1D 57 NIN2 822

® g~
Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 1" 97 of X902 X212 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

21N Y2 R
1N TR HW 1PN Hon

PO PR

2N 5vaRY

0 TAR SW RSN Hon

If brothers divide an estate among them, and their father’s
creditor seizes one of their portions as payment for a loan;

there are 3 opinions:
npbnn Ibva
amm
The seized share is forfeited;
' M
The division is valid, but they must compensate their
brother for part of the portion he lost, by ceding some of ) |’
the inheritance, or by paying its value. vP.h’: v :ﬂ U1J
M PmPY IR
The brothers are considered heirs or buyers in their

The division is void; npf,nn nI?U:

MY Y7 YpIpa vt don

This d ds wheth

o TN mMyna Y2aM
. portions.

PYIN DOW

The Gemara discusses determining a property’s worth
when the judges disagree in their evaluation. Ordinarily,
W0 T YV

We follow the majority opinion.

However, if there are three differing opinions, itis a
nponn whether

ROYRH ROOD

We follow the middle opinion;

DYWNA NPT

We evaluate the property at halfway between the two
lower opinions.

POSVD Y ROV PO

We take the spread between the lowest and highest
valuation and add a third to the lower number.

umber. 72 901D 7R NTW NN
In general, we follow the lower valuations, since that is
certainly correct. ]n’]’: ]’JDI’JD

7‘7 AIMIN ATV XN

YA PInon

If someone said, “I am selling you half of this field,” he
refers to half the field in VALUE. Therefore, he may

divide the field in any way, as long as each portion is of 1",), b :PD

equal value, and give the inferior portion to the buyer.

' oY Hapn Y’.In ,'l'fJﬂ D1PD

PN, PN, mn onn
The seller of property must provide room for a fence, a Y’ﬂn ]:1
wide ditch, and a narrow ditch from his own property. The
Gemara describes the size and purpose of the ditches.

)
Yecheskel
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So let's review...

The Gemara continues its discussion regarding dividing
an inheritance:

WOIW PR

2N 5Ya RN

170 TR Sw SR Son

If brothers divided an estate among them, and their
father’s creditor seized one of their portions as payment
for a loan;

The Gemara cites three opinions:

1.

MR 1T

falpiblatateploh]

The division is void, and they must again divide the
remaining estate equally, because

1 PwIIPhnw AR

The brothers are all heirs in their portions, because as the
Rashbam explains,

7w

9277 MM

1 MR PHNA MR DI 19vw

The division establishes which portion is each one’s
rightful share.

And since they are all equally responsible for their father’s
loan,

D123 0 71 MR ROW R3O

The division is void, and they divide the remaining estate
equally.
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PONY PR
21N Hya RN
1NN TNR YW 1PON Hon

If brothers divided an estate among them,
and their father’s creditor seized one of their portions
as payment for a loan;

1

WE PI
nM5nn nbva

The division is void,
and they must again divide the remaining estate equally,
because

] PRI 1NONY PNRD
The brothers are all heirs in their portions,
OMI3 B
15 HIO PON3 PH 5D DIIE 370 I
The dwision establishes which portion
W each one’y r%f/wf share.

And since ?‘/w/?/ awredll r@%omdé&/
v their father’s loan,
DS DN OF WP HOE HIM)
The dwigion iy void,
and z%e?/ divide the rmmm?/ eslate W
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2.

WOR ORIDY

amm

The brother whose property was seized forfeited his share
in the estate, because

72 PR

N MRS P PiRm

T OPINRA ROW P

Dividing an estate is akin to selling each other their part in
all the other portions, and so the others are not responsible
if one portion was seized, because, as the Rashbam
explains

NI RN

INR 5apn RS RT

235 1A P 3

PHY MR 1N Y2 Row

They all agree that it is mutually beneficial for them to
cede each other’s portions completely, without a guaran-
tee, in order to receive full rights to their own portions.
Therefore, they do not need to compensate their brother
for the seized property.

DafHachaim.org

2

W el
"

The brother whose property was seized
forfeited his share in the estate, because

N1 PN
NN MMpd pdnw pRRM
"WT NPINRI ROW NP1d)
Dividing an estate is akin to selling each other

their part in all the other portions, and so
the others are not responsible if one portion was seized,

as the Rashbam explaing
OHD HWO3
DYHNH 53pH 1S 10H7
NI 199305 DINM N
15D HYINH 19930 53 POE
aﬂagxw%af#%mfw«ﬂ%ém%ml%w them 1y

cede each other’s portions co@@l@fd?/ without & W@m‘w

i order o receive m%fj/ ty their own /zarﬂow
Wﬁ&r@, z%e?/ Ao not need ty compensate their brother

%r the W%/ property.
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3,

IR OR 17

myPa Yam YpIpa v don

The division is valid, and in the case of two brothers, one
must compensate the other for half of the portion he lost -
and in the case of more brothers, the others must compen-
sate him in the proportion of their responsibility - by
ceding some of the inheritance, or by paying its value,
because

75 RPOON

NI POUIOR

N mmp R

"OR 17 was unsure whether they are considered heirs or
buyers of their shares, and so

PPN pooa Somn o

We divide the disputed sum;

Either in property or in money, because, as the Rashbam
explains, they can argue

M9 NI RIR

b RIpYON M

I would have paid the creditor with money, so I can pay
you as well.

The Gemara concludes
RS

npbnn bva

The division is void.
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3

WE ok P)
mymn2a Y227 YpIp2 Y2271 Hon
The division is valid,
and in the case of two brothers,
one must compensate the other for half of what he lost.
And in the case of more brothers,
the others must compensate him in the proportion
of their responsibility - by ceding some of the inheritance,
or by paying its value,
because

"D NpoDD
NN MMPL IR - N PN

DR ) was unsure whether they are considered heirs or
buyers of their shares, and so

PPN POD2 DLV PHD
We divide the disputed sum;
Either in property or in money,
Ay the Rashbam explaing, z%e?/ can argue
e 9D "o HIH
M3 DD HIMODN MO
7 woudd have paid the: creditor with maney,
w0l can paty yow ay well,

v

RNOYN
nMbnn nY0a

The division is void.
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The Gemara discusses determining a property’s value
when the judges disagree in their evaluation, using the
following conversions:

One i equals 25 Y50, which equals 100 937;

oL ITTY TWHw

712 IIN TR

DNRD DR DIV

Ifthree judges evaluate a property, and one says it is
worth a m», while the other two say it is worth two mm; or
D NRP2 IR TR

NI DN DIV

If one says it is worth two 71», while the other two say it is
worth one 713

O3 T SV

We follow the majority opinion, as the Pasuk says

monb 0’37 IR

However,

IR TR

DWWV IR TIRI

DWHWA IR TN

If one valued it at one 73», which is 25 Y50, the second at 20
150, while the third at 30 Y50, the Gemara cites three
opinions:

1.

1IN NTI

RNYSH RODD

We follow the middle opinion, because this is also a way
of following the majority:

Two of three judges agree that it is not worth more than a
0

While two of three judges also agree that it is not worth
less than a min.

The Rashbam points out

PIINRIN

D'Y70 M”22 1R DR

According to this reasoning, the same Halachah would
apply if the middle view would not be the average or
median of the two extreme opinions.

DafHachaim.org

Defermm'n?/ @ /aﬂ;&eﬁ‘y/ s value
when the /w/gw /m?rw i their evaluation

© 00

DMWY ITIY NVHOY
Ifthree judges evaluate a property
AMIR TR IR TR IR TNR
DYNRN2 DYNRN2 NN
or
MR TR MR TR IR TNR
nina nina DYNRN2

01YN2 TN Y02
We follow the majority opinion,
as the Pasuk says

mism ©rEm N

/7/00\/6{/@/’,

MR TAR MR TAR - IR TNR
11192 DVY2

z

nana NPT
RNYINND RNHM

We follow the middle opinion,
because this is also a way of following the majority:

Two of three judges agree that it is not worth
more than anap;
While two of three judges also agree that it is not worth
less than a nm.
The Rashbam pointy out
P70 MO
OWOD 1723 N O
/fccor/m?/ to thiy reasoning, the same Halachah wold
a/z/zl% 75 the middle view woukd not be the average or
median o% AT gpinions.
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2.

IR PITZ 272 NYHR 2T

DYWNINTI

We evaluate the property at 90 717, because we assume
DMWY IRPT ORI

PINRS IV VO RPT

731 IR RPTORM

IR WY VO Rp

The judge who said 20 Y50, i.e. 80 727, undervalued it by 10
et

And the judge who said one 7, i.e. 100 737, overvalued it
by 10r7;

And as the Rashbam explains

DMINON D3V 737 N2 JPIIR ROWA

It is more reasonable to assume that both of the judges
who gave the lower evaluation were more or less correct,
31 IIRW M MR IR

1725 RIT RO

591551 927 S0 nmmnR 5y o

WO IRV

Rather than assuming that only one judge was correct, and
the others were totally incorrect.

The Gemara points out that we do not assume the equally
plausible possibility

RO TIWI RN RYIN R

The property is worth 110 97,

I IRPT RN

DWOW MRPT R PNNRD TIWY VO RP

PR TV VO R

And the judges who said 100 and 120 were each off by 10
717, because

P2 OROP N NTH O

75 pon R man nMnnT

We follow the lower valuation, since that is certainly
correct.

DafHachaim.org

2

Wit pr23 P 7)’7@ »)
DYwna P

We evaluate the property at 907,
because we assume

IMRPT IRM IMRPT RN
nan 01wy
WV RP WO RPT
P NIVY NMNRD NIVY

And the judge who said nap, The judge who said 20 v5p
-10077 - -807T -
overvalued it by 10 77; undervalued it by 10377,

And as the Rashbam WM
DDINDD ONE 937 D3 M5O HHED
7t i more reasonable to assume that both o% the /“/W
who W& the lwer evaluation were more or lesss corvect,
O IMPE 1M INH 0 PN
1735 D107 HHMN
591 551 937 SE MHWMH DY 7MY
WY IHED
Rather than ‘ng that m/?/ one judge way corvect,
and the others were fof&/%/ incorvect.

\ 4
The Gemara points out that we do not assume

the W@W&opﬂwo&f?/

NMY MYD) NN RDIN NN

NI IDRPT NN
NMNRD MWD W1 NP
DWW IDRPT N
PPD MWD WD N

\ 4
because

T2 )RDP NN DM LIPI
M pon RD NI NNNHDT

We /a%w the lower valuation, since that iy cerz‘m‘nﬂf corvect
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3,

DN DINR

ULV P2 ROV PO

We take the spread between the lowest and highest
valuation, in this case 80 to 120 71’7, a total of 40 717, and
add a third to the lower number, and so

RVIRN;T

RIW RN RN PYwn

We value the land at 93 and 1/3 77, and we assume
DMWY IR RPT N7

PIARY RO M 7051 D0 Rp

The judge who said 80 737 under-valued it by 13 and 1/3
777, and

NI IORPTORD

PRY RO 7051 V0 Rp

00 RIDT R PT

The one who said 100 737 over-valued it by 13 and 1/3 927,
and actually valued the land at 106 and 2/3 927, but
MNP KT N

'RNO 720

RIANR R 21D RPOOD RPT

He knew the other judge valued the land at 80 77, and did
not want to offer a radically different evaluation, and
stated a compromise of 100 727.

DafHachaim.org

3

POWMIE PIPE
PWHYYVN 1772 ROV PV
We take the spread between the lowest
and highest valuation,
in this case 8o to 12027, a total of 4017,
and add a third to the lower number,
and so

RDIN IND
NI RNDN) RNOM pown

We value the land at 93 and 1/3 17,
and we assume...

DMWY ION RPT NN
RN IDDN WD Rp

IINRD

The judge who said 80 12T under-valued it
by13and1/37,

NIV IDNPT INM
OPd RNDM DD WY NP
1D NDT NI PT2)

The one who said 100 227 over-valued it by 13 and 1/3 327,
and actually valued the land at 106 and 2/3 37,

NP ROT NN
INDDD J12D
IND2NR IR 11D RIDLD NPT

He knew the other judge valued the land at 807,
and did not want to offer a radically different evaluation,
and stated a compromise 0f 10027
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The Gemara points out that we do not assume the equally
plausible possibility

R0 RNPM 70°2M 7RI RYIR K7

The property is worth 113 and 1/3 937, and

731 IRPT N

PINRS RNSM 05N WO R

The judge who said 100 97 under-valued it by 13 and 1/3
a7, and

DWOW IMRPT R

P5 RNSM 705N o

00 IORPT NI PT

The judge who said 120 927 over-valued it by 13 and 1/3
717, and actually valued the land at 126 and 2/3 727, but
RNOMD 720

RIANR XI5 RPOOD RPT

He knew the other judge valued the land at 100 97, and
did not want to offer a radically different evaluation, and
stated a compromise of 120 717, because

JT2ORDP N DD OIPI

75291 RY ARD N7

We follow the lower valuations, since that is certainly
correct.

RN 217 ruled

DMINRD 71957

Like this third opinion;

However, "wx 17 argued

YT RS DIMRT ROYO

IO 7Y RNOOA

We have not explained this opinion adequately, and so we
certainly do not rule like it.

DafHachaim.org

v

The Gemara pointy out that we do not assume the equally

plassible possibitity
NY2 NNOM D5 NN RVIR RN

N0 IDNPT IND
MINRD RNOM MDD WD Np

D'WOW IDRPT N
Mopb RNOM Db W
19D IVRPT RN PT2)

'NDDD 12D
INI2NN NN 151D RIDDLD NPT

v
because
T2 INDP NN DD DIPD
b pen RS NN PNHDT
W@/a%w the lower valuations, since that i cer?‘ﬁwfy/
corvect.

v
9/3 Q)

DMINRD NOYN

Like this third opinion;

/L/oweuer, O I ar

JOVT) ND DINNT RDDLD
NMHND 11TIV RNIOD

We have not explained this opinion adequately,
and so we certainly do not rule like it.
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Zugt di Mishnah

193 IR

'[5 M IR [TV RN

If someone says, “I am selling you half of this field,“
I pImYn

7Y 30 S0

We divide the property according to its quality, and the
buyer receives half the field.

Similarly,

‘[17 M IR DT RN

Ifhe said, “T am selling you the southern half of the field,”
I pImYn

D72 773N YoM

We divide the property according to its quality, and the
buyer receives the southern half of the field.

RIR 721 X127 suggested

I pImYn

The seller and buyer both receive equal shares of the
superior and inferior sections of the field. However, 17
13ny pointed out

D1T727°3N

PINWD RDR

Ifhe specified the southern half, why should he receive
part of the northern section?

Therefore, 307 27 explained

MO ATY 3N

120 WIND SO Mg

The seller referred to half the field in VALUE.
Therefore, he may divide the field in any way, as long as
each portion is of equal value, and give the inferior
portion to the buyer.

Similarly, in the second case, the Rashbam explains,
ANRP DTV P30 DY

He referred to the southern half of the field in VALUE,
but he may give this value from the inferior section of the
field.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

Yy

Y amh PINT
79 59 N T %N

If someone says, “I am selling you half of this field,”
D P
VI Yen S

We divide the property according to its quality,
and the buyer receives half the field.

Similarly,
2 5% I8 DT R
If he said, “I am selling you the southern half of the field,”
IS P
21T ven S

We divide the property according to its quality, and the
buyer receives the southern half of the field.

P AL D L P We/
' Jm»N2 PIDWD
However, Y /zomfe/ out  The seller and buyer both
DINT2 N8N receive equal shares of the
iior and inferior
PIDYWD INDN superior an
If he specified the southern half, sections of the field.

why should he receive part of
the northern section?

) 4
12w wind bou nmb wmTd HTw en

The seller referred to half the field in value.
Therefore, he may divide the field in any way,
as long as each portion is of equal value,
and give the inferior portion to the buyer.

_Smwé//[?/ i the second case,
MNHN OIVT3E DD HDME
He r%erre/ 1y the southern W o% the W in value,
but he W ?a/& this value Lrom. the M%en'or
section of the tield,

Bava Basra 107 -9



1D A7 XIN2 K33

Dedicated By:

The Mishnah concludes

oY Sapn XM

PN, PN, TN On

The seller accepts upon himself to provide room for a
fence, a wide ditch, and a narrow ditch from his own
property, and

Y20 RI7 AN

D nov Nww

oY PN

A wide ditch measures six 0’1oV, while a narrow ditch
measures three o’mov.

And a xn»71 explains

PInan YN

D192H PN 1)

The narrower ditch was near the fence and the wider ditch
was farther away from the fence, and

ATANIR TN AT

NI9P PN NRAN R5W 79

Both were outside the fence, to prevent animals from
leaping onto the fence and into the property.

The Gemara explains the need for both:

PN

ROPI PN RO INIT TR

If there were only a wide ditch, an animal could climb
inside, and leap onto the fence from there.

PN

RO PNOWR RHOVP POPT TR

If there were only a narrow ditch, an animal could leap
over it onto the fence.

And

M9V PIM 125 P70 12

There was a nov of space between the two ditches.

MW PY T

We have B“h completed the seventh Perek of X131 nyon
X3n3, and in the next Shiur we will begin the eighth Perek,
5w, B'ezras Hashem.

MNDWR KRNI

DafHachaim.org

The Mishnahs concludey. . .

oy Hapi 8
WYY, PV, T D

The seller accepts upon himself
to provide room for a fence, a wide ditch,
and a narrow ditch from his own property,

el akai~t)
DM Y
MO Prn 1

A wide ditch measures six Dnob,
while a narrow ditch measures three pmnob.

AN7IP

YIN2N 27N
01921 YN )2
The narrower ditch was near the fence
and the wider ditch was farther away from the fence,

72 INR NN AT
NXDIP NN RNN ROW 27D

Both were outside the fence, to prevent animals from
leaping onto the fence and into the property.

YN a YN
POPT TR AT TR
N2 RPMP
NXDP) NXDN

If therewereonly a If there were only a
narrow ditch, wide ditch, an animal could
an animal could leap climb inside, and leap onto
over it onto the fence. the fence from there.

NDL YN 129 P*IN P2

There was a nov of space between the two ditches.

75 17295 197
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