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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 7”5 97 of 0371 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

I AIRI N nRJn n:’u

The Gemara continues its discussion whether the right to
distribute 2wym NN, thereby earning the benefit of ]1DD
gratitude from the recipient, has actual monetary value.

05 N INY DIP

A woman cannot make a 771 forbidding her husband to
benefit from her, since there are various household duties
that is she obligated to perform. The Mishnah records
several opinions whether it is still worthwhile for the
husband to be 191 this 971 to avoid other concerns.

7°9% hwy 2RW 0P

D25 X2 RHW 727

The Gemara discusses whether one can be wp»

something which does not yet exist or that he does not
. presently own, and compares this to a 773 forbidding

another’s possessions, since there too, one is affecting

something that he does not own. anvb R: wa 1 :T

Through its discussion, the Gemara references the
following important ideas:

a97V7, MmN, DT TwYD

If a husband supports his wife, giving her mn», he
receives in exchange 777 nwwp, her regular earnings. If he
gives her an additional qo3 7Y, he is also entitled to 3,
whatever she earns over the usual expected wages. Itis a

nponn whether prTn 7 Sy no7vn, extra income that she 979 )
earns by exerting herself beyond the norm, belongs to the n 7 nU}’D
husband or the wife.

anmmn
NOTYN
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. So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

TR 9 501 MR 79 H1 AR 70 SV RIN 70 SV AW PRY 0P

If a woman made a 771 forbidding various relatives from
benefiting from anything she produces,

Y INY AN N 2P

7915 912 1R 3 L]

Her husband cannot be 19, since there is no wo1 "1y or -[ b ‘71’ NaN 2 ‘71’
7119172 0137 involved - and the Neder is effective, -P:s ’5 v'l
because she‘s under no obligation to those people. L) L)

However, -Pﬁy N NN °2 ‘71’1
795V W TRV ﬂb,‘[‘) '["l'l& ¥ ‘71"
9975 PR IR

If she forbade her husband from benefiting from what she The 73/ @ NOT #@0‘&{/&,

produges, he does not NEED to be 9on. The Neder isNOT since it canndt overvide 195‘[‘7 ‘71:" NN
effective, since she is required to perform various ) .
household chores, and her 771 cannot override this her ob W ony Since there iy no @ o
obligation. o 33/43@43 PIRT

iwolved

The Mishnah now records several opinions that it's
advisable that he SHOULD be 39» the 772

99 IR RIPY 127

19 IR 5 I YO PIVN RDW

R2'PY *17 says that he should be 191 the 773, because

N1 77T NOTYN
She is not obligated to give him anything she earns over WIE Y f2 Ypr D7 W £RPY 7
her usual income by exerting herself. Therefore, the Neder ) )
. IS effective regarding these extra earnings, and he would -\9 ﬂg
become 71ox in them. ) 3 y
The xpp Nin disagrees, and maintains that A2 ROw ) ‘71’ q -‘pn Now
T WOP FMON T D N ANy
The 5v1 IS entitled to the 7197y as well. Therefore, there's
10 need for o, So the 3y shoudd nat take Because

AR NI 1213 27

PHY TNOR I I RPY 79

112 137v 127 agrees with the Xop Rin that the Svareceives
her noTvn, yet he says that he should be 991 for a different
reason, so that the 971 should not take effect if and when
they get divorced. He would subsequently be forbidden to
remarry her, since he will almost certainly violate the 773,
because he cannot avoid benefiting from the basic
household duties that she performs. He should therefore
revoke the 973, which would be effective 15 w35,
regarding the time when they will no longer be married.
The x»p Nin, on the other hand, holds that

51 RY RNWAT D

5on RS wI R

%m/ when ?‘/Ie?/ get devorced £ 9973 DOFY

oo 1 tntlo pro 1D D733 DOFYD
& ,é/ » 5)'/79/

A 7T that is not immediately effective will NOT take Y 2 YP1 27

effect after a divorce either. Alternately, the Tanna She CAN make a)T) uy-rpp TN
Kamma agrees that the 971 would take effect, but holds . Must hotd |7 )

that a 7700 while they are married cannot be effective '35 that will take eff ect R2 X)W 727
> wan, for after a divorce. at a future date oo

The Gemara explains that >3 12 137y *27, who says that she
CAN make a 771 that will only take effect at a future date,
must similarly hold

' D099 XA RYW 72T WTHPP DIR

A person can be wTpn something that he does not yet

own. Accordingly, 58w, who says

P12 1319 7270 1050

Must also hold

D095 XA RYW 72T WIPN DIR
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However, this contradicts SXmw’s comment on the
following Mishnah in ma1n> noon:

NORI VI 1T ITINVR T WY VI

One cannot be w71 his wife’s handiwork. Even though a
husband is usually entitled to 77 nwwn, which should give
him the ability to be w71 them, the Gemara in noon
mand explains that we are either discussing a case of
mmn 1> 1Hvn PrY

Where he is not supporting his wife, and her handiwork is
therefore her own; or a case where she said

WY PRI NIPIPR

She decided on her own not to accept his support, and
keep her earnings for herself.

In both cases his wpn is not effective, because 7 nwwn
do not belong to him.

The Mishnah there continues:

AP

If he attempted to be w7p» any extra income she may
earn;

WIPN IR PRD 27

PO IR 957307 1A 27

58w there explains that we are discussing a case of
903 YR A5 OYH PRI

Where the husband is not entitled to the extra income
during his wife’s lifetime, because he does not give her
that extra spending money; rather, he intends for his w7pn
to take effect 7wy 71, after his wife dies and he inherits
her. As such, the 91mn is presently a

D02 X1 R5W 727, something that does not yet exist;
And 7R» 1 holds it IS effective, while j3n ' holds it is
NOT effective.

SRmow there says

257307 P3AY 1270 1957

Indicating that he holds

D95 K2 ROW 727 WIPH DR PR

However, here in our Gemara SRinw says

312 P3P 2272 1957

That

D5H X2 ROW 727 W IPH OTR
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This contradicts SNIPW’s comment
on the following Mishnah :

NN YT APPR BTpan

nH9IN ANy B YT
We are either /MW%@W%

N> NOLD PRY
T

She said
NVID 1DIN) M DN

MM

AN N 29

PN

S Y970 jam 29

s

bSNmw there explains
we are discussing a case of:

0 NYN N NOYN PRI

He intends for his WTpn
to take effect N1 PN

797200 12N 2270 NOON

that he holds
P[}//tp A’/Z’i? !/99/1/ P /,e
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qoP 27 at first answers

NP IRY

D77 may be different and in this sense stronger than
WP, because

PHY 1720 PO TOIR DTN DRI

Since a person CAN make a Neder to forbid somebody
else’s belongings to himself, although he cannot be w7pn
someone else’s belongings;

P5Y D95 X2 ROW 727 11 TOIR

So too, one can forbid with a Neder a 055 81 Xbw 727,
even though he cannot be wpnit.

As the Ran explains;

I 1IN MO N7

7025 RIROW 7275

TN DT

To the 973, somebody else’s belongings are equivalent to a
oYY K1 RHW 72T,

However, »ax points out an important distinction:

POV 1720 MO TOIR DTR RDOWA

1720 5V PP TOIR DR W

Y ou can forbid another person’s belongings to yourself,
justas you can forbid your own possessions to someone
else, because, as the Ran explains, in both cases there is at
least one aspect that is mwa2.

Y ou can forbid someone else’s object - which for you is X5
029 81 - on YOURSELF, because Rii imiwaa i 191,
you are under your own control; or you can forbid
someone else - over whom you don’t have authority - to
benefit from YOUR object, imwia myonw 113, since you
control the m7yo. However,

1920 59 1730 MY TOIR OTR PR

Y ou cannot forbid someone else to benefit from HIS
OWN belongings, because, both the object being forbid-
den, and the subject of the 773, are not ymw13, not under
your control. Similarly, in our case,

17720 5Y D95 K2 RYW 927 TOIR DIR PR

The wife should not be able to forbid her husband to
benefit from her future earnings.

DafHachaim.org

40/’ Q2 andwery

MNP "IRY
90X OTR) 9NN
1Y 17721 MD

M JOIX
1MHY OMYH R ROW 12T

097975 19930 DY19D POT
"7 OV P3 HOE 9375
Y7 103 OO D7

However, » points out
an important disfinction:

7l ,é/./ﬁa
JOIR OTR There iy at loast JOIR OTR

PMID 12N MPD
one aspect that iy
172N Y o1l "oy

_Sm(hr%/, i our case,
O OTR PR
DowY XA XYW 1T ) B

are not
17°2N Yy Iyl

However,
JOR OTR PR
17°2n MD

17°2Nn Yy
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YW 277 712 X1 27 therefore answers

1n’ww5 YTIIVTR NANDIR]

D2YIVIVR R DT

1312 1307 217 is speaking of where she said that her hands
shall be onp regarding their work, and even though her
future earnings a 095 X2 5w 737, but her hands ARE a
D299 RIW 727,

And the Gemara adds that since

15Y25 77 PTIVNYD

Since her hands are presently obligated to work for her
husband, which would prevent the Neder from taking
effect, we must add that she also said

Qi aPieRp)

The 771 should take effect after their divorce, when her
husband no longer has rights to her handiwork.

However, the Gemara asks

ROID 2377 7IOR 12T RO

How can this be effective? Her future earnings are a 917
D95 81 ROW? And we're back to the original Xwp?

The Gemara in the next Daf will compare this case to
many similar scenarios to determine if it is indeed a 727
oo RIROW.

DafHachaim.org
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NIMER
VY IT VTP
PhYo Yt £ 375

And the Gemara addy that since
) >3 Y 2%
We must add that she also said

AW 105

2

X200 22N AR DT INRPNI
Her future earnings are a
2D5I5 N2 Nbw JaT

The Gemara in the next Dﬂ%
wé%/efermm%a‘ & indeed &
p/}//fp tﬁ 207
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