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. Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

D"y nann
The Torah entitles several benefits for the poor people.

This includes; D”Jy l I I I
opy, collecting crops which were dropped by the owner;

anow, collecting crops which were forgotten by the owner;
ano, collecting crops from the edge of the owner’s field;

TIT D'ARN 19 'R 15 w’ 1" ]’R

o'y nnn 1w
One who is poor to the extent that he does NOT possess 7T DONRP 7T DO NRP
200 Zuz, he IS eligible for oy ninn 1l7 ]’N 1l, w’

07y Mnn 0”1y Nnn

However,
TIT D'NNN 1T ©*
0™y nann 19 'R

If he possesses 200 Zuz, he is NOT eligible for n"wy ninn.

ANN "N XM

TIT D'wmNn N NIN9' XY

While the father is alive he is required to provide his
daughter with a minimum xam of 50 Zuz.

AXN NN NKY XM N’J1TJ N’J17J
o o ARD DM INRY  aARN M7N2

. When the father is NOT alive, a nmin' who is supported
through her brothers is entitled to a larger xam, equal to

one-tenth of the father’s estate. n:1t,:n n: Tnn D’ NI,
PR N no

noon DXWMNN
0021 MY?Y (919
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So let’s review ...
The Gemara continues discussing the topic of npy.

Mg A ywir n says

NPTYN 0 'Y DYYnn D

N7 NTIAY Taw 17N

Someone who ignores those who solicit ap1y is considered
like an idol worshiper, because there is a nw nmm of the
words 9y4a

The Pasuk regarding np1 states;

"1 1229 oy M7 A |9 17 1w

And the Pasuk regarding mr nmay states

7¥'72 "] D'WIN IRY!

T ATAY 30700
T NTAY K X

The Gemara cites a Mishnah in nxe noon regarding
0"y ninn

D™y NINN 17 W TIT D'ARN 19 'R
If one does NOT own 200 Zuz, he is considered poor in
that he is eligible for oy ninn

D™y NINN 19 'R TIT D'NRN 19 W
If he owns 200 Zuz, he is not eligible for ony ninn.

The Mishnah continues;

UMW "D DRI INA DX DN IR ['a"nn |I'r

However he is NOT required to sell his home or belong-
ings to evaluate the 200 Zuz. The limit of 200 Zuz refers
only to money that is liquid.

However, the Gemara cites a Braisa which seems to
contradict the Mishnah. It states;

90> 102 WNNY' 20T 101 wnnwn '

nwin "1’ wnnw' qod "1’

If he was accustomed to gold utensils, he exchanges
them for silver utensils; and if he was accustomed to
silver utensils, he exchanges them for copper utensils, to
evaluate the 200 Zuz.

The Gemara gives two explanations

1.

The Mishnah rules that one is not required to sell his
PERSONAL belongings. However, the Braisa rules that
one IS required to sell a

N90DT n¥MNn

Assilver plow, which is NOT for personal usage

NPT
nnaip 2 DY 127 says

DNPTRN O 1Y DHYNN 9
9T NTIAY T 19N

bY4 Dk

NIt NTAY
DPIR INL
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D34 D3/5Y /ﬁﬂ W
2% bE/AY4 /,&o Qt

NPTX

Py ’;’g I =~aiy

Sipbs ==b op 7=

021y Nann
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One is required to sell
aNSDOT NYMNY
which is not for
Personal usage
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2.

T XY DTIP XD

When he initially did NOT own 200 Zuz besides his
belongings, he is entitled to oy ninn without selling his
belongings. However,

122 T X' KT RO

When he initially did own 200 Zuz and collected oy ninn
illegitimately, Bais Din extracts the total amount to be
returned to the omw. And if he does NOT have the money,
Bais Din sells his belongings to recover the total amount.

Zugt Di Mishnah:

NNYTA NA'NX IR NAX NNXR'YNAY Nnin'

TIT D'WNN1 IXN XN Y 1andI1

N9 NN IRY NN TR RNINT TTTANYNn RN Nt

In a case of a moj nnin, an orphaned girl, a minor, who
was married through her mother or brother with her
consent; in which they included a small xam of 100 or 50
Zuz;

She is entitled to extract the suitable xam of oo ey,
one-tenth of her father’s estate, when she matures. As
Rashi explains; her consent does NOT absolve them from
the complete xam, because,

n'nn an'r'nn ')

A minor’s consent is not Halachically binding.

The Gemara cites the following related Braisa

INU") NLJU TV NAd 'a nimn

N XY TV INWI 12l

In a case of a w1 nnin,, who became a nan, twelve years
and six months, but did NOT yet marry;

OR,

She married, but did NOT yet become a maix;

|n'n|]l\'n ITA'X

[N01N9 ITA'R NI

20 MaT

Rebbe says they lose their niim, their support, because, as
Rashi explains, the Kesubah specifies

N2 INPINT TV IX PAANT TY

She only receives support while she is a nw: and did
NOT marry.

However they are both still eligible for the xum of e
n'oda.

o a vnw 21 disagrees and says
|NOM® ITAX X

They both also lose the nox .

DafHachaim.org
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Her consent does NOT absolve them
from the complete N'JIT),
because, DD NNOMN PN

Hn?’I”

man
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The Gemara at first understood the Machlokes as
follows; as Rashi explains:

1 holds that a main does NOT lose her o051y, because
NI XM npg'n

And a nrxwiw mv does NOT lose her oo e, because
Rebbe holds that her consent to get married based on the
lesser Kesubah does not constitute a nrnn of her right to
the orom .

Arvsx 1 pwnw 1 holds a naan DOES lose her oo e, because
NI XTI PN XY

The Chachamim did NOT initiate n'os1 wery for a nan.
And a nxwiw nw1 loses her o'on ey, because her consent to
get married based on the lesser Kesubah constitutes a
nynn of her right to the oo .

However, the Gemara rejects this understanding
regarding nxwiw mw, because our Mishnah says that
ONLY a muop nmin retains her right to her a'ox ~www because,
n'nn an'r'nn ')

Which implies that a nxwaw mwi does lose her a'oo1 vy
because,

nrnn an'rnn

Her consent to get married based on the lesser Kesubah
DOES constitute a nrnn of her right to the oox wewy; and
since she’s a nwm it IS Halachically valid.

The nwn ono, redacted by Rebbe, contradicts Rebbe’s
opinion in the Braisa that a nxwiw nwi does NOT lose her
o'o01 wy?
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Therefore, the Gemara reconciles the Mishnah with the
Braisa as follows;

INNNT RN

NN KIT NN

Rebbe in the Braisa rules that a nxwiw a1 does NOT lose
the o'om wew, because it is speaking of where she
protested at the time of the marriage, and explicitly said
that she is not relinquishing her right to the o'o» wew.
Whereas Rebbe in the Mishnah implies that a nxwiw nw
DOES lose the o'ox aww, because it is speaking of where
she did NOT protest.

Another case of a nxwiw mw who does NOT lose her
o'on is taught by Rebbe in another Braisa;

|'NRN [ NN N

When a nwm nnin is supported by the aww;

IN"MM XITN'MPT DIvN

npny

nnn X7

Since they support her, she is compelled to refrain from
protesting, but she is not snm

Therefore, we must explain the Machlokes in the Braisa
regarding nxwiw i as we did regarding man;

Rebbe holds

N1 XM np'n

AND

NXRYIY N1 RIIT np'n

And

Aty 2 pwnw an holds
N2 X2IM RPN XY
AND

NXRYIY NY1T RIT 17N XY
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Therefore,
we must explain the Machlokes in the Braisa
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‘ The Mishnah continues
IR ATIN' 20
NIIYKRIN NI DX R'WUn DR
niIwxY1 N M N Iy
nm a1 says when the father had married-off his older
daughter while he was alive, the younger daughter is QYN Do AN AT 29
entitled to the same »am amount as that of the older

daughter. QEINY D"?va NS N
PYPM Y Dan DN

NP Y N MINI

yg/‘/

As the Gemara explains nmnt m holds

hhagp )

NITNIR "N |]'IJTNT

We consider the father’s nature, whether he was
generous or frugal, because Bais Din considers the intent
of o m nno, people in general. Therefore,

NN P 8ON o Ny

NN'WN XY NI

e K 200 N ) IR R =K ==r MINYNTD I 9772
There is NO difference whether he had already married-
off an older daughter, or he did NOT, in all cases we go

according to his nature. 2R3 ]’DID ]’R W ]’DID
AWyl Y DTRY DM KNI ]J’I’tN Rb ]J’bTNT

WAV IR

N 'aN121 010210 NN MY KN RJTD]R ﬂn: RJ‘rD]N 1n:
The Chachamim disagree and say we do NOT give her

the same xam amount as that of the older daughter Bather she WJ/

praz) sy

Because the father may have been poor, but

subsequently became rich;

OR, he may have been rich but subsequently became
. poor, in which he would have given a different xam

amount.

Therefore we evaluate his assets, and give her the

required xam of oo wew.

As the Gemara explains the Chachamim hold

aN2 'Y 'R

X1TAIX N2 97X XY

We do NOT consider the father’s nature, because Bais
Din does NOT consider the intent of o 11 ono, people in
general

Here too,

NN'WN XY NI

NN'YN KT XY XTI

There is NO difference whether he had already married-
off an older daughter, or he did NOT, in all cases we go
according to ooo .
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