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Intro
Today we will 7”pa learn n"1p 97 of R9n2 X321 nNooN 1nw& I’”’ 1’5}, n’nn I,DJ
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

Pt o va POMIE AP D
The Machlokes Y571 21 °Riow 173 in the case of ]nptn: 00N 1p1l,n,

MWK 5Y1 YO manbo)

If ahouse collapsed upon a husband and wife and they
both died and had no children, but it was not known which
one died first, whose heirs inherit the wife’s assets?
290 0]
The Rnow 2 say

Irabiak

We divide the assets between the 2 sides, the Svan w7
and the nwr3 W,

9792 JRX Y0D)

The 550 2 make a distinction between

o102

The wife's heirs inherit her properties which are NOT

assessed and written into the 7213, because they remain

in her possession, and the husband merely has the rights to

its M9, its produce or profits. Therefore, in the event of 1DN I’v.' 1’53’ n’:n I?DJ

divorce or the husband’s death, these properties are

returned to her at their current value at the time of the
. divorce. Any increase or decrease in value accrues to her.

Py P
The Machlokes in 557 12's opinion regarding 1t: ’JN n-r'n ]’71D 15&1 1l’N
5172 183 003 DY001NY 1p1l,n,w

Which heirs inherit the properties which are assessed and

written into the 721157 prop ]nprn:
The husband acquires all rights to them during the
marriage. Therefore, in the event of divorce or the
husband’s death, these properties, or their value, must be
returned to her at their assessed value at the time of the
marriage. Any increase or decrease in value accrues to
him.

The Machlokes in the next Mishnah’s case of

MR 501 7YY 17377503

Ifa house collapsed upon a widow and her son, and they
both died and the son had no children, and it was not
known who died first, regarding the mother’s assets there
is a oo as to who inherits her assets.

The Ry Rin holds

PP PTIN IORIIOR

In this case the 551 n1 agree with the "Rpw n1 that we
divide the mother’s assets between the 2 sides, the 127w
and the oxj1 w7,

While x2pv 17 holds

WAIR IO

PIN2 DONNY
' Even in this case the 551 2 disagree with the 'Rpw "
and hold as before that we leave the assets with those who
had it in their possession, and the Gemara cites a
Machlokes as to which heirs are considered pirm.
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

MWK 5Y1 Y5y man bl

Ifa house collapsed upon a husband and wife and they
both died and had no children, but it was not known which
one died first;

Now, the husband’s heirs certainly inherit the husband’s
assets.

However, regarding the wife’s assets that she brought into
marriage there is a po© as to who inherits her assets:
DR SV W

ORI NN TUR

527 1 99 IR

The husband’s heirs claim that they inherit her assets,
because the wife died first and her husband inherited her
assets, and then he died, and now as his heirs, they inherit
these assets?

On the other hand;

DIVIN TORWIY

PORI I SV

212 nintalemiuigisdl

The wife’s heirs claim that they inherit her assets, because
the husband died first and the wife maintained ownership
of her assets, and then she died, and now as her heirs they
inherit these assets.

DIVINRDY 172

Irabiad

We divide the assets between the 2 sides, the Syan v and
the w1 w9, because as the Rashbam explains

NIN 2902 Y0W N N

Since we have a poo who died first, we divide the assets
between both parties. ®

DR 550 M

[alpiigmRaionsi

Since we have a pov in who died first, we leave the assets
with those who had it in their possession. Therefore, the
Mishnah continues;

gk

Svan v npina

The husband’s heirs inherit the Kesubah amount of 200
Zuz that the wife would normally collect upon her
husband’s death, because this money was originally in the
husband’s possession.

Y PRI 01017 D00

ART VI DPTn2

The wife’s heirs inherit the 251 *02), her properties that
were NOT assessed and written into the 121, because
since the wife maintains liability for these assets, she is
considered the possessor of these assets.

Dedicated By:
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D4
RSPy 1o nvan 5oy

If a house collapsed upon a husband and wife
and they both died and had no children,
but it was not known which one died first;

Now, the husband’s heirs
certainly inherit the husband’s assets.
However, regarding the wife’s assets that she brought into
marriage there is a pop as to who inherits her assets:

DN TN WY DN Span e
NNT e Spa NPNT R N
MON D T NN SYan nm e NN

The wife’s heirs claim The husband'’s heirs claim
that they inherit her assets, that they inherit her assets,
because the husband died because the wife died first
first and the wife maintained ~ and her husband inherited
ownership of her assets, her assets, and then he died,
and then she died, and now as his heirs,
and now as her heirs they they inherit these assets?
inherit these assets.

Pyt Mo pa P Al >
1NPTN2 0Y0M) b
Since we have a pop who died  We divide the assets between
first, we leave the assets the bvan ww and nwNn wm,

with those who had it O3 S NN 0L
in their possession. o

W%W&, the Mishnah confinues;
=ik
511:?'! N npina
The husband’s heirs inherit the Kesubah
the wife would normally collect upon her husband’s death,

because this money was originally
in the husband’s possession.

Ny NS 01237 R0
AN WM hpina

The wife’s heirs inherit the 150 1D,
her properties that were not written into the namna,
because since the wife maintains liability for these assets,
she is considered the possessor of these assets.
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However, regarding

57192 1R 7023

The wife’s properties that were assessed and written into
the n11n>, the Gemara cites a 3-way Machlokes:

1.

IR Y 27

5Yan W npina

The husband’s heirs inherit these assets, because as the
Rashbam explains

19100 1NMPD DRY

(PavainReeiinlany

Since the husband is liable for the losses and enjoys the
gains of these assets, he is considered the possessor of
these assets.

2.

IR NYHR 117

ORI WP NPIN2

The wife’s heirs inherit these assets, because ®

AR AR 775 NHYIN RAT

Since the wife originally brought these assets into the
marriage, she is considered the possessor of these assets.
3

WOR RIOP T2 DWH WPY 12 PYpw 13N

bl

We divide these assets between the 2 sides, the bvan ww
and the 7wxn *wIr, because

WIS PRI M YRIN

WY PRI O™

bl

Since each party has a legitimate claim, they are each
considered the possessor of these assets;

And as the Rashbam explains, accordingly the Mishnah’s
wording

NP 0023 DR 557

Isunderstood as

I NPIna

Both parties have possession of these assets, and therefore
iibiai

Zugt Di Mishnah

MR 51 PHY 377503

Ifahouse collapsed upon a widow and her son and they
both died and the son had no children, and it is not known
who died first;

The son’s assets certainly go to his heirs.

However, regarding the mother’s assets there is a poo as to
who inherits her assets:

And as in the previous Mishnah, ®

The ox;j1 w7, the mother’s heirs claim that they inherit her
assets, because

OR "IN PORI DY 130

The son died first, and the mother maintained ownership
of her assets, and then she died, and now as her heirs they
inherit her assets?

On the other hand;

The 127 w9, the son’s heirs claim that they inherit her
assets, because

7132 2"NRY PWRI DD ORA

The mother died first, and the son inherited his mother’s
assets, and then he died, and now as his heirs they inherit
these assets.
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However

512 8 0o

The wife’s properties that were assessed
and written into the n2n>;

éf/')//p S Wé G W4k
Lop » g YO DPTN2 VM NPTIN2
”on NOKRN Pvan
We divide these The wife’s heirs The husband’s heirs
assets between  inherit these assets, inherit these assets,
the 2 sides, because because because
YPR1N oD HOLID HO7 D WM MO OHE
WY PRIVOM 536 3p HIDD 1D o
OTO PRI Sl Setio hushend s
o origh bro M!@%M the losses and
Theyare L0 wssets ints the gainy of these assett,
each considered mmarriage, she i he v omsidered the

the possessor of
these assets; MEM‘ /wmﬂéfwwj"

And accord: the Wishnah's word..
IDHPIN3 0D OIMDP SdO 3

Iy understood ass - 2/l IPs5rR
Both partiey have possession of these assets, therefore pul.

B4

1N O3 1op Mvam bes

If a house collapsed upon a widow and her son
and they both died and the son had no children,
and it is not known who died first;

The son’s assets certainly go to his heirs.

However, regarding the mother’s assets there is a pop
as to who inherits her assets:

And ay in the previous Mishnah,
The mather’s heiry claims The son’s heirsy claim that
that z‘/bey inherit her assety, f/wy inherit her assety,
because because
WH DM NEOY PP 130 D3 O7PM NEHY DY 0HO
The son died %Mz‘, The mother died %«;m‘ ,
and the mather maintained — and the som inkerited hisy
ownershipy 0% her assety, mather’y assets, and then he
and thew she died, and now — died, and now as his heirs
ab her heiry f/be?/ inherit f/be}/ inherit these assety.
her assety.
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The Rip NN says

POV PTID ORIIOR

In this case, the 551 1 agree with the 'kpw 2 that we
divide the mother’s assets between the 2 sides, the 127 w7y
and the ox;j1 w7, because as the Rashbam explains

AWR 72 ARITNY DWIT NIYY NI 0N DPIY

Both parties are equally considered pimn as they both
claim w1y from the mother who was pimn in her assets.

The Rashbam explains however, that in the Mishnah in
the previous Daf; in the case of

IR 5 PHY a0 Ho)

21 5Y2) AWK NN YHY A

If a house fell upon a person and his father and they both
died, and the son owned money for a Kesubah or for a
debt, and there is a 700 whether the assets go to the ‘w»
ax7 or the 1M °HY3y;

There the 557 a2 hold

aiziigegakely

All the assets are given to the ax71 wAp, but not to the ">va
20, because

oYY N R

21 70V NIYLI 2N

Only the 2x;77 w7 who claim w1y are considered pirm,
but the 217 °5va who merely claim a debt are not consid-
ered pimn.

In our case, however, both parties claim nw1y, and
therefore both are considered pirmn.

And similarly in the previous Mishnah’s case of

MR S 175Y 172 o3

If a house collapsed upon a husband and wife and they
both died, and there is a poo whether the assets go to the
5037w or the TOR "W

There the 557 a2 hold

NP2 D°02]

We leave the assets with those who had it in their posses-
sion, because

15V 72 PIMDY D021 DY W

TWNRT NPMHNY 0021 DY W

The 537 w7y are only pimm in some of the assets, and the
WK WY are also only pinm in some of the assets;

While in our case, BOTH parties are pimn in ALL the
assets.

Therefore, the Xnp Xin says

WO PTIN ORI HR

The 551 ma agree with the '®pw ma that yyom.

DafHachaim.org

G
WP i o1 1o

In this case, the Y50 ma agree with the npw m2
that we divide the mother’s assets between the 2 sides,
the 20w and the by wm,

v
because as the Rashbam W&m
OEH 103 DPIMDE DE HIVY N OH3 OONE
Both parties are equally considered prmn

as they both claim nwy from the mother
who was prmw in her assets.

WPMWW%WW@,
that in the Wishnah in the previows Daf, in the case of
135 511 1O HY3O S

310 P31 DEH P YOV DHM
If a house fell upon a person and his father
and they both died,
and the son owned money for a Kesubah or for a debt,
and there is a pob whether the assets
go to the ann I or the 2 b3,

There the /b rn hotd

IHPIN3 O
All the assets are given to the 280w, but not to the 2m 2,
because

OEYY PoN H3 Of
31 9PE PIYP3 H3 ON
Only the akn w who claim hwiy are considered prmv,
but the 2m 52 who merely claim a debt are not prmn.
In our case, however, both parties claim nwy,
and therefore both are considered prhm.

v
/M/W&r/y i the previous Mishnah'y m&o%
WEDH SHY POV 3D 59)
If a house collapsed upon a husband and wife

and they both died, and there is a pop whether
the assets go to the bvan w or the nwR w;

There the I ro hold

OPIN3 O1)
We leave the assets with those who had it in their possession,
because
OOV3 103 PIMNE OP2) OF £
DEHD DPIMNE OPO) OF EN
The bvan war are only prmn in some of the assets, and the
NN W are also only prmn in some of the assets;
While in our case, BOTH parties are prmin in ALL the assets.

v
77ber re, the iwp
m‘arvw Al o 1o

The bbn m agree with thempw ma thatimbm.
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R2'pY 17 disagrees and says

NIAIRATD

INPN DOINY

Even in this case the 551 1 disagree with the ‘Rpw 2
and hold as before that we leave the assets with those who
had it in their possession, and the Gemara cites a
Machlokes as to which heirs are considered the prmmn.

MR RYIR 127

DRV NPna

The oxj1 w9 get all the assets;

VIV MR PN AP DRI

Because only they are considered pimn, since after the
husband died the assets belonged solely to the mother
who was a member of their Shevet, while the 127 w9 are
members of a different Shevet, as was the son’s father;

IR NPT

127w DPina

The 1277 w9 get all the assets, because as the Rashbam
explains

7217 595 0P Twh IR 2 P IS mwnT

The son was considered pymn, because from when the
husband died he was destined to inherit all his mother’s
assets.

'Rt 12 holds like the X»p RXin and he commented to *17
RIPY

PIVOID BN PPN HY

PO DR IPHY P51 NRIW ROR

We were distressed in the cases where there was a
Machlokes 551 m21 8w n73, and now you wish to add to
their Machlokes, where others hold that they agree.
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APPY )
123N AT
INPINS DYoo

Even in this case the b5n ma disagree with the xpw ma
and hold as before that we leave the assets
with those who had it in their possession,

The Gemara cites & Machlokes
which heirs are considered the psp.

IWME £ ) WE )é'/t »)
12NV NPTN2 OXRN YW NPTN2
The)an w1 get all the assets,
because
OOYS DHENT
OEOD NHY 13 0O
OY319) 595 o7
The son wass considered o

The prinwp get all the assets;

n5N1 NRTMM 9N
L2W MR

Only they are considered prmp,
since after the husband died
the assets belonged solely
to the mother who was a
member of their Shevet,
while the)an "wH» are members
of a different Shevet,
as was the son’s father;

PIIs éecmya%mm/ whew
the husband died he was
destined to inherit
all his mather’s assety.

sy o holdy like the rp
and he: commented ty LPPY )
MR UK 5N 5
mem PR by P nkaw 8O

We were distressed in the cases
where there was a Machlokes b5n mainnw m2,
and now you wish to add to their Machlokes,
where others hold that they agree.
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