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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"va learn 7755 97 of X912 12 NJON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The incident of

ANV PATIYIAYH RSW TR DTN VYD

SRV 12 10305 YOI AN THY

There was a person who sons did not act appropriately
and he assigned his entire estate to YX'1p 12 10

The greatness of °Xo1 12 13m 127 in Torah, as well as his vast
knowledge;

The Mishnah's Halachah of

32T N

JPR]

If a person states that *3159 so and so is my son, he is
believed. However,

fah i

JPRIIPR

Ifhe testifies that 150 is my brother, he is not believed

As the Gemara explains this Halachah applies in two
areas.

1.

Regarding

W

To receive portion in the inheritance;

2.

Andregarding

oY

Ifa person dies with no children, the widow is obligated to
marry his brother.

The Machlokes regarding

MWK DR NWI TORY Hva

Whether or not a person is believed to claim that he
divorced his wife, thereby removing the 012> obligation
from her?

The distinction in 317 °27's opinion

V7915 1R

RI7Y 1RO

Regarding the past he is not believed, but regarding the
future he is believed.

The Machlokes regarding

RT3

Whether a single statement can be divided into its
separate components to allow each one to be effective
individually? As in the case of

1915 MR

henpRblsisvRnle

If a person testified that he previously divorced his wife,
does Bais Din accept his claim regarding future matters.

DafHachaim.org

DM P21 1712 1PN ROW
RTIY 12 1NN 1D 2N THY

INIT 12 AN 129

222 1T NN
PN

MR T
1PN IR

o TOMH

MRY Yy
MOR DX NV

YI9NY R
RaNY IR

RMN2>T 112290

YIONY MN
N2 NN NN
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a Machlokes
regarding

P32 DR P37 DIIRY YOI NIR A7

AW DM I PR RS

If a father assigned all his assets to a stranger and left
nothing for his sons, because his sons were not acting
appropriately;

SR512 12 YW 127 holds

2105 8

He is praiseworthy.

While the o'»on hold

WY M DN M PR

He is not praiseworthy, because ®

RSV RV 7PIM RpPOI RST

Perhaps his future descendants will act appropriately.

DafHachaim.org

D°INKRY 17021 NXR 2MDN
112 DX N2
NMWD 0221 1722 1N RN
If a father assigned all his assets to a stranger
and left nothing for his sons, because his sons
were not acting appropriately;

Whikle the ppon hotd e PP I o) holdy

2109 MO

He is praiseworthy.

NN D001 M PR
1NN

He is not praiseworthy,

O HPDI HND7
HBYY PV
Per/mp_v /M‘A//afum descenduntsy

will act WU/WWL@[%
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The Gemara proceeds with such an incident:

AWI PAMIYIAYA R5W TR DRI VYR VN

SRV 121305 O3 AN THY

There was this person whose sons were not acting
appropriately and he assigned his entire estate to 121
ORI,

ORI 12 103 Y

wHY 19

wHw WP

WO 135 TN

58 12 173 went and sold one-third, donated one-third to
w7pn, and returned one-third to the sons of the deceased.

The Rashbam explains as per the Gemara later that j2 jni»
SR was able to go against the father’s wishes that his
sons not get his w17, because

75 1P RNO

)12 KDY IR 172 AW B"Y WP RO

MY 72 MUYY Y 7 IS 1950

When the father gave SR 12 1nav the gift he did not
specify that this was on condition that his sons do not
benefit. Therefore, we assume that he gave bxemy j2jmiv a
complete gift, for him to do as he pleases.

As opposed to the case the Gemara cites from a Mishnah
in 0371 N>on in the case of

PN T NVYH

Where the gift was given on condition, and was therefore
an incomplete gift and not effective.

Dedicated By:
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"N
TNR DTR2 NWYN
NMWD 1721 1722 PN ROY
YRITIY 12 1N 1D 2N THY

This person whose sons were not acting appropriately
assigned his entire estate to 5y )2 jnon.

HNITIY 12 1N NVY N
WHW DN
WY WITPM
WHWY 17125 PThM
5em )2 )0 went and sold one-third,

donated one-third to wpn,
and returned one-third to the sons of the deceased.

The Rashbam, explainy
that @j/)//p//y/f wass able 1y 90 W fé@%a}%er 'y wishes
that his sons not W hiy >0,
because
oD 309 HHP
93 H5 OHH 103 DIONE H”Y £99D PO
M9 D3 PIEVD D9 390 NS o4O
When the %af/ber gave éfj/)/ .Y, the W
he did not specily that this was o condition
that hiss sons dy not ém«%’f.

W%ar&, we asbuwme that he gave éfj/)/ 0.y
wcomp&f@%%f, /ar him ty do @A@,@W
Ay gpposed to the case the Gemara c«;?‘w%mm/ @ Mishnah
v pr13) ooy v the CM&%
19N D37 DEVYH
Where the M was giver onv condition,

and way f/b@f?%dr& anw mm/)fef& %&‘ and nat e{%@q‘z}r/a
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Since Yxmp 12 1M1y was mentioned, the Gemara cites a
well-known Braisa:

P55 % v o Trhn oanw

12T AWNI APIY [P TIVNY DRI I DwHw

D112 VWP 70 72 TNV DR 0 DwHw

DONPADIWY

ORIV 12 1031 121030 9T

RIT 12 PAY 127 103w O

And proceeds to describe the greatness of 821 12 1371 127 in
Torah, as well as his vast knowledge; and

19 0203w JORT INRD

131 713 DR Y 091920 9173

That level of greatness in Torah certainly applies to 12 1
SR as well.

DafHachaim.org

1PN 9909 19 1PN DTN DNNWY

1M DOVHOHY
oI
TINYNY
N nd
M 12 ywinn

DMIvY
0"”N)2

1M DWHY
ag g
NIVNY
NOW jYHY
12°27 NWND

191072w op
MNROT 12 PN 120

121032W N7
R 12 1N

And proceeds to describe the greatness of 'R21)2 )onp )2,
as well as his vast knowledge; and
12 D51>2W DPT INND

D021 NN NDNR S5v Dh1xaw H1Ta

That level of greatness in Torah
certainly applies to 5nnv )2 )na» as well.
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Zugt Di Mishnah

32730 N

PRI

If a person states that *159, so and so, is my son, he is
believed. However,

i

JPRIIPR

If he testifies that "n5o is my brother, he is not believed

As the Gemara explains this Halachah applies in two
areas.

1.

W

To get a share in the inheritance;

miaiy

ORI

In his own assets, 'n%o does get a share through his claim,
because as the Rashbam explains

NI Y 1 OVIORT D

PRINVPINITIIION D

Since he has the ability to give his assets to *1150 as a 7,
he is believed to say that his assets shall be given to "n%o
as anwvy.

However

TR

ORIIPR

In his father’s assets, 159 does not get a share like one
brother, because ®

MR P PR MY

The other brothers do not recognize *»%o as their brother.
®

However

wHma MY Son

This brother must give *nbo part of his own share in the
father’s nw1, because he admitted that *159 is his brother.

As the Rashbam explains:

If there were two known brothers pynw) j2IR;

Ruvain identified "5 as their brother while Shimon claims
that he does not know.

Now, their father left an estate of three fields.

If there are 2 brothers, they each get 1% fields.

If there are 3 brothers, they each get 1 field.

Therefore, in this case, Ruvain must relinquish half a field
to Levi, because according to him Levi is their brother and
is entitled to the third field. Shimon, however, does not
have to relinquish half a field to Levi, because according
to him Levi is NOT their brother and is NOT entitled to
the third field.

So, Ruvain is left with 1 field, Shimon with 1% fields and
Levi with % a field.

DafHachaim.org

B4

N N3 M N
11R1 N 118

If he testifies that b If a person states
is my brother, thatnbs is my son,
he is not believed he is believed.

Y
1OMH

To get a share in the inheritance;

In his own assets,
mbo does get a share through
his claim, because
OIN3 O 390 V3 N7 1N
15 NEIN MO 93 MO 9
Since he has the @ébﬁf?x
o give hiy assets to pfo ab & sy,
he iy believed ty say that hiy

In his father’s assets,
mbo does not get a share
like one brother, because

DO P09 PO 0L
The other brothers

Ao not recoW j/é ay
their brother.

However

1pbn2 Y Swm
This brother must given5
part of his own share in the
father’s nwr, because he
admitted thatnb is his
brother.

assety shall be given 1o
]/é ay a .

Ay the Rashbam
% there were two brnown brothers L2l
Ruvairy idenitified 1/ as their brother
while Shimon claims that he does not émw
Now, their /Ler %&‘mw‘ 2 g z%/w
Z% there are 2 érm‘/b@ry 1 1/2

%?‘W@M&j brothery, f/b@y/ e@c/u;@?‘l/w/%/

We/@m, in thiy case. . .
Buwaine musit rel Shimon, however, does nat
WWWI‘O Levi, have 1y r@ZX/AﬁuMW@
because Wr/m?/ ty him W ty Levi,
Levio iy their brother and s because @ccor/m?/ ty him
entitled to the fﬁw/M Levir iy not their brother.
Ruvaine iy left with 1 field,
Shimon with 1% Wy, and
Leviwith % a W
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2.

And regarding

o

Generally, if a person dies with no children, his widow is
required to undergo 02’ or nx*>m, to marry his brother or
perform nx°5n. However, if he states

Jam

JON)

MR 1> PINT 2YR

Even if he was known to have a brother but he was not
known to have a son, and his widow is 012’ npin3, required
to undergo D2 or nx*5m; nevertheless, he is believed to say
that 1159 is his son, thereby releasing her from this
requirement.

However

TR

JPRIIPR

23321 °TIR2 1D P RDT X VR

If he was not known to have a brother or son, and his
widow is 012°» 700 NPina, not required to undergo 012’ or
mx5m, he is not believed to say that 'n59 is his brother to
require her to undergo 0V or 7%°5m.

Dedicated By:
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2
o2

Generally, if a person dies with no children,
his widow is required to undergo D1 or n¥bn,
to marry his brother or perform nwbn

However

MN DT
JDRI 1PN
] PTMD RHT 3”DN

D1 DT
JDN

] PTMINT 21”DN
NN2

Even if he was known
to have a brother
but he was not known to have
a son, and his widow is pptn2a
D1, required to undergo
D12 OF NY5N;

1)223) 'NN2
If he was not known
to have a brother or son, and
his widow is D12 D HPTN2,
not required to undergo
DY OF NN,
he is not believed
to say thatmbo is his brother
to require her to undergo
D1Y Or NS,
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The Gemara now elaborates in the Halachah of
IPRICIN
D127 N INWR DR Rilop)

SRIDY IR TR V'R

JORI 732 7T YWOR 71 7301

OB 1T YR

A person is believed to claim that he has a son, thereby
removing the 012’ obligation from his wife, because he has
awn in that he has the ability to do so now by divorcing
her.

qor 27 adds

DRI IR NIORT ROWA

ORI TIWR DR "NV IRV Ha

WP TN RN

By the same reasoning, a person is also believed to claim
that he divorced his wife, thereby removing the m2
obligation, because he has the ability to divorce her now.

137727 1R qo 72 prix 17 disagrees and says

VR DR TV IORY Hv2

PRIIPR

A person is NOT believed to claim that he divorced his
wife, because as the Rashbam explains

R215 15 R ROp 7WIAT RIPRT ORT

Ifhe actually did divorce her, the news of the divorce
would have spread, and since there was no Mp

MWT OTY DIPH IPWS Y Ind

We cannot accept his 11, because the lack of a 91
contradicts his claim.

DafHachaim.org

PRI 212 AT
012°0 10 MWK NXR NVDY

é///é WE DD IV E
OR1 222 DT 1IOX NN 21DN
N®WIAY 1722 NN

A person is believed to claim that he has a son,
thereby removing the ;1> obligation from his wife,
because he has a1 in that he has the ability
to do so now by divorcing her.

Bop 32 adtly
DIRIN MR NIRRT RNWN
PRI YNWR NR YNWII INRY Y2
NWIY 1792 NN

By the same reasoning, a person is also believed to claim
that he divorced his wife, thereby removing the ;i»
obligation, because he has the ability to divorce her now.

P W ﬂo/f » pndr /M?rm
MMVR NR YNV MRY Hya
IR IR

A person is NOT believed to claim that he divorced his wife,

because
HHNd DS N HOP DENT PHH7 BH7
% he acz‘aw[/%/ Aid dvorce her, the newy of the
divorce wolld have Wea/, and since there was no //7
M7 D7 DIN3 IPED 5 ONd
We cannat aweﬁf /M'A//g'//,
because the lack ofw[p contradicty hiy cluim.
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The Gemara mentions a contradicting statement of 17
ik

137127 IR PIAR AR VR R

MWK DR TWT IORY 53

PRI

1317 >27 holds that a person IS believed to claim that he
divorced his wife.

And the Gemara reconciles the two statements of j3n7 23
That it depends:

NP RD

Y7915 1R

Ra77> 1RO

Regarding the past, he is not believed.

Regarding the future, he is believed

P abisp)

JPRIIPR

It he testified on the first day of Iyar that he divorced his
wife earlier on the first day of Nissan, and then o*7p testify
that she was n1» during the month of Nissan, Bais Din
does not believe his claim and she is guilty as an v’k DN,
because as the Rashbam explains

N IRI PRIV

He has no wn, since at the time of his testimony in Iyar he
does not have the ability to divorce her retroactively from
the month of Nissan.

However

N17>

ORI

It he testified on the first day of Iyar that he divorced his
wife today, and o7v testify that she was 3 later during
the month of Iyar, Bais Din does believe his claim,
because

19219 WM VIR

He has a »wn since at the time of his testimony he does
have the ability to divorce her.

DafHachaim.org

The gemam/ meniiony & com‘m/m‘m?/ Matement o%
» //)/ 7 Q)

P4

YOV PV INE PRE IR L VL £
MOR NXR MNWI) IMRWY Hya
PRI

)3N1 12 holds that a person is believed to claim
that he divorced his wife.

v
NWp RO
YIONY XD

Regarding the past,
he is not believed.

R2NY XD
Regarding the future,
he is believed

PRI IR - PIDNY

It he testified on And then

the first day of [yar ~ DT testify
that he divorced that she was his claim and

his wife earlieron M0 during she s guilty

the firstdayof ~ themonthof as an
Nissan, Nissan, WIR DN,

Because ay the Rashbam WZ‘W
12 1H2 PO 0L
He hass no ey, since at the fime g Mfaﬁmonyxmf?@r
he doey not have the aé%fg/ ty diorce her re?‘mad&t/@%/
fmm/ the monihy o% Nissan.

Bais Din does
not believe

PRI - R2INO

And D17y testify
the first day of Iyar  that she was nam

It he testified on

that he divorced
his wife today,

later during the
month of Iyar,
because
D3 D5 £ W3 %D
He hay w oy since at fé@fmofﬁwfw‘mngx
he does have the aéb&f?/ ty divorce her.
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The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes 721 27 81 17
regarding

Y7915 MR

RIAD PIMPA0 N

If he testified that he previously divorced his wife, does
Bais Din accept his claim regarding future matters?

AR TN

RN2T 359

A statement CAN be divided into separate components.
Therefore, Bais Din accepts his claim regarding the
future, but not regarding the past.

IR T

RY2T 359 N>

A statement CANNOT be divided into separate compo-
nents. Therefore, Bais Din cannot accept his claim even
regarding the future, since it cannot be applied to the past.

Dedicated By:
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P8 PV = RN )

Y9N NN

X215 PPN NN
If he testified that he previously divorced his wife,
does Bais Din accept his claim regarding future matters?

MR TN
RM2T 127290

A statement CAN be divided
into separate components.

MR TM
R72T 127290 XY

A statement CANNOT
be divided into
separate components.

Therefore, Bais Din cannot
accept his claim even
regarding the future,

since it cannot be applied

to the past.
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