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7’02

Intro
Today we will Be“H begin learn 15 97 of X112 X312 noomn.
Some of'the topics we will learn about include:

AP MRS DYIN

A stipulation that a document take effect “From today and after
my death"

The Gemara discusses

1.

1135 10212M50

Whether one who writes over his property to his sons needs to
write 0rin, from today; OR

PHY Mo v Hw st

The date on the document indicates that it is to be effective
immediately.

2.

(o]

If one writes this expression in a Gett, whether

N7 IRINOR

NN

This is a condition or a retraction;

3,

NP

Whether this stipulation in also required in a document that
records a transfer of property with a Kinyan.

WP PIPI MO IR
N

MW PN PIPIIND VO PIp

The np5n» whether the right to the produce of a field is the
primary ownership in the property.

The Gemara discusses

1.

I MRS 125 O3 M7

One who writes over his property to his son, but retains the
rights to the produce, if

IR D

12790 R

The father or the son can sell the property.

2.

mro5 177w 19N

RPN

R IPRI R IN

If someone buys the rights to a field’s produce, and then brings
D123, the first fruit, to the wp»R 2 and recites the Pesukim in
Ran D NwIS;

Whether he includes the phrase

71°5 INNI WK MTR 119 MWK DR IR 737 NYY

Referring to the land Hashem gave him.

3,

150m

15O WA PINRI
MHO W IR

If someone said, “My property is bequeathed to you, and
afterwards to another, and after him to yet another;*

W MR PRI NN

WYY MR I N

When the first recipient dies, the second person gets the
property;

And when he then dies, the third person gets the property.
They do not leave this property to their heirs.

DafHachaim.org

NI IR 1PN

17129 1021 aNdN
V)
RPN

MT AN PIPI MPD PIp
N
MT PN AP RS MPD PIp

1229 1051 2N1PN
1IN INNRY

M09 INTY DMN

72 200
MOD WM PIINNY

MW NIP PORI NN
MYHYW MP W NN
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

1125 Y033 250

If someone writes over his property to his sons; as the
Rashbam explains

I MRS 7033 ON5 1N 1R

M2 MY HIRW ROR

He wants to give them the property now to preclude any
future liens, but he also wants to retain the rights to its
produce until his death;

There’s a Machlokes:

A1 IR DYID NPV IR

1729717

777 17 says that he must specify that the gift is effective,
“From today and after my death.”

And as the Gemara explains;

75 RP 97

DY 1P ROI

AR IR RO

The actual property is acquired by the sons immediately,

but the right to its produce is only acquired upon his death.

However, as the Rashbam explains,

o R

oy IR

I RS IO N7

If he does not specify orim, the gift is void, because one
cannot transfer his property effective after his death.

The Mishnah continues however,

IR DY 127

TIRIR

DY 17 says that it is not necessary to add orin, because as
the X2 explains;

5V mom oW Sw

The date on the document indicates that it is to be
effective immediately. ®

977 RIPTRY ORT

VW ANV 0

ano1 DINA

Otherwise, the date is useless. Clearly, he wanted the
document to take effect from this date.

The Gemara cites Rav’s ruling
ielih e Fybry

DafHachaim.org

Y
#3325 1053 3PS

If someone writes over his property to his sons;
ab the Rashbam @q}(@m/
1D INO5 PP BOD 325 DM
MN3 PIMD SoHE HEH
He wanty ty give them f/b@/bm/%rz‘y/ now
?‘o/zreoM&my e lien, but he also wanty to
retains the rightt to ity produce until hiy death;

"FRMD RS BV NS T
M 099

He must specify that the gift is effective,
“From today and after my death.”

And a the Gemara explaing;
M MRP DN
01NN 2P RN

N IR RO

The actual property is acquired by the sons immediately,
but the right to its produce is only acquired upon his death.

However, as the Rashbam Wm/
D’ 1) HS — “OPON” HO3
oD INOd DN PH7
% he doey not W Prap, the M 4 void,
because one cannot ?‘mmﬁr M/w/%r?‘yx

%@d‘ e n%z‘er iy deathy.

Rl =) L
T8 WN

It is not necessary to add “ornp,”

because ab the gpm> n;
POY NN TOW HW 1INT
The date on the document indicates
that it iy 1o be we Ww/mf@%
190 HID H5 H7
JVE3 3H2E 1Nt
3H2) ©IN3
Otherwise, the date iy wseless. Ci fw/f?/ he wanted
the docwment 1y take #@d fwm thiy datte.

The Yemara cites Rav’sy mﬁ,‘ny
"D’ 727D NOHN
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The Gemara cites a mpbm» regarding

RIPN

Whether 77 »27 also requires o in a document that
records a transfer of property with a pp:

a7 ruled

PIRIPR NI

This is not necessary, since the 71p was not performed
with the 70w, but through a different 3p, which is
assumed to be effective immediately.

And ywir 29772 R 27 added

RIDIRMT HIND 119172

wHo

The Machlokes is only in a case where the document
merely records the transfer of property, without mention-
ing the Kinyan. Therefore, 7 17 does require it to state
orn, because there is no indication of when it took place.

However, 05 27 ruled

TIZT RIVIPR RPN

7% RYT RIVIPR RIR)

Sometimes the document requires 0w, and sometimes it
does not; and he differentiated as follows:

PPD RV PR

I3RS

Ifit first describes the owner’s instructions to transfer the
property and then describes that the witnesses indeed
performed the p1p, it does not require Dynm, because ®
RYTY PIp

19719 RN

The extra expression reinforces the 1 and conveys that it
is effective immediately, even without oyin. ® However,
IR TP RYIP

73

If it first states that the y3p was done, and then describes
the instructions, it does require oyim, because ®

WIDN RP WO

The document merely explains that they performed the
13p upon his instructions. Therefore, there is no superflu-
ous expression of 1p, and he must add oynn.

DafHachaim.org

NRIPN

Does nmin 2 also require “Drian” in a document
that records a transfer of property with a pp

1y 2
7N 1R NRIPNI

And Y03 297 995 £y 2 added
159 NIDIN2 NNT WIND 2172
The Machlokes is only in a case where the document
merely records the transfer of property,
without mentioning the Kinyan.
Therefore, nTin 121 does require it to state prnm,
because there is no indication of when it took place.

00 PI

TINT RNIPR RN

IR RDT RNIPR RN
Sometimes the document requires b,
and sometimes it does not; as follows:

1710 R NMPR
NMIPNRY 1710 RN
N X RO
Ifit first states Ifit first describes the owner’s
that the pap was done, instructions to transfer the
and then describes property, and then,
the instructions,
it does require Do,
because
£991 HP LD
The document mer
W&mz‘/m‘ f/b@?/ﬁ@f%&ﬂ%@/
the pyp wpon iy instructions.
W@%M@, there i no
w/wf%fww expression of PP
and he must add prap.

because
I 1P
NS MDY HID
The extra expression

reinforces the: pp
MZZZ f/m{/ iy
ef%@oﬁ'w immediat @[yz

even without prop.
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The Mishnah continues

TN AR5 13325 PO 2MDA

If someone writes over his property to his son;

And as the Gemara explained

DYIN 3P RON

AR IR RO

The actual property is acquired by the son immediately,
but the right to its produce is retained by the father until
his death.

Therefore,

915 51> 1R AR

125 Pmo W 23om

The father cannot sell the property completely, because
the son owns the q», the property itself. And

MY 513 IR 1AM

ARD MWI2 170 7390

The son cannot sell the property completely either, since
the father still owns the m79, the rights to the produce.

Therefore,

ANT DD

M w 7Y 0700

If the father sold the property, the buyer acquires only the
right to the M9, and only until the father’s death.
12770

D153 7 Y PR

ARV TY

If the son sold the property, the buyer acquires nothing
until the father’s death. And upon the father’s death the
buyer will acquire the property completely, IF the son is
still alive at that time.

Dedicated By:
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244

WM NS 1335 1053 Mo

If someone writes over his property to his son;

And as the Gemara explained
o1N» P RDIA
NN IR R
The aa‘ud/bm/zeﬁ‘yx 17 We/ éyx the som
mﬂ,me/m‘d?/ but the n'?/u‘ o ity pm/aw %
retained éy the /af/m wnitil his, deaithy.

Tonh M R jam Mond S N ann
P2 R s MIND I 9B
N7 125

The son cannot sell the The father cannot sell the
property completely either, property completely,
since the father still owns the because the son
mo, the rights to the owns the 9,
produce. the property itself.

2N 9N

D TP 2N
If the father sold the property,
the buyer acquires only the right to the m»»,
and only until the father’s death.

1377 2om
%o ma nphh N

N7 W Y

Ifthe son sold the property,
the buyer acquires nothing until the father’s death.
And upon the father’s death
the buyer will acquire the property completely,
if the son is still alive at that time.
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. However, the Gemara explains;
AR M2327 790D
AR PN 1A O
If the son sold the property AND he then died in his

However, the Gemara expluins;

father’s lifetime, there’s a npomm: aRkn PNa ]:n o0

PRI TR axN N2 1an N

NP> Mp N _ Ifthe son sold the property AND he then

The sale is not effective, and died in his father’s lifetime, there’s a npisnp:

MR WPH W

no mp é//)/@a Y]

The sale is effective. npf, nnp n7~| 137 NY

The sale is effective. The sale is not effectn}e.
v v

The Gemara explains: o PJ? nms PJP

PR AP 27 T an PIpo IND T an PIapd

7o mp R The right to the produce is The right to the produce

The sale is not effective, because not the primary ownership is the primary ownership

TP PIPI MY . o in the property. in the property.

The rlrgtht to the produce is the primary ownership in the Therefore, the buyer Therefore, the son is only able

propetty. . . acquired the o to sell his rights conditional

Therefore, the son is only able to sell his rights immediately, but?le can upon his a%:quiring them.

conditional upon his acquiring them. Since he died before . . . )

his father, the Rashbam explains, only benefit from thg o Since he died before his father,

1 YOI WD) PO after the father dies. the Bushbam ’
. IR WD 1 o S OON PYEN 1ED) PO

By selling the property, he forfeits his rights to inherit it, 3P S5 1IN

and he never actually acquired the property. Therefore,

the buyer cannot acquire it, and the father’s heirs inherit M/W ?%0 proper 7‘7 he

the property. /afﬁymfwy to inberit it

However, wnd he wever act

MR WPH W

no mp MW@&/?‘/L@/&VWZ?/

The sale is effective, because Therefore, the b cannot

MWT T PIPIIND MO PIp v )

Theqrigllt ‘to the produ]celz is NOT the primary ownership in wure it, and 1 ﬂ&f her'y

the property. heiry inherit ?%@W yber fy/

Therefore, the buyer acquired the 913 immediately, but he
can only benefit from the mo after the father dies.
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The Gemara cites another scenario involving this
Machlokes regarding o122

One who brings >3, the first fruit, recites the Pesukim
in Ran > nw1o, including the phrase

71° NN FUR ADTRA 10 PWRI DX IR 77 7YY
Referring to the land Hashem gave him.

Now,

mMYo% MW 19N

If someone sold the rights to the produce of a field;

IR PP 127

RPN

The buyer brings om>1 and also recites the relevant
Parshah, including this phrase, because

MT NN PIPI MO PIP

And so he can rightfully say °> nnny JwR nnTRn, because
he is considered the primary owner of the land. However,
IR WPH WM

RIPIPRI NN

The buyer brings 0*11>°3, but he cannot recite the Parshah,
because

T PN PIPI IO MO IR

And so he cannot say *> nnn WK MR, because he is not
considered the primary owner of the land.

DafHachaim.org

071072

One who brings o, the first fruit,
recites the phrase

TINSS BES B
SRENS 9 RS BN
i o =T RN

Referring to the land Hashem gave him.

m7°9% NTY 1DMN

If someone sold the rights to the produce of a field;

!//9/5'7 Wy

RNP IR RN

The buyer brings b,
but he cannot recite the
Parshah, because

mye PIp
DT 1IN PIPI IND
And so he cannot say
5 NN N NPTNN,
because he is not considered

the primary owner
of the land.

RN RN

The buyer brings pmm
and also recites this
Parshah, because

Mo PIp
WT 9IN PP
And so he can rightfully say
5 DNnd IR NPTNN,
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The Gemara asks

NIDT RTA 72 WHOR

Why do w5 w pnv »21 need to dispute both of these
cases? We would understand one from the other?

The Gemara offers two differences:

1.

R"70

7279 RIR

IR OIMIR

We might have thought that when a father sells the 911 to
his son, although he retains the m7°5, he wants his son to
have primary ownership because he does not want his
rights to limit the son’s rights at all.

If so, perhaps in this particular case 30 *17 agrees that pip
I IR IS MYY;

And only regarding o021 or elsewhere does he hold
MNP PO IR

Therefore, he had to teach us that even here he holds
PANPIPI VO I

And the Rashbam adds;

Perhaps w5 w3 holds i P3p2 RS Mo pip only in this
case, but regarding 01151 or elsewhere he agrees that pip
YA PIPI M.

Therefore, he had to teach us that even regarding om1>2
he holds

O PIPIIRS MO IR

Dedicated By:
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P4
RINT RTN N2 WODNR

Why do wpb wm o0 121 need to dispute both of these cases?
We would understand one from the other?

@

R”TO
1772 7229 RaAR
9 NR IR

We might have thought that when a father sells the 312 to
his son, although he retains the mm»»,
he wants his son to have primary ownership
because he does not want to limit the son’s rights at all.

If so, perhaps in this particular
caseanr ) agrees that
AN PIP2 IND YD PIp

And only regarding D>
or elsewhere does he hold
NIN PIp2 MO pIp

"7))1') Pap2 MO pIp
And the Bashbam addy;
PWW @p/ﬂa holdy 5(9/(43) /P2 W o P on/%/ i thiy case,
but re?w//m?/ oo or elewhere
h@ﬁ?rm that Q> [POIYE .
W%ow, he had ty teach us that even re?am/m?/ PP
50/{;) V2 /,é//)/r& [P
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2.

R"70

WO LY

T2 DPP2 I OR

Y ROTY PWO)

We might have thought that when one sells the 911 but
retains the M9, he certainly wants to retain primary
ownership even if his son is the buyer of the . If so,
perhaps in this particular case wpb w1 agrees that 73p
I PIPI M.

And only regarding 01> or elsewhere, where he sells
the Mo but retains the 91, does he hold

AT PIPIIRS MO IR

Therefore, he had to teach us that even here he holds
NI PIPIIND MO PIp

And the Rashbam adds;

Perhaps 131y >33 holds 9 130 M7 730 only in this case,
but regarding ©m>2 or elsewhere he agrees that myo Pip
YA IR IND.

Therefore, he had to teach us that even regarding o112
he holds

DA PIPI MO I

Therefore, the Gemara needs to tell us that their np>mn
applies in both cases.

DafHachaim.org

@

R”"TD
nPWD1 222 9O
1772 D1PN2 197DR
"9 RDYTY MWD
We might have thought that when one sells the 312 but

retains the mvo, he certainly wants to retain primary
ownership even if his son is the buyer of the 9.

If so, perhaps in this particular  And only regarding pm>2 or
case wpb wn agrees that elsewhere, where he sells
PIAN PIP2 MPD PIp. the myo but retains the 9,

does he hold

AN PIP2 IND MPD pIp

Therefore, he had to teach us that even here he holds
qIn P2 IRD MPD pap
And the Rashboam adily;
PWW& Yo R holds ﬁ/(éa LPOINO pp (Mﬁ/ in thiy
case, but re?a///' oo or iewhere

Ma?rm that 1> fpo W o V2
W%ar& he had ty teach uy

that even re?ar/m;/ oo he holdy
;0/59 [PV [

v

Therefore, the Gemara needs to tell us
that their nmbnn applies in both cases.
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The Gemara cites two contradictory mn»11 regarding this
npbnn:

15023

M5O WA PINNY

M9 WP PINN

If someone said, “My property is bequeathed to you, and
afterwards to another, and after him to yet another;"

W AP POURI NN

LW NI I NN

When the first recipient dies, the second person gets the
property;

And when the second person then dies, the third person
gets the property.

They do not leave this property to their heirs.

However,

ORI PP IW NN

If the second person dies in the first person’s lifetime,
there’s a Machlokes of two Braisos:

One Rn»71 says

ORI S DO N

Because ®

WwHwH T RY

TN MM ROR

The third person only has the rights to inherit the property
from the second recipient. Therefore, since the third
person does not receive the property, it reverts to the first
recipient’s heirs, even though he only had the m~».
Apparently, because

QPII PIPI MVO PIP

The first recipient’s right to the m~o is the primary
ownership. And since the original owner ceded his rights
to the 913, and the third person cannot get it because the
second person never got it, the first recipient is now the
full owner of the property.

However, a second Xn1arules

e I

The property reverts to the original owner’s heirs, because
N PIPIIND MYO PIP

Therefore, the first recipient has no rights to the 913, and it
remains with the original owner’s heirs.

Apparently, these Braisos disagree in the same *27 n5mn
w5 W any whether

PN PIPI MO IR

OR

I PP IRY MO PIp

Dedicated By:
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b)//)p

7% "0
MHD W PINXY
MHYD VI PINXY

If someone said, “My property is bequeathed to you, and
afterwards to another, and after him to yet another;”

W NN NORI NN
"MV NP 2V Mp
And when the second When the first
person then dies, the third recipient dies,
person gets the property. the second
They do not leave this person gets the
property to their heirs. property;
However,
PRI Na N1W NN
Ifthe second person dies in the first person’s lifetime,
there’s a Machlokes of two Braisos:

OM AP

0001 1M
PRI WM

A second NP
17tTN?

17 YO
The property reverts to
the original owner’s heirs,
because

IRD Mo pop
30 I
Therefore,
the first recipient
has no rights to the 9,
and it remains
with the original
owner’s heirs.

EOED D% 5
NED N POH

Apparently, because
30 PP MO PIp
The first recipient’s right to the
N is the primary ownership.

This is the same npi>nn as

wipd v onr 1>
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However, the Gemara proceeds to explain these mn»12
according to both wpb v and v a7

wp5 w1 says that both min»92 agree with his opinion that
PO PIPIIRS MO IR

However, their Machlokes is in whether 7Inx is an
exception:

The first k921 holds

IRV PIANR

Since he gave it to several people successively, he intends
to give them each the property completely, even the 9,
but with the condition that it passes on.

Therefore, since the third person does not get it, it remains
with the first recipient.

However, the second X972 does not make this distinc-
tion, and even in the case of 79NN the first recipient gets
only mo. Therefore, since the third person does not get
it, it reverts to the original owner’s heirs, and not to the
first recipient’s heirs, because 971 P3p2 RS V9 PIp.

However, 30 211 explains

N7 °RIN

It is indeed a np5mn.

The first kn»72 holds

MT RN PIPI VO PIp

The second Xn72 holds

MT PN PIPIIRD VO PIR

And pnv a7 rules like the first xn»92.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara proceeoﬁ/ o W(&w these, s
Mcor/m;/ ty both 277/@7 and ypr P

v
b M says
Both mnma agree with his opinion that

120 2P IND M1 pIp

However, their Machlokes is in whether 70N is an exception:

The second Rnm2 does not
make this distinction, and
even in the case of NN the
first recipient
gets only myo.
Therefore, since the third
person does not get it,
it reverts to the original
owner’s heirs, and not to the
first recipient’s heirs..

The first 82 holds

NY PINR
Since he gave it to several
people successively, he
intends to give them each the
property completely,
even the 91, but with the

condition that it passes on.
And since the third person
does not get it, it remains
with the first recipient.

v
However, )an» 12 explains

R WRIN
Itis indeed a nmbn.
The second Nn2 holds The first xpm2 holds
D PIp D PIp
DT AN PIPIIRD DT AN PIpd
v
And )onp 127 rules like the first RM2.
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