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T 01
Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 1”3 97 of XY>¥1» X221 NHON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes regarding

T35 v

VTYOPR IR IOM

The va1n, the plaintiff claims with certainty you owe me
money.

The van), the defendant says I don’t know - he’s not sure.
2AAAMR RITIN AT 1T

He has to pay, because,

PIV A RDYWIII

The certain claim is stronger than the uncertain claim,
even to extract money.

OO IR PN 2N PRI AN

He does not have to pay, because,

VAN DPINARIDD PR

The yaniis the pimn;

He has the money in his possession;

While the yain is the Roxm;

He wants to extract the money; and,

PRI POV 172 RN

The explanation according to 317 *27 113 27 of the
Mishnah'’s Halachah

7797 IR DRIV

DY 731 779w DY 731 THORW

VTP OIPR MR 7O

N

If someone borrowed a cow for halfa day and rented the
same cow for the second half of the day, and the cow died;
If the owner is a 12 and the SR is a Rpw, the SN is liable

to pay.

R17's Halachah of

725w

DWW ROR T PR IR 7O

VTPOPR IRV

If the yain claims a M, which is, 100 Zuz, and the yan)
admits partially that he owes 50 Zuz, but he is not sure
whether he owes the other 50 Zuz;

D5WP YW 913 1WRY PO

Since he became obligated to make a nzpna 77H NYI12Y,
that he does not owe the other 50 Zuz, but he cannot do so
because he is Y77 1R, he must pay the whole nn.

DafHachaim.org

972 N
YT 2R IR NOYM

2N - Plaintiff claims with certainty
v2an2 - Defendant says I don’t know

:ADP 127 )HNI 2N :N2N 27 T )

MNOD 27

DWIPHR YN PIE ﬂ?}/ 9P Ml 9P

29 1Y 19PN £ D]

=DM AN ONH
a1 XM 9 Y e N
P N AN O
e

AP Sayls;
7729 P
IR NYM
DOWNN ROR 722 77 PR
YT 2R IRV
YW 9157 1RW NN
ob>wn
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. Several questions regarding the Halachah of
25Y21 MORY N0
If at the time of the loan, the owner was working for the

581w, he is not liable. D’ID}’:: anw 11199

If there was both 75Xw and m75w in the same cow, the
first was 0>»21 and the second was not 05v13, is this
considered o521 or not?

If there was nmw and nnow
in the same cow,
the first was o'wma
and the second was not o',

Ty thiy considered ol or not?

A
eskel .
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So let's review ...

The previous Mishnah taught

7197 DR SRR

DY 31 770V DY 31 TORY

If someone borrowed a cow for half a day, and rented the
same cow for the second half of the day, and the cow died;
OR

IS W 0PI ORY

He borrowed the cow for today and rented the same cow
for the next day, and the cow died;

OR

AN’ AR SRWI DAR 300

He borrowed one cow and rented a second cow, and one
cow died;

Whether the 9w is 2711 depends on which party has a
™2 MYV, a certain claim:

If

I A2IRY IR RODA

NN AYRY AW Ol

M AMIRY AW TYw3

VIV OPR IR OM

N

If the owner is a *73, he claims with certainty that the
borrowed cow died, and in the previous cases, he claims
that the cow died during the time it was borrowed, while
the SN is a XY, he's not sure;

The 9w is 271 to pay the owner as a SR,

DafHachaim.org

Bi

M5 AN SN R

DYV Y81 RO OY XM ONY

Borrowed for half a day,
and rented for the second half of the day,
and the cow died

op
qra mRoR D ONY

Borrowed the cow for today
and rented for the next day,
and the cow died

oe
MM NAN S8R AR oY

Borrowed one cow
and rented a second cow,
and one cow died

W AN MY
Sty M TN AR o
7 MR MMNY MR s

7P

2
The mw is 2n to pay the owner
as ad>nw
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The Gemara explains the Mishnah according to both
opinions in the well-known Machlokes regarding

725 M

DIPOPR IR O

The vin, the plaintiff, claims with certainty you owe me
money.

The vans, the defendant, says I don’t know - he’s not sure.
271 R RV 2N AT 17

He has to pay, because,

PIY MI2ARDYI M2

The certain claim is stronger than the uncertain claim
even to extract money.

MNOO MR PN 22 P AN

He does not have to pay, because,

70 DRI RN PN

The yaniis the prm;

He has the money in his possession.

While the y2in is the XX

He wants to extract the money; and,

PRI POV 1AM ROV

According to X127 1T 27, our Mishnah'’s Halachah is
simple:

I ONW

Because

TV M RDWII]

The owner’s certain claim is stronger than the >Xw's
uncertain claim.

However, according to 131y °27 j»n3 29, in this case
MO HRIW

The 5w would be 109, because

I DPIN2 RIDD PR

Therefore, we must say that the Mishnah is a case of
PP AW POY WV 1D

The Sx1w became obligated to make a m12w to be exempt.
However,

DU YW’ 917 IPRW NN

Since he cannot make the ny12w because he was V77 1R,
he must pay.

As N1 says;

725 M

DWHN ROR T T PR IR IO

VTP OYR IRV

If the y2in claims a min, which is, 100 Zuz, and the yam
admits partially that he owes 50 Zuz, but he is not sure
whether he owes the other 50 Zuz;

DOWN YWY 91 IWRY PNn

Since he became obligated to make a nzpna n7m nyaw
that he does not owe the other 50 Zuz, but he cannot do so
because he is »77 1R, he must pay the whole nn.

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara explainy the Mishnah

accor/mg/ 1o bath gpinions inv the wel—known Wachlokesy

97229 Mn
YTV 2R IR NOM

2N - Plaintiff claims with certainty
2N) - Defendant says I don't know

220D 127 JPNI 2

TNOD

NN 2 AT 1)
2N
DIWIPSIR LY PIE 519?1/ 9P Ml 9P

{2499 1Y 1oy 3D}

2 v

; B
Would be 3160, Y Nm
because SN
XN I Qo QT M2
?ann npprma

v

nYRY Joy W' |12
[N
However,
yawr3 ' 1I'RY NN
nwn

Ay £27 says;
7722 °% D
DXWNN ROR 1772 7 PR IR AOM
YT MR IRWM

21N claims anip, which is, 100 Zuz,
2N admits partially that he owes 50 Zuz,
but he is not sure whether he owes the other 50 Zuz

D5YWN PV 9157 1XYW NN
Since he became obligated to make a ngpn2 NI HYV1IY
that he does not owe the other 50 Zuz,
but he cannot do so because he is VT ION,
he must pay the whole nap

Bava Metzia 98- 4



MY 57 NP0 N22

Dedicated By:

And the Gemara explains that the 712w poY in our
Mishnah would be possible if we explain

221 R

31ROV

The xw is a case of two cows, and the Xo°0 is a case of
three cows:

21 R

The owner gave the SR two cows;

POV RDYT P91 APRWI RIDYT 717399

POV RDY TN AR RDY T 101K

Both cows were loaned for one half of the day and rented
for the other half, or loaned for one day and rented for the
next day, and the owner claims

YR 17NN NN

Both cows died during the time they were loaned, and the
5N ought to be 27n for both;

While the Sx1w is ngp»a 77m; he claims

I APRY J7Y3,PR RTA

RIWT R JTN)

One cow indeed died during the time of i5Rw, a IRTI,
while regarding the second cow, I am not sure of when it
died;

DOWH YWY 912 WRY PN

Since the SR is obligated to make a n3p»I 77 NY1I2W on
the second cow, but he cannot, he is obligated to pay for
both cows.

JAROOY

The owner gave the SN three cows;

iginieitomiainise] ﬂ'?’N'(UJ 2

Two were loaned, and the third was rented, and two of the
cows died;

The owner claims

YRWT NN 3700

The two loaned cows died, and the SR ought to be 27n
for both, while the bx1w claims

0N NYRYT RTN 'R

RIPT RY TR

One of the loaned cows indeed died - a nx7, while
regarding the second cow that died, I am not sure whether
it was loaned or rented.

DOWH YWY 912 WRY PN

The Yemara @y}&m the syl poy i our Mishnah
would é@/zoja'éf& 74 we W

22 RDD

Three cows:

1
n'Nva 2
NNDYA NNNI

Owner o(fw/m/

NINYT /NN 20 1NN

Jort laimy
NN NTRYTRTN 'R
NWT NI TR

yaw* ot 'R INn
nwn

DafHachaim.org

22 RWM

Two cows:
NINWA XNI'T N9
NNDYA XAIFT NI

NN NN TN
NNDYa XA Tl

Owner claims
IN"NN 1NN
NINY [T

é/ﬁ B N3ppp DNy
IR XN
nNN NINRY [T
NWT NI TN

yawr3 ot ke JInn
nwn
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The Gemara continues

PR DI T MORT RDMA 920

NIPPAIRTIM NIPPA A0

According to X1 92°39, a 9w is obligated to make a
712w only if he both partially denies and partially admits
to the owner’s claim. In this case, the Sx1w would be 7109
V1awn because there is no 179?

Therefore, m1aw poY would be possible only if we say
A RYY

TARODY

The xw 7 is a case of three cows, and the Xo'0 is a case of
four cows;

ARy

The owner gave the YR three cows;

MW RDPT IO THORWI RDYT 7759

oW ROY T AORW RDY T 03 °R

All three cows were loaned for one half of the day and
rented for the other half] or loaned for one day and rented
for the next day, and the owner claims

YRW 1TV 200

While the S claims

D2YN» 02T PR RN

NP AYRY 7Y, PR XTI

RIPT RY PRI

One cow I never borrowed, a 7795;

The second cow indeed died in the time of the loan, a
ARTIT;

And regarding the third cow, I am not sure when it died.
oowN VAW’ M3 WRY nn

TIROD’

The owner gave the SR four cows;

MPOWI KT TORWI ')

Three loaned, and the fourth rented, and three of the cows
died;

The owner claims

TORWT '3 3700

The three loaned cows died;

While the b1 claims

DO9Y» 037 YIRS RTN

AL TORWT PR RTM

RIPT RY TN

One cow I never borrowed, a 17°95;

The second cow was loaned, a IRTI7;

And regarding the third cow, I am not sure whether it was
borrowed or loaned;

oowN VAW’ M3 WRY N

The Gemara conffinues

IONT RN 2 MM
1277 DI T
NXPN ARTIN NXPHN2 N0

A~ mw is obligated to make a nvaw
only if he both partially denies and partially admits
to the owner’s claim.

I thiy case, the Jlr€ wodd be Y1560 360
because there iy no 91037

Wr@%«r&, Rl poy would é&/}oMf@

OW[?/%W&A@?/

T2 RDIDI

Four cows:

1
n'IRvA 2
NNDYAXTN

Owner claims

NINYT 2 0 1NN

Jort claims
NTN
0JIyn 0T IM NI
NN NINYT 'R XN
NWT NI TN

yaw' ot 1w Inn
nwn

DafHachaim.org

22 RWM

Three cows:

NINWA NAIFT DA
NNDYA XAIFT NI

NIRYA NI TN
NnNDYa XA Tl

Owner claimy
N0 210N
NINY T2

ot claimy
NTN
DJIyn DT IN XTI
R XTI
NN NINRY [T
NWT NI TN

yaw* ot 'k INn
nwn
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The Gemara proceeds with several questions regarding
the Halachah of

obYaa mHRY M0

If at the time of the loan, the owner was working for the
5N1w, he is not liable.

1.

5P 92 RIR V3

M DHY23 ROW 715w ©'HYaa TORY

What is the Halachah if a person first borrowed
someone’s cow, with the 0’53, and before he returned it
he rented the cow, without the 53, and 7773181 172333, the
cow was lost or stolen;

Do we say

RPN IYRW

RP?D TN Mo

The m75w is not considered 0521 and the 901w is 27m,
because the noRw and m7ow are not connected, as they are
different levels of mynw?

OR

W WP THORWA TV

TTARI 7332 2D KT

Regarding n7°ar1 72733 the m°>w is a continuation of the
initial 758w, because the initial 7YXw was also liable for
77aR) 12°3), and therefore the m7ow is considered 0'bpa2?

DafHachaim.org

Several questions regarding..

09232 NHYRYW NVD

1

ﬁ,«/ W ARE D YR
0922 NHRWY
D'HY22 ROV NPW
290
First borrowed the cow - with the D5v2,
and before he returned it

he rented the cow - without the Dbp2,
and NTaN) N22J), the cow was lost or stolen

NYIRWY
© RP?P NTING
‘ mIOW

RP?P NTING

prp because:
Thenbrw and now
are not connected,
as they are different
levels of mmw

NYRWa MW
1IMY VM
2N RNT

NTAN) N2

The myow
is a continuation
of thenbNw,
because then5Nw
was also liable
fornmam N2

Bava Metzia 98 - 7
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2.

W WM IORWA YOV NN

And if we are assume that the m75w is a continuation of
the THRWY;

M DHYA3 ROW mHORY o'HYa1 770w

What is the Halachah in a reverse case, if he first rented
the cow, with @53, and then borrowed the same cow,
without ©'5v3, and 115775 7n», the cow died naturally,
which is an onx for which only a Sz is liable;

Do we say

mMYowa mHRY

R RYRTI

Regarding 1577 nnw the 75Rw is not a continuation of the
initial M7>w, because the initial m7>w was not liable for
19770 7nn, and therefore the 15XW was not 05112

OR

NIPPIARIVT D

MT AN RIWT RO

Since regarding n7ax) 0213 the 75RW is a continuation of
the mow, regarding 15772 InN» it is also a continuation,
and therefore the n5xw was 05227

3,

NP ROWT 13 [ IOR KD D"NR

MT 9 RIWT IR

And if we assume that the 758w is not considered a
continuation of the mow;

o5pa3 ROYW 7175w 053 THORY

M THORYY WM

What is the Halachah if he first borrowed the cow with
Dov3, then rented the cow without o'5v3, and then
borrowed the cow again without 0'5v3;

Do we say

AN917S MORWY 15 RNR I70

The second 15X is considered o*>va1 because it is a
continuation of the first moxw?

OR

)12 MPIW 112 RPPOOR

The second 5RW is not a continuation of the first 7Hxw,
because the mow is a separation between them?

DafHachaim.org

2

D922 NPW
0'923 ROW NHRWY
Fah)s)

First rented the cow - with D52,
and then borrowed the cow - without D52,
and n2>YT2 Nn» which is an DN
forwhich only a bz is liable

NORY
maDwa
RD R
RINY
prp because:
Not a continuation
of the nmow,

because the initial m»ow
was not liable for n>y12> Ny,

and fwe%am the >/

was not /a'/ﬁbﬂ

RIPWT 17D
nspn32
RIMWT RN

MT NYID2

Since regarding nTam) n22
the nbNw is a continuation
of the mmw,
regarding n2y7> NN
it is also a continuation,

DNPH2 ROVWT D OIHR RS PR
DT D112 ROMWT INDD

3

0'YY22 NYRY
D922 RHW NDOW)
NORWI 9T
Pafa)e)

First borrowed the cow - with D52,
then rented the cow - without D>p2,
and then borrowed again - without Dbpa

NY RONR TN
NORWY
NNNTH

N RPPODXR
MDY O
)°2) )22
prp because:
The second n5Nw
is not a continuation
of the first nbnw,
because the mmw
is a separation

The second n5Nw
is considered Dby
because
it is a continuation
of the first nbrw

Bava Metzia 98-8
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4.

And in a reverse case

mORWI 522 770w

T TPV N

If he first rented the cow with o5v3, then borrowed the
cow without o*>v3, and then rented the cow again without
oy

Do we say

N7 MPYOWw 15 KIR

The second m7ow is considered o5va1 because it is a
continuation of the first myow?

OR

12111 ORW 12 RP'OOR

The second M7°ow is not a continuation of the first m7ow,
because the "R is a separation between them?

All these questions remain unresolved.

DafHachaim.org

<

0'YY22 NPW
NORW
NOWI T
rah)e)

First rented the cow - with Dbv2,
then borrowed the cow - without D52,
and then rented the cow again - without D>p2

no RN
mI”Mw
NNTY

N RPPODX

nORY
7172 )72
prp because:
The second nmow
is not a continuation
of the first myow,
because the nbnw
is a separation
between them

The second mmow
is considered pbyaa
becauseitisa
continuation
of the first nmow

All these questions
remain unresolved
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