b 57 N8R N3

"

Intro

Today we will n”va learn ©"5 97 of Y31 X221 NoON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

MN2W 20217 1P P70

A continuation in the Machlokes regarding
MW 'O AP PTID
If a person was captured or was forced to run away, does

is Di int his cl lati for the field
r]i;itl?s in appoint his closest relative to care for the field or ]UP ]’7’-'1’9 ]’N
Three Halachos of X113 27; ’13\’) ’DDJl’

1.
MW DI JOP PT IO PR l,
If the relative was a minor, Bais Din does not appoint him :1."7 R 1

:gbcifgfga g};ﬁeld of the 12w, because ]UP ’D:JI,

The minor might ruin the field, and therefore Bais Din
appoints a stranger instead.

217 NNNN 7P RN
0P 7019

2.

TOR "0215 177 RN

If the 12w was a minor, Bais Din does not appoint his
relative such as his brother to care for the field, because
T RYTI

T2PRARS IR

. The relative might claim that he inherited this field from
his father, and since the "12w the j0p is not aware that this
was his field, he does not know to make a ixmn, objection,
therefore Bais Din appoints a stranger instead.
3.
TOR 0215 21IP NPAM 1P R
And even a relative only to the jop's relative but not to the
TP, such as
RN TN
He and the 217 were brothers only through their mother,
while the jop and the 219p were brothers only through
their father; Bais Din does not appoint him to care for the
field of the naw the jop, because
M RYT D
71 PNARY MR

DI A NN

When a person purchases a field from someone, the 70w,
the sale document, is his proof that he owns the field.
However, the o'non initiated that after three years, if 07
testify that for three years he used the field without the 4

owner’s objection, he is considered a pim in the field, and D’Jw 3 nptn
he no longer requires a 70w as a proof, because people
generally do not keep a 70w for more than three years, and
the owner would not allow him to use the field without
objecting,

The Machlokes »ax and X171 in the incident of Rnno R’nn
RN32 15N 7Y RIAT RNA0 RO l, l,

' A woman who was captured with her daughter, and her Nn:: n n n R’1n7
matured daughter and minor grandchild remained behind.
Whom does Bais Din appoint to care for the woman’s
assets?

)
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned a Machlokes
in a Braisa regarding

N2W O P PTID

If a person was captured or was forced to run away, does
Bais Din appoint his closest relative, and apparent heir, to
use and care for the field or not?

All agree regarding

nnwnwnw

N2W O P PTID

If there are reports that the owner died, Bais Din does
appoint his heir to care for his fields until the owner
returns; and therefore

5aR1 WHM 0T PRI PODWRDY YW I1OR

PUNTN TN

Even if there were reports that the owner is about to
return, and the relative quickly cut the fruits, he gets to
keep all the fruits.

The Machlokes is merely regarding

NNWI12IWNY R

If there are no reports that the owner died, otherwise
known as owv3;

The 1327 hold

TN IR PRIXIN

If the relative took over the field, Bais Din does extract the
field from him, because

11> 7o) ’YT

He might ruin the field by only sowing the field without
fertilizing it, to maximize his immediate benefits from the
field before the owner returns.

While SR'512 12 wnw 127 says

AW DWIVIAWY NYNY

The Halachah of maw applies to owivi as well, in that,
1IN PRI PR

Bais Din does not extract the field from him, because
Mo OO RS

The relative would not ruin the field.

The Gemara however makes a distinction in »’2w3 that
regarding 2w he holds

PWN TR

If the owner returns the relative receives ALL the fruits,
because as Rashi explains

NNV I IWNVY 1D

9 5157 RAYIR 719 N3

Since the relative assumed that the owner died, his
intentions were for all the fruits.

However regarding owyo1 he holds

ORI DY POW 11

If the owner returns the relative receives only the portion
of fruits that is paid to a sharecropper, because

nPY 12 1YPY RS

799137 RNYTR NNI RS

Since the relative did not assume that the owner died, his
intentions were not for all the fruits.
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Af/)u) R

72W 0217 2P PTIIN

If a person was captured or was forced to run away,
does Bais Din appoint his closest relative, and apparent heir,
to use and care for the field or not?

nNWY 12 1YNWY
"2W Y0217 21p PTIN

If there are reports that the owner died,
Bais Din does appoint his heir to care for his fields
until the owner returns; and therefore

PR2) PUHYHDY YO 1OR
5o whm T,

2DOWI) ™IT NT NN
Even if there were reports the owner is about to return,
and the relative quickly cut the fruits,
he gets to keep all the fruits.

NN 121YNWY RO
If there are no reports that the owner died,
otherwise known as:

D'wID)

/D?

<0 170 IR PRIVID

Regarding naw he holds

VN TIT AT 1IN

If the owner returns the
relative receives ALL the fruits,

If the relative took over the
field, Bais Din does extract
the field from him, because

N5 TDOD NPT
He might ruin the field
by only sowing the field

without fertilizing it,

to maximize his immediate
benefits from the field
before the owner returns.

DYE 13 DHEE 119D
999 5197 PHL7H D5 PN

However regarding pww) he holds
DRI ONY PHY 1710
If the owner returns the relative receives only the portion
of fruits that is paid to a sharecropper, because

DLV 12 WHY RS
1915157 NHYTNR NNI NS
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The Gemara continues with three Halachos of X112
1.

MW DI JOP PTIN PR

RN 27 says if the heir was a minor, Bais Din does not
appoint him to care for the field of the 12w, because
> Toon ROYT

The minor might ruin the field.

Bais Din appoints a stranger instead.

2.

ToP 70315 AP RN

If the 12w was a minor, Bais Din does not appoint his heir
such as his brother to care for the field, because

T RYT

72PRNARS MR

The relative might claim that he inherited this field from
his father, and since the 12w the jop is not aware that this

was his field, he does not know to make a nxnm», objection.

Therefore, Bais Din appoints a stranger instead.
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9/9 Y]
7

M2W Y021Y JOP PTIN PR
If the heir was a minot,
Bais Din does not appoint him to care for the field of the naw,
because
N5 TDOD NDHT
The minor might ruin the field.
Bais Din appoints a stranger instead.

2
10P 70219 217P RN

Ifthemw was a minor,
Bais Din does not appoint his heir such as his brother
to care for the field, because
M2 PITNRD MR M RHT 0>
The relative might claim
that he inherited this field from his father,
and since themw - the oy, is not aware that this was his
field, he does not know to make a nvnp.
Therefore, Bais Din appoints a stranger instead.
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3,

TOR 0215 2P I 17 R

And even a relative only to the jop's relative but not to the
TP, such as,

RN TR

He and the 217p were brothers only through their mother,
while the joj? and the 219 were brothers only through their
father;

Bais Din does not appoint him to care for the field of the
n2w the jop, because

T RYT

72 PRARD MR

The person might claim that his brother inherited this
field, and since the j0p is not aware that this was his field,
he does not know to make a nxnn. Therefore, Bais Din
appoints a stranger instead.

As R17 explains however there is no concern that the
stranger might claim that he bought the field from the
op's father with a proof of ipin, that for three years he
used the field without the j0p’s NxMH, because

T3 IYOR JOP 70232 PR PR

A person cannot make a pin in the property that a jop
inherited, even after he matured, because as Rashi
explains

IR SV 17w DTN YT RS

amrn RS 795

Since as a jop he was not aware that that this was his field,
after he matures he still assumes that it was not his field,
and therefore he does not make a xmn.
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3
1O 20219 1P PPN 1P ’N

And even a relative only to theop’s relative
but not to thevp, such as,
NDIND 'MN2
He and the :np were brothers only through their mother,
while the wp and the :jp were brothers
only through their father;
Bais Din does not appoint him
to care for the field of thenaw the vy, because

MmN ROT N
2 MTNRD MR
The person might claim that his brother inherited this
field, and since the pp is not aware that this was his field,
he does not know to make a nNDD.
Therefore, Bais Din appoints a stranger instead.

Y]
There is no concern
that the stranger might claim that he bought the field
from thepp’s father with a proof of nptn,
that for three years he used the field without the jpp’s nNnp,
because

5720 1598 jpp D222 PPTID PR
A person cannot make anptn
in the property that a op inherited, even after he matured,

Because as Rashic W»l%wm/
1935 5E 10 D700E5 »7° 5
o PS o5
Since ay w /g he was nat aware that that this was MW
a%fer he matures he still assumes that it was not his,
and z%erefow he does not make a .
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Regarding the Halachah of

TOR 70215 2P PTID PR

The Gemara initially assumes that only

RIRT TR

PN PR

Ifthe relative was an heir of the joj’s father, such as a
brother from the same father, Bais Din does not appoint
him because there is a concern for

72 PNRARY PR

However

RPRT TR

PTIN

If the relative was not an inheritor of the jop’s father, such
as a brother from a different father, Bais Din does appoint
him because there is no concern for 772 pwnRS 'nX as this
relative cannot claim an inheritance.

AND only

RNYIN

PTI PR

For the jop's field, Bais Din does not appoint a 217p
because there is a concern for

T2OPRARY MR

However

Py}

PTID

For the jop’s house, Bais Din does appoint a 117 and there
is no concern for

T2OPRARY MR

Because as Rashi explains

TOR YW 1PHMA% IRIW OO DTV DIVAY

The neighbors testify for the jop that he inherited the
house.

AND only

RTOY T2 RYT

PTI PR

If Bais Din did not issue a document in how the father’s
estate was divided between the brothers, Bais Din does
not appoint a 219p because there is a concern for
T2OPRARY MR

However

RTOD 72D

PTID

If there was such a document Bais Din does appoint a 217p
because

> R NP

The word is spread that the fields belongs to the jop.

1op 70219 1P PTIN PR

NDNT 'MN2
PTNN
Ifthe relative was not
an inheritor of theop’s father,
such as a brother froma
different father,
Bais Din does appoint him

because there is no concern for

MRS NN as this relative
cannot claim an inheritance.

N2
PN
For thep’s house,
Bais Din does appoint a :p
and there is no concern for

M2 OPIRD NN
Because as Rashi expluing
DY DIV DNOEDE

1P 5B NOP5 WH3E

The neighbory fw‘%/ for the /o

that he inkerited the house.

NTDD T2D
PTIIMD
Ifthere was such a
document Bais Din does
appoint a :mp because

N> TN Rbp
The word is spread that the
fields belongs to the p.
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NINT MN2
PTID PR
If the relative was an heir
of thepp’s father,
such as a brother
from the same father,
Bais Din does not
appoint him because
there is a concern for
MIPMTNRS NN

NRNVIN2
PTIID PR
For thep’s field,
Bais Din does not appoint
amp because thereis a
concern for

2 PITNRD NN

NTDD TV ROT
PTMM PN
If Bais Din did not issue
a document in how the
father’s estate was divided
between the brothers,

Bais Din does not appoint a 2mp

because there is concern for
72 ITNRD NN
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The Gemara however concludes that *©335 219p P79 PR
1op applies in all cases

RIORT TR RIW R RINT TR RIW KD

Regardless of whether the relative was an inheritor of the
1op's father or not;

T2 RIV R RNVIR RIW KD

Regardless of whether it was a field or house;

RTOD T2V RY RIW RY RTO'Y T2V RIW RO

Regardless of whether Bais Din issued a document of the
division or not;

The Gemara proceeds with the following incident:
R332 050 175 K77 KRN0 R0

An old woman had three daughters;

RNI2 XTI PRORINVR

The woman and one daughter were captured, and there
were no reports that they had died.

NNDI2°NAN TR

NPIP AW 70 RN ROV

The second daughter died and left behind a minor child,
and the third daughter remained alive.

"N says, Bais Din cannot appoint the third daughter to
care for all the assets, because

RNI0 ROV R1DT

Perhaps the woman did die, and half the assets belong to
the minor child, and

JOP 0212 AP PTIN PR

And Bais Din cannot appoint the minor to care for all the
assets, because

R0 ROV RO R1DT

Perhaps the woman did not die, and

MW O JOP PTID PR

Therefore, »ax ruled

ROMRY 15 X127 KD

RPIH ROTTOIOR 75 171BPM RADD TR

Bais Din appoints the third daughter to care for one half of
the woman'’s estate that she might have inherited, and they

appoint a guardian to care for the other half that the minor

girl might have inherited.
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The Gemara however concludes that
5P D235 P PTID PR

NJW N5 NOwW Nb
NINT MR

NOw N5

NOW N5
NTL'D T2D NDDIN
NOW Nb NJW N5
NTLD T2 R I NDNT NN

Regardless of Regardless of Regardless of
whether BaisDin ~ whetheritwasa whether the relative
issued a document  field or house. was an inheritor
of the division or not. of thepp’s father
or not.

RN12 NYN NY RNNT RN2D RN

An old woman had three daughters;

RN92 RTM MR IRIANONR

The woman and one daughter were captured,
and there were no reports that they had died.

RXN12 NN TR

RPI NPAWI NN RTN R2DW
The second daughter died and left behind a minor child,
and the third daughter remained alive.

//pt

And Bais Din cannot
appoint the minor to care
for all the assets, because

ND5T
NN2D N2DOW N5

Perhaps the woman
did not die, and

JOP PTOD PN
12V D)

Bais Din cannot appoint
the third daughter to care
for all the assets, because

ND5T
NN2D N2DOW

Perhaps the woman did die,
and half the assets belong
to the minor child, and

P PTID PR
JOP DI
Therefore..
NNNRD nb Ry Rabo
Np1D RONDIOR MD ]I0PH RAOD PN

Bais Din appoints the third daughter to care for
one half of the woman’s estate that she might have inherited,
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N17 disagrees and rules

R350H ROTIVIOR JPOPWT 1IN

K39 JTRY ROTTVIOR 71 7O

Once Bais Din appoints a guardian, he cares for all the
assets.

RM120 RVIVT WY 07

Later on, there were reports that the woman did die, but
there no reports regarding the first daughter;

»rruled

RONRS 12 1127 RN>N

One third of the assets are given to the third daughter for
her share in the woman'’s assets.

RpWH 75 11 RN

One third is given to minor child, for his share in the
assets.

RONRY RPIT 1927 RNDN 7RI

RPID ROTTVION 75 19O RPIT TR

The remaining third that belongs to the first daughter is
split into two. Bais Din appoints the third daughter to care
for one half that she might have inherited, and they
appoint a guardian to care for the other half that the minor
might have inherited.

N17 disagrees as before and says

RPITY ROIVIONR DPIT 1

RPIT JTRY ROFTVIOR 13 [P

Once Bais Din appoints a guardian, he cares for all the
assets of the first daughter.
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N2 disagrees and rules

X299 RDIIVIDX 1NPINT 1D
RI9D JTRD RD1IVIDBXR N 1PHPIN

Once Bais Din appoints a guardian,
he cares for all the assets.

RN2D R2DWT VN NOY

Later on, there were reports that the woman did die,
but there no reports regarding the first daughter;

”/3)(,'

12 RN PN
NNDRD RpIT

WP RPIT TR

N5 )M NN
NPNRD

One third of the assets are
given to the third daughter
for her share in the
woman'’s assets.

b 11 kP
N

Np1»b RDHDIBN b
The remaining third that
belongs to the first daughter
is split into two.

Bais Din appoints the third
daughter to care for one half One third is given
that she might have inherited, to minor child,
and they appoint a guardianto ~ for his share in the assets.
care for the other half that the
minor might have inherited.

N2 disagrees as before and says

RPJT'? RDITOIBDXR D'PINT 1D
RpPIAT ']T’R'? RDITOIBX M1 1PPNPPIN
Once Bais Din appoints a guardian,
he cares for all the assets of the first daughter.
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