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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"va learn X"5p 97 of K912 X221 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of 7172 12 37 *27's opinion regarding

N1 W DIPHI W N9 WR IR

VW DIPRI WD N2

Ifayn 20w, a dying person, assigned all his assets to a
distant relative as an inheritance and excluded the closer
relative, such as the assets should go only to his brother
and not to his daughter, or only to his daughter and not to
his son;

P72 12 0 10 say’s

WY IR D HY IR DR

PP II2T

Ifhe assigned the assets to an eligible heir, the nxnx is
effective.

The question of

IR N2

What would the Halachah be regarding a healthy person
who assigned his assets to an eligible heir?

7327 PIa nand

If a person’s wife dies before her husband, he inherits all
her assets and her Kesubah. When he subsequently dies,
the Chachamim initiated that the sons of each wife inherit
their mother’s assets and 72113, and it is not be divided
equally among all his children.

MWK D150 1M1

ROTTVIONR ROR IRWY RS

If a dying person assigned all his assets to his wife, she
becomes the manager of the estate, but she does not
receive these assets, because there is an assumption that a
person would not exclude his children from their inherit-
ance. Therefore we must say

ROTIVIOR IMWPY ROR 11503 KD

T2 PIa > bW T

His intention was merely to appoint his wife to manage
the estate, so that his sons will fulfill their obligation and
give her proper respect.

All agree regarding

AOIIR INWR

VI INWR)

mnna

Ifhe assigned his assets to a wife who was only engaged
to him but not yet married, or to his divorcee, she receives
all the assets, and does not become an ©91TVION.

The Machlokes regarding

D137 53R N2

If he wrote all his assets to his daughter and excluded his
sons from their 7w, is this a 71n» or she merely becomes
a DIDMIVION?

DafHachaim.org

IRN
N2 WY DIPN2 MW MMHD WX
12 ©W MpPP2 NWIN N2

WY MW M YY IR DX
PPYR PIaT

N 8122

INMOXRY 1O DO amdN
RDTVIDR ROHR NRWY XY

125 1712 N IPONW 17D

NO1IR MNONR
AW 1NVRY
1AN2

0120 Y8R N2

BavaBasra 131-1



Dedicated By:

85p AT NP3 N33

So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed 12 301 °29
17172's opinion regarding

D1 WW 0PN 0T N0 WR VIR

2 WW DpP2 v N

If a vy 215w, a dying person, assigned all his assets to a
distant relative as an inheritance but excluded the closer
relative, such as the assets should go only to his brother
and not to his daughter, or only to his daughter and not to
his son;

1P1272 Y 2 says

WO IRV M HY IR DR

PR 1I2T

Ifhe assigned the assets to an eligible heir, the nxnx is
effective, because the Pasuk states

P12 DRI OV M

The word '>’min implies that the father has the authority
over inheritance, and this teaches

ARD MW MINI 7NN

AW 1 55 YmInG

The father has the right to bequeath his assets to any heir
of his choice.

The Gemara inquires

N17°V1

RO R

What would the Halachah be regarding a healthy person
who assigned his assets to an eligible heir?

Do we say

P11 AP 027 IRP D

YIN OWa

RITMTINR I27

R X723 9IR

Perhaps this Halachah applies only to a dying person,
because since the 7wy is imminent, this can be consid-
ered >minora.

However, this Halachah does not apply to a healthy
person, because since the 7wy is not imminent, this
cannot be considered 1>’m3n DV,

OR

MIN722179R

This Halachah applies even to a healthy person.

DafHachaim.org

YN

D2 W2 QYpaa e MDD LN N
|2 W2 P2 BN N2
Ifavyn 15w assigned all his assets

to a distant relative as an inheritance
but excluded the closer relative

PIR R Ypr P
WD N 0 O N o
PRANP 2T
If he assigned the assets to an eligible heir,
the nnn is effective,

Pi= TN TS T

The father has the
authori 'y ver inheritance
2298 W 5/ @aﬁk/ﬁ/& ) DN

P4

£R) YP
I8N X122
What would the Halachah be regarding a healthy person
who assigned his assets to an eligible heir?
Do we say

PIR R Yo P P D
RIN MR 927 - YIN 2DW2
N9 87722 92N

However,
this Halachah does not
apply to a healthy person,
because since the nw»
is not imminent, this cannot
be considered>nan pra.

oR

"1 X232 1YDR
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The Gemara brings proof that this Halachah applies even
to a X712 from a Braisa regarding

P97 P12 nINd

If a person’s wife dies before him, he inherits all her assets
and her Kesubah. When he subsequently dies, the
Chachamim initiated that the sons of each wife inherit
their mother’s assets and 72103, and it is not divided
equally among all his children.

The Braisa states

175 11373715 TORT VW RN

11219272730 °172 DONIWND DRIY

1N3°27 said to 27

Y our ruling in the Mishnah in m21n> noon regarding 112
1797 concurs only with 317212 1377 °27. The Mishnah there
states

121 P37 P32 nD Ao RY

N7 7"2°RINDW 27N

If the husband did not write the clause of 357 y11 into the
Kesubabh, this stipulation is still in effect and the sons
receive their mother’s Kesubah, because it is an obligation
imposed by the Chachamim upon all.

DafHachaim.org

v

M1 X722 17°DX
This Halachah applies even to a healthy person.

PI5T 22 NIAIND

When he subsequently dies,
the Chachamim initiated that the sons of each wife
inherit their mother’s assets and nana,
and it is not divided equally among all his children.

Wl £
1279 N1 22719 INKRT
NP2 12 13N 7290 DOMWN DNNIWY

1m0 said to)
Your ruling regarding 157 p22
concurs only with np12)2 janp 1.

The Mishnah there states
P72 0D a0 RY
...7’N2115 {01 PN PR
2N
RN 772 MRINY

Ifthe husband did not write
the clause of 157 22 into the Kesubah,
this stipulation is still in effect
and the sons receive their mother’s Kesubah,
because it is an obligation imposed by the Chachamim
uponall.
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As the Gemara explains, jn127 holds

pnopnY

The Kesubah wording for this clause is pn, an inherit-
ance, in which the sons of the wife with the larger
Kesubah receive a larger inheritance than the sons of the
wife with the smaller Kesubah.

Now, this stipulation can take effect only according to *29
777232 13nv, because he holds a father has the authority to
give one son a larger N1 than another.

However, this stipulation cannot take effect according to
the o'mom, because

AN MW 70 HY NN

This stipulation contradicts the Hilchos 7w in the Torah
that the inheritance must be divided equally among all
sons.

The above discussion proves that 717212 137 "27's
Halachah applies even to a X321 because he compares
1757 732 nano to the Halachah of 12 12 13m0 229, and
since 1757 Piais part of the Kesubah at the time of the
marriages when he is usually in good health, it must be
that the Halachah of 77172 12 j3mv °27 applies even to a X092

DafHachaim.org

//] ry /Zﬂ%
1an pn
The Kesubah wording for this clause is pn», an inheritance,
in which the sons of the wife with the larger Kesubah
receive a larger inheritance
than the sons of the wife with the smaller Kesubah.

This stipulation can take effect
only according to npm2 )2 )ann 12y,
because he holds a father has the authority
to give one son a larger nwr» than another.

However,
this stipulation cannot take effect according to the pwon,
because

NMN2 MDY A by nannw

it contradicts the Hilchos nw in the Torah
that the inheritance must be divided equally
among all sons.

v

The above discussion
proves that np»2 )2 janr 23’s Halachah applies
even to a N2 because he compares 157 22 NN
to the Halachah of npn2 )2 jan» 1,

and since 57 paa is part of the Kesubah
at the time of the marriages when he is in good health,
it must be that the Halachah of npm2 )2 )an» 127
applies even to a NM2.
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The Gemara proceeds with two other explanations of the
Mishnah in m21n> and the Halachah of 1957 32 n2ino
canconcur even with the o'»on’s opinion.

17 answered 0117

hiaRiiiol

The Kesubah wording for this clause is pavo, a gift, and
197 P32 nand is considered a minn while he is alive, not
an inheritance after he dies. Therefore, this '®in does not
contradict the Torah, because it takes effect before he
dies.

17 however rejected this explanation, because

MTADWHH ROTO RY PIDT P12 2 RVPT

1797 P12 cannot be extracted from properties that the
father sold to others after the Kesubah was written, and
this can only be true if

pnopnY

This feature is considered a 7w and since it takes effect
only after he dies, it cannot be collected from o> 7avwn;
But this cannot be true if

higRiiiol

That this feature is considered a nnn», because since this
takes effect immediately, this can be collected even from
DTN,

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

The Halachah of 157 p22 nain3 can concur
even with the pmon

1279 1M1 22715 MRT
12172 12 1301 2270 DOMYWN ONY
M1 said ton
Your ruling regarding o7 22
concurs only with npn2)2 janr 2.

v
1) answered |n2 1)

9°N21N5 701 P20 PIX...
1N

The Kesubah wording for this clause is "pap", a gift,
and 157 22 nand is considered a nann while he is alive,
not an inheritance after he dies.

Therefore, thiszan does not contradict the Torah,
because it takes effect before he dies.

However2y himself rejected this explanation..
15 ROT
1TIVWHH ROID RS PI5T PA2

127 a2 cannot be extracted from properties
that the father sold to others after the Kesubah was written.

This can only be true if
12N ))D?’

This feature is
considered a nwm
and since it takes effect
only after he dies,
it cannot be collected
from pTaDIWD;

]2D PaD?
That this feature is
considered anny,

since this takes effect
immediately,
this can be collected
even from DyTavmw.
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2.

»aN says even if we assume that the wording for 1757 112
IS anwry, the o'non would agree that it takes effect,
because the Kesubah mentions both,

1727 713, sons who receive nw1y; and

mmmn, the unmarried daughters who are not eligible for
nwy will receive support from the father’s estate;

And since mn is definitely a nanm;

VI Y INRA MY MmN

We apply the Halachah of the previous Mishnah on 97
v”"op that states

PR PIT MDD DIWN NOI P2 VRPN PPN P AN

If a person wrote a will for nw1y with different amounts
and he also added the word i either in the beginning,
the middle or at the end, his mnn is effective, because as
Rashi in m»2 noon explains

MY TAY RN TOW 'R N0 ]112)5 ADTINTNT

NI TIND MWINI

Since the word min» was used in this XNy, it applies to all
the people and fields that are mentioned in the same nxn3.
Therefore, even though the clause of 757 piareads pn, it
is also a 30, and it can take effect.

DafHachaim.org

2
"l

Even if we assume that the wording for 12>7 P22 IS anwy,
the pwon would agree that it takes effect,
because the Kesubah mentions both,

mnmn 17997 P12
Unmarried daughters Sons
who are not eligible for nwr» who receive
will receive support from the nwy
father’s estate

And since ma is definitely a nanp;

NI NTH NNV Nt Mn

We apply the Halachah of the previous Mishnah
that states

D3 '3 PEENa 13 bR P AR
PV AT - N o

If a person wrote a will for nwr» with different
amounts and he also added the word nynn
either in the beginning, the middle or at the end,
his nanp is effective,

because ay Rashis in pypi_pop @%&ww
0NN 7H5 DHNS IVE HA3 DN NES 957HTH7
1029 DI M) WD
Since the word sy way used in this 5413,
it applies to bl the peqple and fieldy that are mentioned

in the same >3,

Therefore, even though the clause of 127 pa2 reads pnv,
it is also a nanw, and it can take effect.
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The Gemara continues:

DRIOW TOR AT 27 IR

MRS POI 23 AN

ROTIVIOR ROR FINWY R

If a dying person assigned all his assets to his wife, she
becomes the manager of the estate, but she does not
receive these assets, because as the Rashbam explains

RN DYTA TR

MWRS S 17 132 DR T30 DR PRI

There is an assumption that a person would not exclude
his children from their inheritance. Therefore we must say
ROTTOIONR AMWYY ROR 19171 RS

T2 P33 7 pOw 7o

His intention was merely to appoint his wife to manage
the estate, so that his sons will fulfill their obligations and
give her proper respect.

DafHachaim.org

ﬁf/,«/é WE DF/D PI I
INWKRY 1051 Y5 2MdN
RDITVIDR RIYX NRWY XY

If a dying person assigned all his assets to his wife,
she becomes the manager of the estate,
but she does not receive these assets,

because a the Rashbam explainy
I HYT7O TP
WEDHD 500 1HM M3 HH NN 07D PH7
There s an assumplion thait w person woudd not exclude
hiy céé//rm/mm/ their inherifance.
W%ﬂ‘& we mudt say
HOIIDH OMEYD HOO M9 1H
7135 M3 05 5L 97D
Hiy intention was mer
to appoint hiy wife to the estate,
30 that hiy sons WLZKW their oé@m'ow
and %{/& her proper ra/}ea‘.
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The Gemara continues with several other applications of
this Halachah:

1.

D177 12 ROWD

DIOIIVIOR ROR IRWY RS

Ifhe assigned all his assets to his oldest son, the same is
true; the son becomes a ©1917019R but he does not inherit
all the assets, because ®

122 PR D IROIW R N7

11292 27N MY

The father wants his sons to give respect to their oldest
brother.

2.

And even regarding

7032 Somn jop 12

DIOITVIONR RN IRWY RY

Ifhe assigned all his assets to his youngest son lying in the
cradle, he becomes an ©1917019X but he does not inherit all
the assets, because

171252 NI I3

3,

Regarding

IR

ninm

If a person assigned all his assets to a complete stranger
he receives all the assets, and does not become an
DIDITVIOR, because ®

WM R 1795

The father is not concerned for his honor, and if his
intention was that he becomes an ©1917019R, he should
have specified so.

DafHachaim.org

Several applications of this Halachah

1

9720 112 RVLIVWD
DIDNVIDR RYN INWY XY

If he assigned all his assets to his oldest son,
the same is true - the son becomes a D1PNDIONR
but he does not inherit all the assets,
because
7135 0O D NEME HID D9
171323 193D O0F
W%af/wr wanity his sonds to W&r&p@of
ty their oldest brother.

2

ND”Y2 HVINN VP 112
DIDVIDR RHXR IRVWY XY

If he assigned all his assets
to his youngest son lying in the cradle,
he becomes an D1IONVIOR
but he does not inherit all the assets,

because
171393 HIO DD

3

IR
nannNa

If a person assigned all his assets to a complete stranger
he receives all the assets,
and does not become an D1DIDN,
because
£90 H5 171395
The /af/per & not concerned %or hig honaor,
and 74 hiy intention was that he becomes an ojoptiok,

MWWW&WM}O.
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4.

NO1IN INWR

VI INWR)

mnma

If he assigned his assets to a wife who was only engaged
to him but not yet married, or to his divorcee, she acquires
all the assets, and does not become an 01917019, because
M2 073 RYT

17202 Wwn RS

Since they are not intimate, he is not concerned for her
honor.

The Gemara inquires about the following:

1.

MO RVIR

TP 0120 D3R N2

What is the Halachah if he wrote all his assets to his
daughter and excluded his sons from their nw1?

Is this considered a minn, because

771255 Wn RS

A father is not concerned for his daughter’s honor.
OR

She becomes an DI917VIOR, because

771225 wn

A father IS concerned for his daughter’s honor;

As when the assets are not sufficient for both the
daughter’s m» and the son’s w17, the daughter gets all
the assets for M to maintain her honor.

2.

1 5731 SR TR

What is the Halachah if he wrote all his assets to his wife,
and excluded his sons from a different wife?

Is this considered a minn, because their obligation to
respect her is secondary, and

771235 Wn RS

OR
She becomes an ©¥91701OR, because
71295 wn

DafHachaim.org

4

NO1IR INWR
W INWRY
NANN2

If he assigned his assets
to a wife who was only engaged to him, or to his divorcee,

she acquires all the assets,
and does not become an pISNVION,
because
103 P K57 19D
171393 £ED H5
Since they are not infimate,
he iy nat concerned, /Zr her honor.

P4

L)

/3)/)&"2/9';&’
N 0220 YRR N2

What if he wrote all his assets to his daughter
and excluded his sons from their nm»?

She becomes an D1IDNDION, Is this considered a nanp,
because because

NTdb wn N7 wn N5
A father A father
IS concerned for his is not concerned for his
daughter’s honor. daughter’s honor.

?

1N HYIaN 212 YRR HWR

If he wrote all his assets to his wife,
and excluded his sons from a different wife?

She becomes an D19IVION, Is this considered a nann,
because because

NTI205 wn NTI22D N N>
because their obligation
to respect her is secondary.
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® q:

D DART D3R TR

If he had no sons or father, and he wrote all his assets to ?

his wife, and excluded his brothers from their 7w17;

Is this considered a minn, because they have no obligation 1NN DNRN 'JXN NOR

to give her respect; therefore If he had no sons or father,

771225 W RS and he wrote all his assets to his wife,

OR and excluded his brothers from their nw.

She becomes an D19170IOR, because 19130 1INWR, he wants

everyone to give his wife respect as ‘[hey would for hlm, She becomes an DIODNDION, Is this considered a NN,
therefore because because

M0 N NT1205 wn NT1205 wn RS
Since 1120 1nWN, they have no obligation to
he wants everyone give her respect.
N27T TPV RPIT says to give his wife respect
3P K9 1911 as they would him.
In all these cases, she becomes an ©19170198 and does not

acquire the assets, aside for
WA INWRI AR INWUR

And accordingly v v
D327 53R N2
P RS £PI7 DN £7Y ) £R17 DI 47727
2P NND2 Mmp XY 102
While X277 mpwn R7» 27 say's In all these cases, In all these cases,
’IJP ‘;‘;71513 " osth dd she acquires the assets and she becomes an DIONDION
. nallthese cases, she acquires the assets and does not does not become anmonmor,  and does not acquire assets,
become an ©19IVION, aside for aside for
IR D3N TR
D b PNNN D¥N NWND NDNR INUR
And accordingly bpan 12 ben nwm nYna 1MnNYN)
D127 53R N2 And accordingly
mp DI BN M DDIN beN M2

nop np RS

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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