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Intro

Today we will 7”v1a learn 8”197 of X902 X122 N>
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The discussion in the Mishnah’s case of

715270931 73R TORS K9

If a wife ate all the produce of her husband'’s field for three
years, this is not proof that she bought the field from him,
and this refers even to a case of

AN IR RYIR 72 7T

The husband already designated another field for his
wife’s support.

Nevertheless, although she was not entitled to the produce
of'this field, this does not establish a ipin, because as the
0”2w explains

200 19IR 'R 715V TOP RS

A husband generally does not object to his wife eating his
produce even those that she is not entitled to.

The discussion of whether or not a husband can claim
DT RITT DD RS

In reality he did not agree to sell her the field, but rather he
suspected her of hiding money that belongs to him, and
therefore he agreed to the sale merely as a ruse to get back
his money from her.

The Machlokes regarding

MWRS 77V 797

np

A person who sold his wife his field, in which the sale is
effective,

Whether the husband is m79 Y21x, whether he is entitled
to all the produce?

All agree regarding

nannl

nnp

MO 9IRSV PR

Ifhe gave her his field as a gift, she acquires the field and
the husband is not entitled to any produce, because
1379 PV Iom

A person gives a gift with generosity and he certainly
absolved her from giving him the produce.
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah in a» q7 taught

15Y2 0212 P RS RO

If a wife ate all the produce of her husband'’s field for three
years, this is not proof that she bought the field from him

The Gemara asks, Xv°w9, this Halachah is self-understood,
because

DAY TPRT D

IR RPT RITIMH

Since a wife is entitled to support from her husband, she
was permitted to take his fruits, and that's why he did not
make a IRn»?

The Gemara answers

RDMX R

AMPY IR RYIR 712 77T

The Mishnah refers to a case where the husband already
designated another field her support. Nevertheless,
although she was not entitled to the produce of this field,
this does not establish a 711, because ®

90 1IN R 15V 7O RS

A husband generally does not object to his wife eating his
produce even those that she is not entitled to.

DafHachaim.org

oY Y012 PN NY N

If a wife ate all the produce of her husband’s field for 3 years,
this is not proof that she bought the field from him

Ps

RVYWD
fww,&e%'m/em‘ao/
MITN N9 NIRT 7D
NYOR RPT RN ND

Since a wife is entitled to support from her husband,
she was permitted to take his fruits,
that is why he did not make a nNnp?

D i

RN XY
NNTNY MMINR RYIR 1Y TNOT

The Mishnah refers to a case where
the husband already designated another field her support.
Nevertheless, although she was not entitled
to the produce of this field, this does not establish a nprn.

Because
DY D5OH ) DOV 79DP H5
A Wm/ww@//owﬁwr‘ UW ty /L«zxw%@ eating
M/zm/uw even those that she i nat entitled to.
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The Gemara now points out that the wording

15Y1 70332 7N TR R

Implies

W PRI NI

Only a 1pin is not a proof of ownership, but a 70w, a sale
document, IS valid proof that her husband sold her his
field.

And the Gemara asks:

Why is a 70w valid proof of ownership?

VAT RV RH

The husband can claim that, in reality, he did not agree to
sell her the field, but rather he suspected her of hiding
money that belongs to him, and he agreed to the sale
merely as a ruse to get back his money from her?

And since the Mishnah does rule

W PRINA

This would prove otherwise, that

nnip INWRS 77w 9000

If a husband sold a field to his wife, and she paid him for it,
the sale is effective, and he cannot claim

WIAT RITM MO

The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so. Perhaps
the Mishnah holds regarding

IMWRY 77w 911

IR RS

If a husband sold a field to his wife, and she paid him for it,
the sale is not effective, because one can claim

WAT RITTE OD

And the Mishnah refers to

ahigialuteltsl

He wrote in the 70w that the field was given to her as a gift,
not a sale, and when there was no money received, one
cannot claim

VAT RO

DafHachaim.org

MY 012 ARt RS 89

O 49 £
But @ 00 ig valid /}ma%/

?
AT RIN TIT MHIAH RNM

The husband can claim that, in reality,
he did not agree to sell her the field,
but rather
he suspected her of hiding money that belongs to him,
and he agreed to the sale merely as a ruse
to get back his money from her?

27 N N

This would prove otherwise, that

NNIP INWRD NTY 100N

If a husband sold a field to his wife, and she paid him forit,
the sale is effective, and he cannot claim

AT RIN MTIT MHIAY

v

The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so.
Perhaps the Mishnah holds regarding

MRS hTw oW

NN N

If a husband sold a field to his wife, and she paid him,
the sale is not effective, because one can claim

2T NN MT Mmbad

NanNn VW

and when there was no money received,
one cannot claim

IWIT NN NT Mbab
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The Gemara proceeds and questions from the following
Braisa:

TN 72N I M

UM TR

If a person borrowed money from his slave or wife and
then freed the slave or divorced his wife,

o PHY 1 PR

They cannot claim from him the money that they loaned
to him, even if he mortgaged his properties for the loan.
Apparently, because one can claim

VAT RV

The master or husband took the loan merely as a ruse to
get back his money from them, but in reality there was no
loan.

If so, regarding
IMWRS 770 000
anIp R
Because

WIAT R D

DafHachaim.org

@/17,3

179NV T2V O MY
NI NOKRN N

If a person borrowed money from his slave or wife
and then freed the slave or divorced his wife,

mY 15y 1Y PR
They cannot claim the money that they loaned to him,
even if he mortgaged his properties for the loan.

Apparently, because one can claim

"WIT NN MT MDId
The master or husband took the loan merely as a ruse
to get back his money from them,
but in reality there was no loan.

Py

If so, regarding
INWKRY NTY I0MN
nNp XY

Because

T NN MT Mbad
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The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so. Perhaps
only regarding m>n one can claim

P27 RN

Because

oI WS Y RPIRST

mon wR> M 72w

A loan is a disadvantage to the borrower because he
becomes bound to pay the lender as a slave to his master.
Therefore, as the 02w explains

M5 720 M2 P RS DIR DIWT 70 1R

PP DWW J0ON5 912 DR

If a person has a way to avoid paying, he certainly does
not commit himself to pay the loan. Therefore, we do
accept his claim of

PIT RN

However, regarding 17°o», a sale, one cannot claim

VAT RO

Because ®

P A

177010 0V 772 MY 72 TWYIIPR W

A sale is not a disadvantage to the seller, since through the
70w he does not become bound to the buyer to reimburse
him, and as the Rashbam adds,

IR SR 199R

MO 2 1OT0IRD TV

Even ifthe seller accepted responsibility for the field, as
long as it was not confiscated the seller is not bound to the
buyer. ®

Therefore, we assume that the sale was legitimate and do
not accept his claim of

VAT RITOIOD

Andregarding

MORY 7TV M7

mp

Because one cannot claim

VAT RO

DafHachaim.org

X

This is not necessarily so.
Perhaps only regarding mbn one can claim

AT NN MT Mbad
Because
MW MM mb NI NOT
Mmbn wINd mb T

Aloan is a disadvantage to the borrower
because he becomes bound to pay the lender
as a slave to his master.

Therefore, ay the p" 0
O 73D M3 O 5 O7H OIET 70D PO
Y OIE3 VOO 51> OH
%WWMW /mA/wwa?/ ty avoid,

Pryry;
MW#W%@MfWWMf&WfM&m

Therefore, we do accept his claim of

AT NN MT Mbab

However, regarding n1on, a sale, one cannot claim

WIT NN NT Mbab

Becauwse
DI N
D0 VL O3 M1 73D DEV W OE
A sale g not @ /Mu&m‘ag& ty the seller,

since throughy the: 100 he dves, nat become bound

ty the éu?er ty reimburse him,

PPINH 539 190H
PPSD 119 DDHLI HS 7Y

Lven % the seller accepted rapowb&f?//ar z‘éz/W
ay fzzwy it wag not co
the i nat bound ty the éu?er.
Therefore, we assume that the sale was legitimate
and do not accept his claim of

AT NN NT Mbad
And regarding
NNIP - INVKRY NTY DINN

Because one cannot claim

"WIT NN MT Mbab
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The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes:

293 9DR

INWR? 7T 900

anp

mro YR Hyam

If a person sold his wife a field, she acquires the field, but
the husband is still entitled to all the produce, because as
the 0"awn explains

I N9 01w O VI RYT

This field is no different than one she inherits, in which
the husband is entitled to their produce.

However

mnm

nmp

™Mo Y9IR Han PR

Ifhe gave her a field as a gift, she acquires the field, and
the husband is not entitled to any produce, because
1IN PYI M

A person gives a gift with generosity and he certainly
absolved her from giving him the produce.

Dedicated By:
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P I
MK NTY DMN
nmp

M0 YOIR HYYam

If a person sold his wife a field, she acquires the field,
but the husband is still entitled to all the produce,

because
OE3 05 1DDXE OWI VI HE7
WWWM /%@VW thamw one she inherits,
i which the husband i entitled to their produce.

nanma
nMp

M Y9IR HYan PR
If he gave her a field as a gift, she acquires the field,
and the husband is not entitled to any produce,

because
1D DD PL3 IOV
A person givey w M with generusity and he cerz‘ww/y/
absolved her %mrm ?wm?/ him the /Wo/m
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TtYHXR *27 and 0w °17 disagree and say

TR TR

nnp

My HIR HYan PRy

Regardless of whether the field was a sale or a gift, the
wife acquires the field and the husband is not entitled to
any produce, because as the Gemara explains

1> b wpa minna

AMD PR M9 779 7990 1w 7Y AN

The husband’s intentions were for a gift, for which he
absolves her from giving him the produce, and the
document was written as a sale merely for her benefit, as
the 0”2w1 explains earlier

99 P72 [ SV ANYINR NP2 1707 ORY

Her husband takes on responsibility as a seller does, that if
a third party claims the field he will reimburse her.

x17 concludes as follows

IMWRY 77V 9917 RN

P RS

Ifaperson sold his wife a field, she does not acquire the
field,

™Mo 5IIR Syam

And the husband is still entitled to all the produce

DafHachaim.org

)P - 7)’)/;@ =Y,
Nt TR NT TNR
nNnap
mD YR Jm:m PR

N5 DMD wp2 NINN2

NNO DR M5 15 901n Dwbd nb and> nph

The husband’s intentions were for a gift,
forwhich he absolves her from giving him the produce,

Ay the "0 WMW&@#
9219 1975 1HNO DY OHYINH HIOD VY OPE

W&&‘fywwwﬂér o

Her husband takes on respo
that i o third party claimy
the flield he will reimburse her.

v
N2 concludes as follows

NNOYN
NMOXRY NTY DN

nNIp XY

If a person sold his wife a field,
she does not acquire the field,

m7°d YR Hyam
And the husband is still entitled to all the produce
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The Gemara asks

Raminl

This statement is contradictory?

nnip R> implies that the sale is not effective at all, while

myo 59 Syam implies that the sale was effective, but the

husband is still entitled to the produce?

The Gemara reconciles as follows

PINY MY

anp RS

If she paid with money that was not known to her
husband, the sale is not effective at all, because the
husband can claim

WAT R DD

He agreed to the sale merely as a ruse to get back the
money she hid from him.

However,

PNV IPRY MYD

anp

If she paid with money that was known to her husband,
the sale is effective, because in general one cannot claim
WAT R MO

But even so

m7o 5r Syam

Because

W12 7Y 1DOIW DOIN YA RYT

However

nnIp Nl

Mo 59X Hyan PRy
Because

M3 19 PV IO
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Pe

nan

This statement is contradictory?

md DR Hyam nmp KXY
implies that the sale implies that the
was effective, saleis not
effective at all,

v

PNV MYN
nMp KX

If she paid with money
that was not known to her
husband, the sale is not
effective at all, because
the husband can claim

Nn MT Mmbab
WIT WIT

He agreed to the sale merely
as a ruse to get back the
money she hid from him.

nnap

If she paid with money that

was known to her husband,
the sale is effective,

NN T Mmbab

™M bon bvam

D'DOJD VI ROT
w12 Nb1dboow

nNIP NINN2
mMYD DN Span PN

Because
}DI ND P2 N
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