTN

TARY H”"R
NPNO

And theTbw sold
to two people

nyv
NMHY

502 170D

Because

w//)fﬁ Ay t/
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1" 1an KR
RN

TARY X
DNIWY XM

And thebw sold
to two people

NYY R
IMNMHWY
902 170D

nyv
n*an Yya

0”p 1701

Because

/)/;797/7 D43 /ft
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‘ Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

NKIIR
ninw ATnniNg

When a v sells an item for a higher price which exceeds NInwn Iny

the market price by a ninw, one-sixth, the sale is effective;

however he must return the ninw to the npi. npn bu’: n1nw -"tnn1 nJP

ngm 301 nInwn AN

If the item was sold for more than a niny,

Then the sale is NOT effective.

These Halachos also apply to a om that sold an item for a
lower price.

However nRJ]R ]’R

NIV IRAIX 'R

When a ~om sells land for more than a niny, the sale IS n’”l”l’:

effective, and he does NOT return the nsoin, because
there is NO set price for land.

nninn W
RN'"MIRTN
0N NX NIVIS NNR NVN

There is NO minimum amount for separating Terumah.
However jm there are three amounti: & nD”n 11y’w
. X”QESJFSS:IISZBOH separates one-fortieth ]JJ-]-rD Nn”-nNTD

D'vmnn TNX 111
An average person separates one-fiftieth.
D'wwun TNR oY1 |'Y

A gtingy person separates one-sixtieth. :3)0,/ 4 nnR nun
YWD TR oo

V4 0N DR
DOWMONN TNR

:3)}/7/'}/
DOWYN TNXR
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So let’s review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf posed the following
question:

XON'™ "7 ar N7 R

XD N 1ar TRl

A nan 9 instructed a nsw to sell a %~ of his land, and
the nw sold a larger piece of 1 .

~n

XN 1MaThy 9Q'oin

3 XN XONMI

Do we separate the two halves and say;

Regarding the first % o,

onp ron, the sale IS valid, because,

NN nwy

He fulfilled his mission; and,

1271TN'7 713 1'R DI

The seller CANNOT retract from the sale of the first ¥ 1.

And, regarding the second % o,

01 mon, the sale is NOT valid, because it’s considered a
separate sale — which the nw added to the +om’s instruc-
tions.

Xn'IT IR

XIN 12T 9y vavn

13 X7 'n1 XONN

Or we say that even regarding the first % o,

301 o, the sale is NOT valid, because,

ININ"Y nwy X9

He did NOT fulfill his mission, because he disregarded
the ~om’s instructions, and n vy 9 1N

The seller CAN retract from the sale of the first % .

A possible proof from a Mishnah in a7vn nyon remained
inconclusive.
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RINYY 9 12T 1D MR
RMD N P20 YR
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(1/2 %2)

PN
NINPI2THY
717 XY NI RO

oM
NIN 12T HY
1 RN RN

m//)ﬁ Wy
wd,
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The Gemara then cites the previous Mishnah's case of
N AnaImnd N

NN T NN NIY Anonl

02 NN

And gives two possible explanations;

According to the first explanation it would resolve the
above question and support the second 1, that

NIN 1M2T 'Y 1avn

02 Ndni

1.

The Mishnah is speaking of where

QXTI NM DY ATT

2T NN

NIY N nana 'xnl

She sold a property worth 100 Zuz and 1 2, for that
price of 100 Zuz and 1 v, but the sale exceeded her
Kesubah of 100 Zuz.

NNIX XN 179X

"o T TR

01 ndn

Even if she offers to return the extra a7 to the per, the
sale is NOT valid, because

nNIN"Y NNy X1

X'N 1M2AT 9V nnavn

She did NOT fulfill her mission, because she disregarded
the jenr by selling more property.

However, the Gemara offers a second explanation of the
Mishnah, in which it has no bearing on the above
Shailah.

2.

We interpret the Mishnah as we understood it originally;
AT NN QY AT

nina

She sold a property worth 100 Zuz and 1 v, for a lower
price of 100 Zuz;

ITINTA

She undersold it. And the sale is NOT valid, because, as
Rashi explains,

AN NI DT 'R 2T INIRY

She was not authorized to sell a field of more than her
Kesubah.

NMIX XN 1798

|'U'1|'I] MN'TATNAXR

J02 NN

Because

N'N NNK N2 Y NIvo2 DN D

The entire sale was erroneous, because the property was
sold as one, and it exceeded her Kesubah.

'3')/&/
MI9 FN3INS N
FIS 0T A I NS
s man

Two possible explanations;
The first explanations
would resolve the guestion

2

T NI MW PATT
nIna
97INT2

NINIR RN 1R
POMWH AT PR
502 NN
Because
myva NN D
NN DNXR N22 "NV
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1

A7) NI MY PAT
92°T1 NIN2
N5W NN NIN2 IR

NINIR RN 1DDR
POMWH T PR
02 NN
Becawse
NNNYdY NNYY &Y
NN 1727 HY NPAYN
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The Gemara proceeds to offer a second version of this
Shailah:

77 W2 KT XN

NON"1 "7 1ar T ' KT XN

XD N an

Where the nw sold a larger portion than instructed there
is NO question that

D"pnon

Because

NN nwy

XIN 1M2T Y qQ'om 'RTIT

77 wan »

XD Y ar it kT

xoN™ Y an TN

The question is only where the nw sold a smaller portion
than instructed.

'~n

74 Ty Y1 X207 4"'R j1nx

TIT 77 'DI0¥N NI KT

N NN Ntvn XY

Do we say op non, because it is considered mnin nwy,
because the nan a benefits from a smaller sale, since he
may not need all the money, and he could not later have
rescinded a larger sale?

XTI

n'1nx

WRITY MUY IWOHIT "1 XN XY

Or we say 902 non, because it is considered ininiw nwy x3,
because he does NOT benefit from a smaller sale. On the
contrary, it is detrimental for him to have so many
documents. It ruins his reputation.

The Gemara wants to resolve this question from a
Mishnah in awyn noon, and from our Mishnah, but both
proofs remain inconclusive.
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Second version of this Shailah:

P von 25
RO 79 12T 92T 1Y MRT RN
XM 7Y Pan

o”p 1N
Because yonfl 2y
£ 1953 f Q/a//./ *£3/7

/ﬁ}ﬁ'ﬁ o
R 9 1727 92T N9 MRT

RO MY P21 DTN
(1/2 7/3) ?’RD

,e,q/é V'3
MY IR
"M RMINRYH
Y MOV VDT

/6 /2N
because it iy considered
mmfﬁ 2y ,é/

JrTEN
17 772Y 7% R2OT YR
M7 7Y 170NN R IRT
MAMTN NN KRY

because it iy considered
w//yﬁ Wy

The Gemara wants to resolve this question
from a Mishnah inn>Vn, and from our Mishnah
but both proofs remain inconclusive
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The Gemara proceeds to discuss similar scenarios:
XO'WO

DI X1 TNNY R

If a nan 'wa specifically instructed the nw to sell to one
buyer, NOT to two buyers, and the nw sold to two
people, it is certainly

NN nwy X

702 Moni

As Rashi explains, because,

TORTANYT "N

The nan wa clearly said that he objects to multiple buyers,
by reiterating his statement.

However, in a case of

xnno xY''R

The nan w instructed the n4w to sell to one buyer, but he
did NOT reiterate that the ntw should NOT sell to two
buyers;

XN Says

ININ"W nwy X9

02 noni

Because

INYT N

When the nan wa specified one buyer, he meant that he
objects to multiple buyers.

X1IN 21 11 N2 XTON 10 disagree and say

DY 17981 TN

It is considered

NN Ny

D" noni

Because

INYT N7 X

The nan wa did NOT object to multiple sale documents,
because

2N INTNIR

People in general specify one buyer, even though they
do NOT object to multiple buyers.

The Gemara leads into a discussion of

NIYIET AKX 'R

The Halachah of axax does NOT apply to land.
And explains;

XN "' a0

nan wa nvot

If the landowner made an error in which he sold his land
for a cheaper price

o"pnon

Because

NIYIET AKX 'R

n"Y nyou 1ax

MNY'I X PANTY 1IN 00K

However, if the niw made an error and sold the owner’s
land for a cheaper price

02 NN

Because

ININ"Y nwy X9

Because, the nan wa claims that he only appointed the n4w
to bring him benefits, but NOT to cause him a loss

In other words, it’s not an issue of axax, but of nin4w.

TNXRY "R

RNNO

And themb sold
to two people

RIN 2N MMXRTONDN

IMNMHY NYY
0P 17O

vvs bl

Because
ODD /DI

mypIp»
928
"YW NYLvL

5)'/7/«/;&’

/y) 2 9@/ ’Jy)/
y»//}//;é[

ploRRb]s

Because

YA AWy v
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And thembw sold
to two people

nYY XY

MNMHY
502 17OM

)7 'ﬁ

?’0/’)9

IRIN PR

RO M AN
N3N HYya NYVT

o”p 17N

Because
/)/}7) 7 Ey/t /’;é’
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The Gemara proves this distinction from a Mishnah and
Braisa regarding Trumabh.

The Mishnah states

DINNIRY INMYT NI

n1an ya Ny oin

When a nan wa appoints a nsw to separate nnnn from his
produce, but he did NOT specify an amount, the n4w
separates the amount that the nan wa is accustomed to.

NN Y2 YT VT IR DRI

D'ynnn TNX N'21'22 DAIn

If the nw does NOT know the nan wa’s amount, he
separates the average amount of one-fiftieth

However,

nmwy 9'oln IX NNwy Nn's

nmhnn mnnn

If the nyw separated the nv~ w3, the inferior amount of
one-sixtieth, or he separated no' 3, the generous amount
of one-fortieth, the separation is still effective, because
A'NTAXR 2N MMXRT

The ntw claims that he assumed that the nan 9a is
accustomed to this amount.

However this implies that if the nw’s separation
exceeded the generous amount of one-fortieth
minn innnn |'R

Because

NN nwy X4

However, the Braisa that refers to the nan wa states
DYYN TNX 179X 172 N'VI DN

nminn mnnn

When a nan wa made an error, in which he separated a
large amount of one-twentieth, the separation is still
effective, because the separation was NOT through the
n"wv.

We see that if the nw does NOT fulfill the wishes of the
nywn, he is not considered his n4w.
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The Gemara proves this distinction
from a Mishnah and Braisa regarding Trumah.

\,’yé/\/

YOS N
2y Y

PTI AN BN
n*an 5ya Sy

D22 07N
QWD NN

2790
nYan Sys nyes

ainl~a' N alahl]
Y AN IN Thit impliey
AN NN IfthebW’s separation
PP oD T exceeded one-fortieth
AN INMAN PR
Because

w//yﬁ Ay ,e/

However, the Braisa
that r%m to the, > fs states

2vRYn TN BN 1 mHYY Ban
190 3N

Because the

aﬁom
was NOT ?‘/wou?ﬁz the nf0
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