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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 779 7 of m21n3 Noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The reasoning of 27 that
5SRO 12 PYPW 1272 1997

The reasoning of 20 that ...

RM1 12 PYHNW 1270 NN
i aiilipiaia¥all

PHYON R

The final ruling is according to »”2w1 that m3w7» INM DR,
he DOES inherit her assets if she dies. However, the
reasoning is NOT that of "2w~, but a different reason.

NPV RN

The Machlokes X2’pY »27 970 27 in the case of

TOR I TOW D RD’P}’ 227N ]19119 po |

275 .

pom in the case of...

One who died, in which there are several claimants to his

estate, and he possessed pov50n that were 0NR MwT3, in oMY PR D

the custody of others.

Who is entitled to these pHv LN? i'iw'ﬁﬁ :"n sv:" nwx
and he possessed pb>oovn

O that were DINN M2

The Machlokes in the case of
YRIPT D POON MTO 1IN S
[nEa=il=i=ptrh il Y

When the deceased left harvested fruits . .
Who is entitled to these Y0501n?

n97v 127 holds
AT INRS R2IAN 700N

R2pY 27 holds
AP RS RIAD R 700N

In the case of ..
YPIPN N PN M0 NN
N2 NOT N2 0PN 9
PHobvRa P TN PR 20 HYa

A claimant CANNOT collect from mnn >vbomn, the N2PY 29

B movableassets NSNS BN NI o'AN
=N NS "R NS

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

PTAPNWN RS T H0h0N
Poobon are not mortgaged for the 21m.

P 21N HY2

PP0501N P N IR
Dedicated By:

ol 2 vz Sl
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Dedicated By:

So let's review ...

The Mishnabh in the previous Daf mentioned a Machlokes
in a case of

> an>

T2 PR DA PT

Mo

Mo o1

Jmn N2

If he writes that he is 12t P5on from her assets, their
profits, the profit's profits, during her lifetime and after
she dies.

7M1 Yo DR IPR

VI PR 0 DR

He is NOT entitled to the profits, and profit's profits,
during her lifetime - And if she dies, he does NOT inherit
her assets, because,

D7P IRIN

He can be 1mat pYon from 7wy, because

12970 50 N1

A husband only inherits his wife o»on mipnn;

IR N2

MW ND DR

NN 1NV 70 Y FINnW 30m

502 IRIN 7NN DNV D Y MR 5

»"2w disagrees and says that he DOES inherit her assets,
because

SV IRIN

He CANNOT be 1mat pYon from 7wy, because
ROPIRT Hvan Dy

A husband inherits his wife Xn» IR

And a xin which contradicts a Torah obligation is NOT
effective.

2790R
SROM 12 PYBW 1270 71957
YYD RN
Rav says that we rule like »”2w9, but not because of his
reasoning,
The Gemara explains
SROMA 12 YW 1273 1950
TIWI 30D DR IORT
The final ruling is like »”2w that he DOES inherit her
assets if she dies. However,
RPN RN
Because,
ROPNRT HY27 W1 720 32w
502 IRIN 7NN DNV 1 SY MR O
32w says that he CANNOT relinquish his privilege of
w1, because a husband inherits his wife Rn» 7R, and a
Rin which contradicts a Rn»RT 7257 is NOT effective.

710217

13237 Svan nury

AN SW3 B2 PN WY DOM

19 says that He CANNOT relinquish his privilege of nui,
because although a husband inherits his wife merely
133771, a *Rin which contradicts even a 13277 725 s also
NOT effective, because the Chachamim strengthened
their regulations just like Torah rules.

DafHachaim.org

Mishne in the previous Daf...

"5 3RS
70232 % '8 Y2
MDY
IS B
TP N3

b 1N
MY NS

nna N
AN AN
Because
DI %3) >

MW 32
b7 iiatalakal;
AN NS 1 5Y mnme 1wk
AN N5 e Sy minet 5
5ms win
Because
Anmlfs %Dﬁé/ 2

L2 IOR

21"0270 NHN
MY N ON

NMYLVN RN

s /%D ) 990 /£ "0
manen o
AN N0 Oy
51 wIn

JP7 /%3) ) 950 5/
WY ovem
oAb pen
A0 Ses
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95/ M

However, the X" 2w explains that he can be 11 phon
from Mo, because

MmN 5w 0TS MR WY Don

Applies only to a Halachah

NN P Y O VW

It has a basis in the Torah. For example, the concept of
w1y is mentioned in the Torah.

But it does not apply to a Halachah

7NN PV I PRY

The concept of M0 is NOT mentioned in the Torah.

Zugt Di Mishnah

ORI DY D

25

PO

In a case of one who died, and there are several claimants
to his estate.

His wife claims her Kesubah

His creditor claims his debt.

And his inheritors claim their inheritance.

DR TAMON IR PTPO D M

And the deceased had an item which was in the custody,
ofamw, a safe keeper;

OR he had money owed to him by a mb, a borrower;

IR POV 127
17w Swb uny
1970 27 says that it is given to the weaker claimant.

R1I1°172°07 117 explains

PRIV Hwh

The one with the weaker proof - which means the one
with the later date; because he CANNOT collect from
mmpY, sold assets, before the preceding claimant;

And jny 11 explains

TR NN

12w Su1a refers to the wife's Kesubah; as Rashi explains,
since it's NOT befitting for a woman to search the
whereabouts of ni577°03), the Chachamim initiated that she
receive the mo>m n7po

RO DWD

So that women would consent to marriage without the
concern of collecting their Kesubah

Dedicated By:
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H”3E%
He CAN be 1Mt poon
from mo

DI PN WY oMM
MR 5w

DOESN'T apply to
Y 1Y PRY
nMnNn n
o iy NOT menitioned
in the Toraky

MY 1Y VW
NN N

2> 1S mentioned
in the Torah

YN
e I DY D

A DR ts B -
2PN 2 9 W R R

maw Hensd uny
To the weaker CLAIMANT

R1°IN 7272701 N
NIRI2W HODH
To the one with
weaker PROOF

The later date
Because. . -

He CAN'T collect
from mmp9,
before the
preceding claimant

17
NWKR N2INOHY

It's NOT befitting
for a woman to
search for nnn *03
She receives the /15pO

& Py
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95/ M

Rashi explains:

Although generally

rhobona I MR IR 20 Sva

A claimant CANNOT collect the deceased’s movable
assets, because

TNV R HIT SV

povSLVY are not mortgaged for the 21m.

However, in this case >0b0nn 1o 72 because,

WP DV MWILIND

These assets are NOT in the possession of the w7 yet -
they are still in the custody of the 1w or mb.

This was all the opinion of 1970 17 that
maw Swdb uny

However,

IR RPY 127

PIA PO PR

OIS NN ROR

V1AW PR PIW

W PR PO PR

R2’pY 117 says that the W receive the M ppo,
because

MWIP DV MW

These assets ARE considered in the possession of the
0wy even while still physically in the hands of the 7w
or mb, because the 0w do NOT require an oath to
acquire it as nw1v, while the 21 5v1 or the 7wr DO require
an oath to claim the 11 or 721>,

DafHachaim.org

,”;7

Mthough generilly

POV VHO §H D31 WO 3D D3
because
Y73DDEN HO N7 VOV

However, in thiss case ////J/ﬂ W poyf because,
NN OEIN PIED3 O
They're still in the custody of
the YW ormD

AN N2PY 29
1Y AR N
P 13 8ON
AW 1M (o
because
WMP DOV MY

D'WM do NOT require an oath
to acquire it as NV

The 2N V2 or the NWN
DO require an oath

Kesubos 84 -4



Dedicated By:

95/ M

The Mishnah continues

VRPN PWIN YO M

172737 72 PR 9o

Ifthe deceased left harvested fruits;

197V 27 says whichever claimant grabs them first gets to
keep them.

SRivW 17 explain that X3m 7oon only when

D297 MW PRI PR

The fruits were situated in a public area, because
MR PO MVILIRD

As Rashi explains

RITT PIP5 IR DIPD IRDT

One CANNOT make an acquisition in a public area.

However,

N3 RS oonwhen

ROUO]

The fruits were situated in a semi-public area, because
WP PV MVI

As Rashi explains

NI PIPD IR DnT

One CAN make an acquisition in this area.

Therefore, the fruits were automatically transferred to
DwIn mMwI.

However,

wpb W p3m 727 hold that X23m oon
RO "OR

Because

MR PO MWIL IR

It is not considered pwarn mwIa

DafHachaim.org

YRR I PR Ms M
M3 15t M aMpn 5

Whichever claimant GRABS THEM FIRST
gets to keep them

SRINWI 27
N 89 mo'en Ly iataRnt=kllg]
ONLY when
PMaN
NRLVNO2 0290 MY PN
because because
wop /fé?/'s)/)/&,a Wp 101> /b W

B PINS NP ONIN7 1905 590 DN WHd7

ﬂwﬂwfy were Momm‘écaﬂ?/ mo

fmmferre/ 1o ptoy_pils

WP WIM N1 7

NI [0BR
NV 1YDR
because
wop oy il 1t/
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ANINON INY JWR N

1291 5Y 9y 20 Sy

If the wife or the 231 Sva confiscated fruits that exceed the
Kesubah or debt;

piniton]

IR POV 2T

1w Swab uny

197V 27 says that the most unfortunate claimant receives
the excess fruits

Because

MR WY MWL IR

TR RPY 117

PTAPHAI PR

OIS 1IN ROR

W POIZ 09OV

AW POIN PUIT PRI

R2pY *17 disagrees and says that the o'way receive both,
the principal and excess fruits, because

N3 KD 70700

The confiscation is NOT effective, because

MR DV MW

1PN1 27 says that
RIPY 227 7D
7o5M1
0 M DONWA
R2'pY *17 agrees that the confiscation while the deceased
was alive is effective,

Dedicated By:
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FASINDM N AN N
1211 5p 90 331 Sy

amnn

NP 29
12 IR PN nn
maw Hennd

MRS NN 89N
PR PO oY
PR PN
MY POy

N 85 moen

because
NP YizeX s

because

//\/7) /%/@ B4R /,é/

|alnhlely

10BN N2PY 27 AR
=) piaRahlg|gn]
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Dedicated By:

The Gemara says
P9IV 7270 T
In a certain incident similar to that of the Mishnah, the
judges ruled like po7v *27 that
AP RS RIN 7000
However,
WP RTIVY D" I
wpb v compelled them to reverse their ruling to that of
R2pY 17 that
AR RS K230 R 700N

1Y 29 75 MR

N Swd oy

And 3mv "27 commented that wpb W considers this
Halachah as a Torah ruling, in which the Halachah of v
MmN mwn 1171 applies

And pnv a7 holds

IMNIPR

They do NOT reverse their ruling, because, he holds
AMMIPRAIWN 272 AYO

This is the first of several explanations for this
Machlokes.

DafHachaim.org

PO 22 AT NI
In w certain incident similar to the g,
the /«/;@ ruled lite //07/ 407
M nRD NI Foen
However,
WIS RIS 5" v
Op/ 0> compelled them o reverse their ruling

to that 0% £y %7
MY MRS N0 8D moen

13?07 éjj/g,, 1301727 75 MR
MWNIIR nwy
NN Swo

Y 375 W Yy 995 W
AwIn ) w0
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