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Intro

Y91 1R whERa Y'en NN QA
Today we will n”valearn 797 of X121 X322 NHON nqvq:ﬁn AN 9T ﬂnv oN

Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the opinions regarding

121 PO WSWn 1N Nk Dkplenk

Y97 DR 3TN T0Y DR

If someone’s fields surround another person’s field from
all four sides and he erects walls between their fields from

all four sides, to what extent must the inner owner share in _
the expenses?

The Mishnah's Halachah of
5910 731 HM>

IR YIIR TYIMIZ MR PR
If a wall separating two yards collapsed, both owners are SQJW “em 5 ms

obligated to rebuild it to the height of four mnK;
DN PN TY MY 1w Pavnn

VP MR TN

IR PN PR

If the first owner built a high wall whose height exceeded
four mnNK, the second owner pays only for the costs of four
mnR, but not for the extra height. However

MR 5m 15 Jpo

7PN DR PHY NI ROW 9"YR

551 IR YOV PO

1opa i
If the second owner built an adjacent wall equal to the MmN iq:sqnn r,x

height of the first wall, even if he did not yet place beams
over both walls, he is obligated to pay the first owner for
the extra height.
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. The Machlokes regarding
13N 1T YIPN
It TN PRYID D IR

Ifa person loaned someone money for a set time, and the MXN I?n]: ]" 1DD
mb claims that he paid up before the due date; whether we
ay POV 1M ROW 7YX

Rbge;[;:ol:ligog;rig? pnazfz loan before the due date njpn n nN
PO 19250

950 NXR

17°2N% 1PT Y2IPH
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. So let's review ...

Several opinions regarding

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed several
opinions regarding

121 P W5 17N IR PP Y31 AN 2O 19130 NN AYPRn
DYPINT NN 9T [ ON

Y297 DR 3TN THY DR

If someone’s fields surround another person’s field from
all four sides and he erects walls between their fields from
all four sides, to what extent must the inner owner share in
the expenses.

1.

Either

AW oY 5o

The inner owner must pay for the costs of the actual walls,
and if the walls were built with expensive stones he must

pay the higher price.

2.

OR

M op o 3 2 1

The inner owner pays only the lower price of an inexpen-

sive wall of reeds, but he does not pay the higher price ofa ’Db ’Db b:n

stone wall.

§ RMPVI  SM2aDIp IV

OR The price The lower price The costs

RMTOI VR ofa of an inexpensive of the actual

The inner owner pays only for the price of a watchman, watchman wall of reeds walls
. but he does not need to pay even the minimum price of a

wall.
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The Gemara proceeds with an incident of

PIIMI YIIND RIPITPOPR RO

R117's fields surrounded X'117's field from all four sides.
R117 erected walls from all four sides and demanded that
X117 pay him at least for Rm7v3 DR,

Y RY

N7 refused to pay anything, until X173 ruled

DYORTIRPA OO O

Either, you pay Xy17 the minimal price of Rm~v1 1R that
he asked for, OR

RYT 72 RIPRT

0P 1177 RTHR RN 27D

I will compel you to pay the full price of 77w i o5
because the final ruling is like "oy °21.

DafHachaim.org

The Yemaras proceedy with an incident...

N2 POPN NN

PINNN DIIND
and demanded that N1 pay him
at least for RMPDLI 1IN

l NN \

b »m Nb

NN refused to pay anything
Unitil £ raled

DD >7
DNOINT IND2
Either, you pay N»2)
the minimal price of

NDIPDI 1IN
that he asked for

RYT 30 NRIPNT
NN 27D
DP 1T RION

Iwill compel you to pay
the full price of YTaw nn 195
because the final ruling
is likeor 12y
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. The Gemara proceeds with another incident
RYIN J27 R oo
TN Another incident...
N7 bought a field that bordered X127’ field
oY RY37 720

RIRD 2T RPTOWOD ND)N )JT N)J)‘)

Ry17 wanted to have the sale rescinded, because as a ) )
neighbor he has the first rights to the field NI2IT NIXDN
N1 bought a field

that bordered N»27’s field

For
Sale

However, X790 27 told X127 not to so, because
R5HXH 77038 RHX YN WIR IR

As Rashi explains N2 )
701995 1TYn TIARINIT IV RN . NJ 37
N7 was poor and needed the field to support himself. AOW ?%&M

Therefore, X127's obligation to help a poor person
overrides his rights of X9%'» 73, since both matters are
alluded to in the Pasuk

R "mbDb R»2Y 12D
NIND 2T NIT DIWD

N»2) wanted to have the sale rescinded,

because as a neighbor
. he has the first rights to the field

However, N\yoD 1)
told N»2) not to so, because
WIN MPHDN
NR55x%5 nvaIn Rb¥b NN

N2 was poor and needed the field
to support himself

W%r@,
TGl % o/)@afwm fo W @ poor person
overvides hiy n%fy o% PZE/VN
oM s PRI
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Zugt Di Mishnah

591w 73m HMd

DR YIIR TYIMIAD MR PI°AD

If a wall separating two yards collapsed, both owners are
obligated to rebuild it to the height of four mnr. As Rashi
explains

PRI PPRY 20 0m3

A height of four mnX is sufficient to prevent one from
looking into the other’s yard.

Therefore, as Rashi explains;

IRIIW ARG TR IOR OX

SUN PIVY IR

ORI NN MR N

If after the wall was built, one owner claims that he paid
for the whole wall and demands that the second owner
reimburse him for half the costs, while the second owner
claims that he already paid for half the costs;

The Mishnah rules;

MW Npina

NI ROV PRI NDW T

We assume that the second owner paid for the initial
height of four mnR, unless the first owner proves
otherwise, because (R.)

W0k PhY 7nT o

793535 1 vowm

DWH AN PR RS

7722 75D PYIX 77 ROR

Since this Halachah is clear to all that one must pay for the
height of four mn»K, the second owner pays even if Bais
Din does not compel him to do so, and the first owner
would not have built the wall on his own, but would go to
Bais Din to compel the second owner to pay his share.

DafHachaim.org

D4

b 2¥m Sne
PSR PN TP NNaY N P

Ay Rashi W
D9 POOD 1D D03

DEN PEY 1H HIZE NOd THHD IO o
HPON NI IMH ON
[N npina
NI ROW PN N T

We assume that the second owner
paid for the initial height of four PIDN,
unless the first owner proves otherwise

952 595 Ot POEM WNDD PO D3NT7 1D
7733 Y5 DS D% HOH BEH ON3 D0 HO
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. The Mishnah continues, however,
YO DR T
MR P PR
If the first owner built a wall higher than four mnx, the
second owner pays only for the costs of four mnx, but not

for the extra height.
oy N
IN 2R N
. However,
MR 5M 15 Jpo
s o2 R 5ms 15 a0

If the second owner built an adjacent wall equal to the

PR N 103 1) 8O PN

height of the first wall, even if he did not yet place beams , y
over both walls, he is obligated to pay the first owner for ‘7: aFab R ‘717 ? ‘73‘7;”

the extra height, because as Rashi explains;

TRAT DL Y RAITPOYT 9T

It is apparent that the second owner wants to benefit from
the extra high wall to support his roof.

In this case,

1M1 ROW Npina

NIV PRI RDW TY

We assume that the second owner did not pay for the extra
height unless he proves otherwise, because, (R.)

535 193 T VOWD PRY

5 0P IPR PT 2T T

Since this Halachah that one must pay for the extra height
is not clear to all, the second owner would not pay unless
Bais Din compelled him to do so.

PHOT7 DO3I03 O HNYT7 DDVT DN7

NI ROW NPt
® NI TN N2 T

595 952 Of vOEN PHE
I NEY WD P7 D3 WDINME TV
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The Gemara cites a Machlokes regarding

19am5 Pt Ypn

W PN THYIONZ N

If a person loaned someone money for a set time and the
M claims that he paid up before the due date;

wph W says

TPRIIPR

The mb is not believed, because

M VIDW R

IT VA VIDT WIR TIAY R

People sometimes postpone payment even after the due
date, and they certainly do not pay before the due date.

N17) 7N say

JON]

The mb is believed, because

I VIOT VPR TV

P WIIT I

PYIDR PR IR

1700 RYT R

Sometimes money becomes available and the m> would
pay even before the due date to avoid the m5» coming
after him for the money.

The Gemara proceeds to explain the Mishnah’s xw>7 and
R0 according to this Machlokes:

In the Xw’ the Mishnah said

INIW N

iy} ROW PRI RV TY

We assume that he paid for the wall up to four mnx unless

proven otherwise.

This cannot be a case of

IO TPNVIO 75 MRT

That the second owner claims he paid AFTER the wall
was built and the money was due, because

NIV NPT ROWO

Then he is certainly believed like any 3719913, one who
denies the entire claim.

Therefore, this must be a case of

T N2 POYIO 7Y IDRT

The second owner claims he paid BEFORE the wall was
built, and the money was not yet due, and even so he is
JORY;

This seems to support X171 22X in that

I PN TYIOTWIR TV
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The Gemara cites a Machlokes...

17°2N% T Y2IPN
DT N2 PPNYID 1Y N

If a person loaned someone money for a set time
wnd the >,/ claims
ﬁ@fm/ upr é%r& the due date

ARV Pt ép/én
PRI PRI IR

DT VIDW IND)
PN T2Y RH
DT 122 VIDT

PR TID
MIDT 122 VIDT
MT WD INDT PIDT
MDIDN DN IR
JTIDD RHT 201 1D

The Gemara W&m the Mishnah
accor/én?/ ty this Wachlokes...

20
1M APtAS
Nl NOY MM N Ty

We assume he paid for the wall up to four mMHN
unless proven otherwise

X v

Thiy cannat be a case g

N9 IMRT N9 MRT
°NYID 1°NYID
22NT NT N2

Becawse
RXRLVMVD

1MW NpTRa | Aty oy ok

&t 7y
ZIYNG PLIP D7YI1O7
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The Gemara answers

R P ROWI ROW 3T RITINY

In this case it's assumed that he did pay, because as each
row of the wall was built the corresponding money is
immediately due.

However, in the case of a m>», one does not pay before the
money is due.

In the Xo°0 the Mishnah said

1M RYW Npna

NIV PRI TY

We assume that he did not pay for the extra height unless
proven otherwise.

This cannot be a case of

W1 POYIO D MWRT

I paid you when it was due;

Because

R2ORPR

Why not? He ought to be jx1 as any 51119157

Therefore, this must be a case of
T PN TPHYIO 75 IRT

I paid you before it was due; and
JPNRIIPR

This seems to support w’p5 w1 in that
PIYTRAVIDT VPR TR

The Gemara answers;

RI7IRY

1327°5127107 17 10 IRT

In this case it's assumed that he did not pay, because
where it is not clear that he owes the money, he does not
pay even after the money is due unless he was obligated to
do so.

However, in the case of a m>» where it is clear that he
owes the money, he does pay even before the money was
due.

DafHachaim.org

v

RN 7IRY
RN NN RDWI RDW 95T

it'’s assumed that he did pay, one does not pay

because as each row before the money
of the wall was built is due

the corresponding money
is immediately due

Koo
N3 8O NPt
NI TN R Y

We assume he did not pay for the extra height
unless proven otherwise

Thiy canndt be a case

N9 IDRT
°NYI1D

N IONXRT
°NYID
NT N2

WWM@ é//')/én
byt 70y &/
ZAYNG JEP ¥IOF

He w«?/rf ty be W

MW DD 10/9

v

RN NIRWY
1227 7 12 NPT M M IDKRT

it's assumed he did not pay,
because
where it is not clear
that he owes the money,
he does not pay
even after the money is due
unless he was
obligated to do so

where it is clear
he owes the money,
he does pay
even before
the money was due
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The Gemara concludes

M 190K 5”30 RN

The final ruling is like Resh Lakish that

TIPT A YIOT WIPR TV RS

And in a case where the 1> died, the m» can confiscate
the money from the heirs even without making a nyiaw.
Although in general

DI 7023 VIO RN

WA ROR P19 RS

The Chachamim initiated that one who collects from the
PwI's assets must make a naw?

That is only where the m> died after the due date and we're
concerned that he might have paid the loan and his heirs
are not aware of it.

However, where the m> died before the due date, we're not
concerned that he might have paid the loan, because

PIT NI VIOT WIR TV RY PN
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The Gemara concludes...

9795 RNOYM
MNM 1YDNX)

P

/%%w%u w;/meml
DD DN VIS Nan
2ND1IWI RON vy ND

Vv

That is only where
thenn died after the due date
and we're concerm/
that he W /Ld/(/& A the lpan

MWJ/W&MfMM@O o

However,
where then died before the due date,
we’'re not concerned that /mm?/u‘ W&/Jm/?‘ﬁ@ loan,

because
DN IR Y107 @¢ E V4 t/s)/o)r/)
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