Dedicated By:

M'P A7 NN3 832

7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 1™ 97 of X9n2 X221 NoN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the Machlokes regarding

PIRT NN

Who was entitled to receive a portion in the land of Eretz
Yisroel?

PUN? 17 says

PART IPONNI D730 RIS

The land was divided only according to those who were
already twenty when they left o13» even though they did
not enter Eretz Yisroel, and all those who did enter Eretz
Yisroel received their portions as an inheritance from
their ancestors who were twenty when they left ozn.

MY 727 says

PN AR50 PIRA RS

The land was divided only among those who were already
twenty when they entered Eretz Yisroel, and they
received their portions in their own right, not as an
inheritance.

Rl

The 71953 mia came before 1717 7w with a claim that
they are entitled to inherit their deceased father’s portion
in Eretz Yisroel, and they were subsequently given four
portions in the land of win vVaw.

qor 11
The member’s of qor VaW came before YW with a claim
that their portion was too small and not sufficient for the
large number of people in their Shevet. However, they
were not given any additional land for their claim.

kP nis)

opbn v 57 yury

The portions that were designated for the ten 5371, the
spies, were given to ywi and 151 and not to the descend-
ants of the >,

The Machlokes regarding

P NTYaw 0anbnn

The portion’s that were designated for the 250 protestors
who died during the incident of mp;

Were these portions also given to ywip and 255, OR was
the land absorbed by the other members of their Shevet?
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a Machlokes
regarding

PIRANPON

Who was entitled to a portion in the land of Eretz Yisroel?

iPWNR? 17 says

VIR APOANI D180 RIPH

The land was divided only according to those who were already
twenty when they left 073» even though they did not enter Eretz
Yisroel, and all those who entered Eretz Yisroel received their
portions as an inheritance from their ancestors who left o3n.

MY 27 says

PRI APONNI PR RS

The land was divided only among those who were already
twenty when they entered Eretz Yisroel, and they received their
portions in their own right, not as an inheritance.

The Gemara brings several proofs in support of 7wx> °27 who
holds

PR AP5NNI 030 ORI

Four of which are alluded to in the

™o

20 AWIN 9K O 7MY 175

1.

hap)

The Pasuk states

MOMI VYOI VYN INORI 1IN 275

This Pasuk can be understood according to the opinion

PR ARPONNI D80 OR3P

Because as the Rashbam explains, the superfluous words 175
1290 come to teach

D31 NIN'S1 37 PP 12

labizikamly

PIRY JNDI01 LYHMIV O"PR

A Shevet that was large when they left Mitzrayim gets a large
portion, even though they were small when they actually entered
Eretz Yisroel.

And the superfluous words v’y»n VYV teach vice versa

D31 DR DYP P70 MR

NN Y 03 VYN

729w 9"VR

A Shevet that was small when they left Mitzrayim gets a small
portion, even though they were large when they actually entered
Eretz Yisroel. ®

However, according to the opinion

PN APOANI IR ORI

Why does the Pasuk repeat these words?

And as the Rashbam explains, the Pasuk does not come to teach
that

PWIY 27 RITW IMRD

laFizikamgly

PWIY LY

Mo VYN

A Shevet that was large when entering Eretz Yisroel gets a large
portion, and if small gets a small portion, because

RIP 7% KD NI RII0

This is self-understood and does not require a Pasuk

WP
This question remains unanswered.

DafHachaim.org

YIRN NN

Who was entitled to a portion in Eretz Yisroel?

DY) ZRY)
02NN IRNDY
PIRN NPONM

//]/’ [~y
PIRN "R2D
RN NPOYIM

Y |

v
Several proofs in support of mwr 123
Four of which are alluded to in the jo'p

2w NN SON §DM TNOdX 275

2w NIN 5OR §DM TNOdX 21)
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PIRN NPOHNM
And ay the Rashbam explains,
the Pasuk does not come ty teach that
DO O3 PESY 39 PIOE IHD
IDOM) PIVHH PESD PN
A Shevet that way large when entering Erety Yisroel
Wyw &f% porz‘wn/, and %Mn@% Wywm%/zm‘wm
because

H7D 7995 O HIO HI3D

NOOP
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2.
TOHR

The 719553 mia came before 117 7w and claimed that
they are entitled to their deceased father's portion in Eretz
Yisroel.

According to the opinion

YIRA APSINI D80 RIVH

TAODY MIT NI RPT 177

The 71953 mi3a had a valid claim, because their father
Tno5% was twenty years old when he left o7z and was
therefore entitled to a portion.

However, according to the opinion

YIRA APSANI PR R2D

DPWST PIYD RTINS RO

Tno5%’s daughter’s did not have a valid claim, because
neither their father 71953 nor their grandfather 1on
entered Eretz Yisroel and they were not entitled to a
portion?

The Gemara answers

7MY ROR

99M 70311 10

As the Gemara in the previous Daf explained, once the 'R
yaRn received their portion, it was returned to their
ancestor who was %1 '3y, and then distributed
equally among all his descendants, even those who were
not YN N2,

Therefore, the 71953 mi1a1 had a valid claim to the portion
that was first given to Tn95%’s brothers who were 'Xan
vIR7, which was then returned to their father 1om, and then
distributed among all his sons including 7795,

Dedicated By:
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2WN NWIN 593K 9D TNOHX 275

@

TNO95% M2

came beforei»1) nwn and claimed that they are entitled
to their deceased father’s portion in Eretz Yisroel.

y) 3 DY/ 2RY)
PIRN 2R2Y DOIND RN
PIRN NPOHNM PIRN NPHYNM

P \ 4

X IRDNR X RPT 1D
MPWOT MO RN TNDOY M2

Tnoby’s daughter’s did not The Tnobx mna had a
have a valid claim, because valid claim, because their
neither their father Tnode nor  father was twenty years
their grandfather yon entered old when he left prsn
Eretz Yisroel and they were and was therefore
not entitled to a portion? entitled to a portion.

S\ NTNY ROR
99N Y0512 MV

Once the yINn N2 received their portion,
it was returned to their ancestor who was Dy R,
and then distributed equally among all his descendants,
even those who were not yINm IN2.

Therefore, the Tno5x N2 had a valid claim to the portion
that was first given to Tnobx’s brothers who were Ran
yINn, which was then returned to their fatheron,
and then distributed among all his sons including Tnob.
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3,
qoMm

The people of 9oy vaw came before YWy with a claim that
their portion was too small and insufficient for the large
number of people in their Shevet.

According to the opinion
PIRA IP5NNI D30 ORZYY

9OV 12NN RPT N

The members of qor V2w made a valid claim, because
when they left ©7x» their numbers were small, but when
they entered Eretz Yisroel their numbers had increased
tremendously, and their portion, which was given as per
the 031 °R3v, was not sufficient for all those who
actually entered Eretz Yisroel.

However, according to the opinion
PIRA APSANI PN OR2D

D1 1912 N Rp ORD
qor vaw had no claim, because they did receive a large
portion, as per all those who entered Eretz Yisroel?

The Gemara answers

12 W01 NAT D900 DIWN

qor V2w made a claim for the large number of orphans
who were younger than twenty years and were not entitled
to a portion through their own right, and they were not
entitled to a portion through inheritance, because their
fathers were not y7x7 °xan, and their grandfathers who
were D331 'R31Pp did not receive any portions from their
descendants through i7im.

We'll come back to the fourth o
DOR
In which the Gemara digresses to a related topic;

DafHachaim.org

WM NIN 593N DM TNOHX 275

©)

The people of gp» v2w came before ywim with a claim
that their portion was too small and insufficient
for the large number of people in their Shevet.

/@//' 9 ‘))/&/ ~y)
PIRN MR2Y 028D IRXH
PIRN NPHNM PIRN NPYNM

P \ 4

MNX R RN MR RPT 1D
MPW NN n0Y "2

9p» v2w had no claim, When they entered Eretz
because they did receive Yisroel their numbers had
a large portion, increased dramatically,

as per all those who but their portion given as per
entered Eretz Yisroel? the DD 'RY» was not

sufficient for all those who
actually entered Eretz Yisroel.

NY YWD NNT DHDL DIVN

9p» p2w made a claim for the large number of orphans...

.who were ..were not
younger than entitled to a
twenty years portion
and were not through
entitled to a inheritance,
portion because their
through their fathers were
own right, not yINN INID,

2WN NWIN 593K DM TNOOX 275
We't come back and dscusy z‘é@%mrz‘/u o later
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5.
I

The Pasuk in ywip states

TIWY 7w 5 159

7w VI received ten portions in Eretz Yisroel;

MR NI RDVT ROY

7T AYIINY

1IWY R

Six portions for the families of 7win’s six grandchildren
and their descendants, and four portions for the Tmo5% miz;
in all ten portions:

Now, according to the opinion

PN APOANI D180 RITY

The 7n95% mia were entitled to four portions as follows;

1.

IR oM

Their father 7195%’s portion, as he was 031 "R3PD,

2.

PR "R N5M3

Their grandfather 1995m's portion who also was 0731 "R31,
and when he died his portion was divided among Tnobx
and his brothers, and Tno5%’s portion was then inherited
by his daughters.

3,
725N

Their father, 71953, was a firstborn son to his father 7om,
and he therefore inherited a double share in his father
790m's portion.

4.

MO M RIART RAR TN

7n95% had one brother who died with no children and was
entitled to a share in 79m’s portion, and this share was
divided between 71953 and his brothers, which was then
passed down to Tn95%’s daughters.

However, according to the opinion

PIRA AP5NNI PIRT OR2S

The Tno5% mia were not entitled to a portion through their
father 71953, because he did not enter Eretz Yisroel?

The Gemara answers that according to this opinion we
must say

12 M RINT TR IN

71953 had two brothers who died with no children, and
they were entitled to a share in 19m’s portion, which 791
got through 7.

Part of these two portions were inherited by the Tmo5% mia
together with the other two portions that 7mobs received
pbakickinN

2N AWIN HDIN D) TNOIX 211D

=iy Sin »mar 1ogn
nwap L2 received ten portions in Eretz Yisroel;
IR I NIV RV
T AP
TD RS
Six portions for the families of nwan’s six grandchildren
and their descendants, and four portions for the Tnobx maa

\/// Ay
PIRN "R2H
PIRN NPHNM

?

The Tnobx M2 were not
entitled to a portion
through their father,

because he did not enter

Eretz Yisroel?

4

RART "NXR N
N9 MN

Tnobx had two brothers
who died with no children,
and they were entitled to a

share inon’s portion,

whichHen got through mmn.
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3)/&/ /p)
0YINN IRNH
PIRN NPOYNIM

v
The Tnobx M2 were entitled
to four portions as follows;

1. JmaN ndnd
TNObY’s portion, as a DINY INYD.
2. J"aNR 128 NN
19n’s portion who also was
DMen IRePD, and when he died
his portion was divided among
Tnoby and his brothers.

3. 7722 pbn
Tnoby, was a firstborn and he
therefore got a double share.

4. )T)b NN NANT NDN TD
Tnoby had one brother who
died with no children.
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6.

wm

The Gemara point out that even though

VR RP MIR N2

The Pasuk enumerates only the six main families on the
level of 1om; the six sons of 795, who were the grandchil-
dren of nwn;

The Pasuk nevertheless mentions the four portions
inherited by the Tn953 ni3, to teach that which the Gerara
elaborates on in the next Daf,

R NPIMD DRI’ PIR

The Braisa in the previous Daf continues:

oon

opbn bvI 5N YU

The portions that were designated for the ten o537, the
spies, were given to ywi and 155 but not to the descend-
ants of the 5371, as the Pasuk states

M9 12259 P R YU

DA DWINA DN

The word yn is not understood literally wm»n 1, that they
remained alive, because this is already known from
another Pasuk

WR D IMI R

D112 YWITI N9 12257 DR D

Therefore, we must say

PIIRD

opbnarnw

i and 255 sustained themselves from the portions of
the oo,

The Braisa continues

1P N7V DINSIn

PIR2 PN 0> P RS

The portion’s that were designated for the 250 protestors
who died during the incident of n3p were forfeited, and
the land was absorbed by the other members of their
Shevet.

The Gemara asks from a contradicting Braisa
1P DTV DINOIN T30 ROIN
opbn LI 5N YU

The portions of both the 537, and also the o>, were

given to ywiiy and 1557

0"929n R2NM

DafHachaim.org

WM NWID DN §DP TNOIX 211D

©

The Gemara point out that ever f/wa?/u
229N R M2R N2
The Pasuk enumerates only the six main families

on the level of yon; the six sons of Tvb2,
who were the grandchildren of nwan;

The Pasuk nevertheless mentions
the four portions inherited by the Tnobx ma2,
to teach that

NN DPThN Snow YOR

k/)”)’a

st ly) )
opoN 15V 290 YW

The portions that were designated for the ten Db,
were given to ywin and 25
but not to the descendants of the >3,

ay the Pasuk states
mig 2 2o il fa P
oon DRIRG A N
VX 7%

/0/953 b
Y0 and 215 sustzined themselves

DaAN%NN
NIp NTM
ony MRS
$IR2 PON

The portion’s that were
designated for the 250
protestors who died
during the incident of mp
were forfeited, and was
absorbed by the other
members of their Shevet.

0”05nn

NP NTM
2991 ywin
opon vV

The portions
of both the D527,
and the Danbny,
were given to ywiy
and 25?
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The Gemara explains that this is actually a Machlokes
which is based on the Pasuk that refers to the claim of the
TA9YY M

92702 DNIPIAN

MR DTY2'1 DY 0TI TTYR PN I RS RIM

DNIRLVMAD

927152 P IPANR
Refers to Tn953

ATYR N2 TR RIM
Refers to the 53 m n7y

M N7V '1 Sy oY
Refers to the oanbnm of mp

The 71953 Mmi2 meant to say that their father 71953 was
not part of any of these groups who were not entitled to a
portion in Eretz Yisroel.

o5 b oabnn wpn I

The second Braisa compares the 0315 to the 53 in
that both portions were given to 252 ywiv.

5S> DIENP WP RS M)

The first Braisa does not compare them, and only the
portions of the 5391 were given to 152 ywip, but not the
portion of the o inb>nn.

We now return to the fourth yp>o:

4,

DOR

The Gemara points out that according to the opinion
oIS DN WPn

The term D050 refers only to the

MIp NTY2W DN

But not to other on>m;

Because, if it did,

MR 91991071 2591 YOI DIOPR

257 ywiir would have gotten most of Eretz Yisroel?

DafHachaim.org

This is a Machlokes based on the Pasuk that refers to
the claim of the Tnobx ma2:

===aE v 1$EN 4
ke Fa=faia N'D N1
=D mEpa B o
VA IRDMTE "D

PN DY

w/ﬁ/\/

Their father Tnobx was not part of any of these groups
who were not entitled to a portion in Eretz Yisroel.

wpn RS M WIpn IV
DONLHD DINLHD
D52b D53nb

The first Braisa does The second Braisa
not compare them, and compares the pnbnn to
only the portions of the the pb2 in that both

D520 were given to portions were given to

2521 pwi., 2521 pwi.

WM AWIP 593K DN TNOIX 275

®

The Gemara points out that according to the opinion
0925 DN NN VPN

The term panbny refers only to the
NP NTLIY DNbPn

Because, if it did,
"R N555 107 2501 v hivon

2521 ywim would have gotten most of Eretz Yisroel?
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The Braisa concludes

HVIDIAN

JPIINR 2R M1 PR IR MO

The sons of the o1mxrn» only received portions that they
inherited from their paternal or maternal grandfathers, but
not from their own fathers.

The Gemara asks from a contradicting Braisa
JPORY MO RINDM
The sons received portions through their own right?

The Gemara offers two answers:

1.

Either the two Breisos are a Machlokes and
D31 'RIPY IRT JRDI 7

PR IRD TORT IR N7

The first Braisa holds

PIRA APSNNI D80 RIPY

While the second Braisa holds

PRI IPONNI IR R

2.

OR there is no Machlokes, and both Breisos hold

PIRA APSANI PR OR2D

And

DMWY 1207 R

DMWY 12 M RYT RA

The second Braisa refers to sons who were already twenty
when they entered Eretz Yisroel. Therefore,

MRY M1

The first Braisa refers to sons who were younger than
twenty when they entered Eretz Yisroel. Therefore,

PRV MOT150I RY

And as the Rashbam explains,

R oINS 127131

This Braisa must refer to the grandsons of the oan>nn, but
it cannot refer to the sons of the D115mm, because the
incident of 7P occurred in the second year the Yidden
were in the 927, and the sons of the o335 n» would have
to be at least thirty eight years old when they entered
Eretz Yisroel.

DafHachaim.org

The Braisa concludes
1901 071aN
JNPINR AR MOTA) J2R 2R MIT2

The sons of the Daannp only received portions
they inherited from their paternal or maternal grandfathers,
but not from their own fathers.

?

PRY NIDT2 XRINM

@

The two Breisos are a Machlokes

IWNTINDO RN IDNT NP RN
YIND 'N2b DMND INNPD

The second Braisa holds The first Braisa holds
YIND NPHNNI YIND NS YIND NPONNI DIRD LMD

@

there is no Machlokes, and both Breisos hold

YIND NPONNI YIND 'N2D

MmN RDT NN
DMWY )2
The first Braisa
refers to sons who were
younger than twenty when
they entered Eretz Yisroel.
Therefore,

JOND DT 10VI NS

NMNT NN
DMWY )2
The second Braisa
refers to sons who were
already twenty when
they entered Eretz
Yisroel. Therefore,
JPRY MOT2 15D

v
And as the Lashbam @q)&m
999D DMNBHY 13 933

Thits Braisa must refer to the ?mm/ww o the pyiby,
butt nat to the sonss 0% the PYOW,
because the incidentt off ryp occurved in the second
the: lfidden were: in the: 33, and the sons o% the pyly
woukd have to be at least z%,m‘y/ WWJ/ old
when fﬁey entered [r@fg yZMwZ,
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