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Intro
Today we will 7”pa learn 57 97 of 912 X121 NoON

Some of the topics we will learn about include. 1’]3‘, 1,033 3n13n
A continuation of the Halachah of N’nw b: ”Pﬂp 1nwxl; :n31

1125 O3 2MON
NI 93 VPR INWRD N AN NTaR
AN2ND NT7IAR

If a dying person assigned all his assets to his sons and he
also assigned a small parcel of land to his wife, she cannot

collect her Kesubah from the sons’ inheritance, because 9 R2AL M
her silence indicates that for receiving a gift of land she Rbp T Tn 1 U 1 D:
NN2IND NTAR XY

was M, she relinquished her rights to all the assets that
her husband currently owns. Otherwise, she should have
objected.

The two exclusions to this Halachah:
1.

’I?I’D: igned to his wife only the fruits of a pal OR ”1D G

e assigned to his wife only the fruits of a palm tree,

. INNRY D11 91 ANOW
RO T W

He left over one palm tree for himself;
In these cases

. NN TR RS
She CAN collect her Kesubah from the sons’ inheritance.
W MR DR PR

The Halachah of 9
AR 1021 90 2N0W Y oW NI YN ]bU1J
If a dying person assigned all his assets to someone ]Rl, DR]
without specifying whether it was an inheritance or a gift,
it depends: NI DN 1oUN

W5 IRT DR PRI
Y DN 1501
XS DN mnn
7NN DYWN PO1

If the person was an eligible heir, the assets are considered
an inheritance, like the opinion of P12 12 Ay a7 that a
person can assign all his assets to the heir of his choice.
And if the person was not an heir, the assets are consid-
ered a gift.

And the possible distinction in whether it is considered a

AW or 7Inn. 1’]: nR n’Jl-“
The Mishnah'’s Halachah of ’1”)” nw},w nn

P12 DR PIM DIARD YOI DR 2MO7

WY WYY AN

NPT AMIDMION M PR ROR

If a person assigned all his assets to a stranger and left
nothing for his sons, the mn» is effective. However, the
Chachamim are not pleased with him, because as the
Rashbam explains

RIPIIRT 757 IPY0 RPT

' He circumvented the Torah'’s rules of inheritance. nTIL’JD D’Jm] 1’]3 1’” RI’ DR

The Machlokes regarding
WD DM PI2 PR RY DR
If his sons did not act appropriately, is his act praisewor-

121970 DM DMON M PR ROR

‘ thy or not?
Yecheskel
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf taught

1125 Y033 250

RITW 92 V2R IMWKRS 200

NN 77IR

If a dying person assigned all his assets to his sons and he
also assigned a small parcel of land to his wife, she cannot
collect her Kesubah from the sons’ inheritance, because
her silence indicates that for receiving a gift of land she
was 5, she relinquished her lien that she had on all the
assets that her husband currently owns. Otherwise, she
should have objected.

Sxmw adds

PIPO% TR 5T ROR 12 1Ip R 170K

NN 77IR

Even if he only assigned her a palm tree for its fruits, she
loses her Kesubah, because

RYIRT 71OV 19 IPRT

She received a portion in the actual palm tree which is
considered vpap.

However

93

Ifhe only assigned to her the fruits of the palm tree, it
depends if the fruits are still attached to the tree:

giais}

10202 A77IR

rlopiola)

ANIND ATIR KD

If they are attached, she cannot collect from the other
properties, because her gift is considered vpap, just like
rm oY 57, and for a significant gift of > she was S
her mayw.

But if they are not attached, she CAN collect from the
other properties, because for an insignificant gift of
rHubun she was not Srm her Ty w.

Dedicated By:
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112 1»051 2MON
RINW 93 YPIP INWRY 2N
NN2AIND NTAR

If a dying person assigned all his assets to his sons
and also assigned a small parcel of land to his wife,
she cannot collect her Kesubah from the sons’ inheritance,
because her silence indicates
that for receiving a gift of land she was 5n,
she relinquished the lien she had on all the assets
that her husband currently owns.

Otherwise, she should have objected.

fpt
% Mpn XY 19DR
PMIDY TNR HPT ROR
NN2IND NTAR

Even if he only assigned her a palm tree for its fruits,
she loses her Kesubah, because

RYIRT NDN2 N NAPRT

She received a portion in the actual palm tree
which is considered vp.

However

D]
If he only assigned to her the fruits of the palm tree,
it depends if the fruits are still attached to the tree:

"YvH vn piiin)n)
NN2IND NTAR XY NN2INO NTAR

But if they are not attached,
she can collect from the
other properties,
because for an insignificant
gift of pbbon she was not
5mip her Tavw.

Ifthey are attached,
she cannot collect from the
other properties,
because her gift is considered
vpIp, just like vmyob dpT, and
for a significant gift of vpp
she was 5mp her Tapw.
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The Gemara mentions another exception to this Halachah:
7335 'PINRY 70219 10597 R

RO M W)

NN 77IR XD

If the v 2>w assigned all his assets to his wife and sons,
but he left over one palm tree for himself, she can collect
her Kesubah from the sons’ inheritance, because

ROP™TY RAMIT D

0211719195 101 RNM

Her silence does not indicate that she was Srmn her lien,
because since she can still collect her Kesubah from the
577, she did not want to object to the manm and upset her
husband, and she intended to collect her Kesubah first
from the 577, and if it’s not enough, she will collect the rest
from the sons’ inheritance.

The Gemara continues

R17727 IR

INRS YOI 53 ANOW YD 1OV

If a dying person assigned all his assets to someone
without specifying whether it was an inheritance or a gift,
it depends:

TWIPY NI DR PRI

O DN 170N

XD ORI

700D DIOP POI

If that person was an eligible heir, the assets are consid-
ered an inheritance, like the opinion of 7172 12 1371 °27 that
aperson can assign all his assets to the heir of his choice.
And if the person was not an heir, the assets are consid-
ered a gift.

Dedicated By:

1229 NPNNRY N°001Y 1N1AYDT RINN
ROP*T TN 1MW
NN2IND NTAR 8Y

If the vy 15w assigned all his assets to his wife and sons,
but he left over one palm tree for himself,
she can collect her Kesubah from the sons’ inheritance,

because

ROPYTO RNNT DM
YD1 1N919Y MM RNN)

Her silence does not indicate that she was b5mp her lien,
because since she can still collect her Kesubah from the 5p7,
she did not want to object to the nann and upset her husband,
and she intended to collect her Kesubah
first from the bp7, and if it’s not enough,
she will collect the rest from the sons’ inheritance.

AP P I

INRY 1P00)

D 2ANDW YIN 2DV

If adying person assigned all his assets to someone
without specifying whether it was an inheritance or a gift,
it depends:

IND OR)
DIWNn Hvn
nann

And if the person
was not an heir,
the assets are considered

agift

DafHachaim.org

PRI
1O NIRRT OXR
DIwn HVN

QIoIRY
Ifthat person

was an eligible heir,
the assets are considered
an inheritance,
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. 71278 92 RTR 27 attempted to explain the distinction in
whether it was a w1y or mnn as follows: -

W5 IR DR DADE P L34 P

PO TP IR . The distinction in whether it was a nwW1» or NaNN
If the assets are a w17, the widow can collect support

from these assets, because the Mishnah in main> rules
I "o P AbN IND DRI Wb 1N DN
A widow can collect support from her husband’s estate DO IN J)QbN ))N Do In J)QbN
that now belongs to his heirs. PDOID PDIID
RS DRI
YOOI TP NN PR If thg assets are ananm, Ifthe assets areanen,
If the assets are a i, the widow cannot collect support the widow cannot collect the widow can collect
from these assets, because the Mishnah in pv’s rules support from these assets, support from these assets,
TR D PRXIMD PR because the Mishnak
PTWD D'OIN .
obwn PPN Iom in e rudey
The widow cannot collect support from her husband’s MYNA ]17?:'7 ]’x’xﬂb ]’N bl ﬂ:?:5§t
assets which he sold or gave to others, only from yin 2. r-mvjwn fallampia) fajla}falkialbfa)
X
R171 however rejected this distinction, because n‘”yn ﬁp nhen
PO IPNTINIOR NIDR ROPNIRT VIV ROW:
W 55 RY 131377 M3 7(
If the widow can collect support from w17 which takes ' R
effect R 7R, then certainly she can collect support £ 1 W od thiy distinction
from the min» of a y» 20w which takes effect only 13129717 DOYVN NDYOINT NI NHYND
. And as the Rashbam explains, we must say that only PDOID NI N J)Qb N
regarding
3 T 19w 53 R 12277 Nann2
DTIAVIVD D7OID PRI PR . Ifthe widow can collect support from nwy» which takes
She cannot collect support only from a gift that was effect RnmINTD, then certainly she can collect support
?;comphshed with a proper p3p. from the nann of a vy 1w which takes effect only ;p2770?
owever
Y 190 NI And as the Rashbany explaing,
DTVIVN PO PRI .
She can collect support from a gift that was accomplished We itk “y that ij/ r%r/m?/

through the 0»on Nipn of Y 2OW NINy. 1IP3 D3 DI

OY73VIEN O PHY PO

She cannat collect support onﬁ/%fam @ ;A%f
that was accomplished with wproper yp.

However
DIN 39 DI
OY73VIEY DD PN

She can collect Ja/%m‘%mmw?% that WM/WWM
?‘/WO(A?/I/ the: ppon 2P 0% YW Pl pyp.
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Therefore, X217 explains the distinction is in the case of
M50 PINRI 7 7003

If a vy 15w states, my assets shall go to j21%7 and after he
dies they should go to w»w, not to j2187's heirs;

WY IR PORI PR OR

D190 PWRI DIPPI WY PR

If 12187 was an eligible heir, the assets are a 7wy, and
therefore after he dies they go to his heirs, not to pynw,
because as the Rashbam explains

170 P2 790 W IRWYT 3T

920 WPW IMRD TWIY DD TPYS 912 IR

Once 12187 acquires the assets as a w17, they belong to
him completely and then to his heirs, and the v 2°>w has
no right to revoke a nwr.

However,

RS DRI

I DN o

WY PINR)

If 2187 was not an eligible heir, the assets are a mim», and
therefore after j2187 dies they go to pynw, not to j1IXT's
heirs, because the ¥ 25w has the right to revoke a mnm,
as in every case of 1595 MR,

Zugt Di Mishnah

P12 DR I3 ©IARS PO DR 200

NVY WYY AN

T M DI0 MT PR ROR

If a person assigned all his assets to a stranger, and left
nothing for his sons, it is effective, because it's a minn, a
gift. However, the Chachamim are not pleased with him,
because as the Rashbam explains

RITPIIRT 7513 TPV RPT

He circumvented, albeit Halachically, the Torah'’s rules of
inheritance.

SROM2 12 YW 127 say’s

7MW DI P12 17 RD DR

205 NN

If his sons did not act appropriately, his act is praisewor-
thy, because they do not deserve a portion in the nwy.

DafHachaim.org

AP
The distinction in whether it was a nwy» or NN

11595 77NN 75 D)
If avw 1w states, my assets shall go to )28
and after he dies they should go to py»w, not to )NY’s heirs;

IND DN) NINY PWRI M DR
DY 1511 WD
NN DIpP2 WD PN
WS 1NN D1b> PN

If)yam was not an eligible If)y8) was an eligible heir
heir, the assets are a nanp, the assets are a nw,

and therefore after)2y  and therefore after he dies they

dies they go to poow, go to his heirs, not to poow,

not to)2N’s heirs, because once ) Wﬁx
the assety ay a 0,
f/be?/ é@&n?/ ty him and
thew 1o hiy heirs, and the
YW 20l hay no m’%z‘ fo

revoke 207

YN

12 PR [N YN 1001 NN amon
Y P
WY I DMADM M 'R NON

If a person assigned all his assets to a stranget,
and left nothing for his sons,
it is effective, because it's a nany, a gift.

However, the Chachamim are not pleased with him,

because ab the Rashbam Wzd/
HOHMYNH7 O5NY VY HNT
He circamvented, albeit H, )
the Torah's rales o% inheritance.

;@fﬁg R /I )
M 23N N0 1T D N
b 9o

If his sons did not act appropriately, his act is praiseworthy,
because they do not deserve a portion in the nwi.
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As the Gemara explains, the o'»on disagree and hold that
even if

WD DI P32 P RS OR

DR AMIDION M PR

Even if his sons did not act appropriately, his act is not
praiseworthy, because as the Rashbam explains

RO RYI PID RPOI RDYT

Perhaps his future descendants will act appropriately, and
they do deserve a portion in the nwyy.

As 58w told N 27

RIIONR 12 72770 KD

N2V K725 RW2 K120 170K

RN725 R3O W'

Y ou should not be present when a father transfers his
assets from one heir to another heir, even from a wicked
son to a pious son who is qualified for w1, and certainly
from a son to a daughter who is not qualified for nwry.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemaras explaing,
The p>n disagree and hold
12100 AN D01 M PR

Even if his sons did not act appropriately,
his act is not praiseworthy,

because as the Rashbam Wém
HBYH HYI DI HND) HND7

Perﬁafw % /wfaf@ descendunts will act a/:/zm/mm‘@[y

and f/b@?/ Ao deserve a /}orﬁm/ in the 0.

/B/é///é told 535 »
NNIDNR 172D 12 NN R
N2D NI25 N2 RH2D 15DN)
NNN25 N2 7o)

You should not be present when a father
transfers his assets from one heir to another heir,
even from a wicked son to a pious son,
and certainly from a son to a daughter
who is not qualified for nwm.
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The Gemara applies this Machlokes to the incident of qor
vy 12 who had a son who did not act appropriately.
MPTTRIYYY 5 N

TUTPR OP

211 12 901 donated a purse of 97 coins, his entire fortune,
to WP, because he did not want to leave anything for his
son.

Later on, the son married and
RO PN
RO 72 MOWR YR

He bought a fish for his wife, and discovered a gem inside.

MPTT RONDY D50 MDY 770DR

RID W RPR VIV 7D IR

He brought the gem to wpi for them to purchase for the
1oIn stones, and they appraised it at thirteen purses of 797
coins, but the w7pn treasury had only seven in their
possession and was short the other six.

Upon which the son announced

1A vaw

DPYWI MYTPI 710 Y

Give me the seven and I donate the remaining six to wTp7.

12N 17Y
The sages at the time recorded this transaction.
And the Gemara offers two versions of what they wrote:

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara applies this Machlokes
to the incident of >v» )2 5p»
who had a son who did not act appropriately.

MTT RNY MY M0
NOTPR Op
211 )2 9D» donated a purse of 237 coins,

his entire fortune, to wTpn, because he did not want
to leave anything for his son.

Later on, the son married and
N2 nb par
RI?D3ID N2 NOWN AV

He bought a fish for his wife,
and discovered a gem inside.

NMPY NDPN

NITT RNNDY HDOMN2
N2 W RN VIV N DN
He brought the gem to wTpn for them to purchase for
thewin stones, and they appraised it at thirteen purses

of 17 coins, but thewTpn treasury had only seven in
their possession and was short the other six.

Upon which the son announced

5130 vaw
DPWD MPTPIN |0 NN MY

Give me the seven
and I donate the remaining six to wTpn.

12N 1TNY

The sages at the time recorded this transaction.
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1.

NAR ©397 YY1 0P

WY ©157 1

The father vy 12 90v donated only one Xr5p while his
son donated six 75D,

As the Gemara explains, according to this version the son
was praised:

107 IR RPTH

T2V POWT 5N

The word ©1571 implies that the son acted properly;

And as the Rashbam explains, likewise, 71v» 12 qor acted
properly in disinheriting his son and donating his estate to
wIpn, in the merit of which the son improved and was non
to make such a large donation to wpn.

This is in accordance with the opinion of )"2w"

WD 03N P32 P RY DR

1057 N

DafHachaim.org

A

DNR 00N tYP J2 0P
YW D?10N 1)

The father1v» )2 9p» donated only one NwbY
while his son donated six RWDY.

Ay the Gemaras explaing,

According to this version the son was praised:

D200 MIHN NNTH
T2 YOWT boon

The word pnon implies that the son acted properly;

And as the Rashboam %Méww,
sy o b acted, /Wo/b@r%/ % /Wm;/ his som
and donating hiy estate ts tp>,
i the Wﬁ which the son improved
and wag 5 25 T such & &f% donation 1y tp>.

This is in accordance w1th the opinion of 32w

NWO 02271 1722 1PN RY DX
2109 NOT
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2.

According to the second version they wrote

DNR OO0 7YY 12 907

VIV N°X17 11

The father 71wy 12 90 donated one X5y while his son
extracted from wWpn seven ROV,

According to this version the son was not praised:

NXI IR RPTD

T2V POV IRHT Y90

The word ®x171 implies that the son acted improperly;
And likewise, w7 12 907 acted improperly in disinherit-
ing his son; and ®

n2m 9N 795

VIV 12 NI

WP MARIR DI 1w

This caused his son to act improperly in emptying the
treasury.

This is in accordance with the opinion of the o»>1 who
hold that even if

WD O Y32 P RD OR

DR AMIDON I PR

DafHachaim.org

2

NNR OO0 TY1 12 Or
YIW RNIN 112

S .
The father y1vr |2 9p» donated one N5 while
his son extracted from wTpn seven Rmb.

According to this version the son was not praised:
NN PN NPTHD
T2V YOW INDT oo

The word mxn implies that the son acted improperly;
And likewise, »vr )2 9p» acted improperly

in disinheriting his son;
and
D3IC N3 HBIO D3N DDA o5
700 DN 5> 1E
Thiy caused hiy son ty act Wap@r@/

% WM the ?‘re@cw?/.

v
This is in accordance with the opinion of the Dwon

NINWO 02011 172 1PN XY OX
121970 NMA DON M PR
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