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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn v”5p 97 of X912 X321 NOON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The previous Mishnah'’s Halachah of

19 5p Yo phnnn

TARS LYY TARY 7127

NI ORI MW

PR PIT

Ifayan 25w, a dying person, gave away his assets as a
7 to his children in different amounts than the Hilchos
Wy, his minn is effective.

WYY DIWP IR DR)

D192 IR RS

Ifhe specified that they receive these assets as an inherit-
ance after he dies, his X1z is not effective.

TN DWWH PO PA VIR PAIOANA P2 AN

PP YT

If he wrote a will for nw1y with different amounts and he
also added the word min» either in the beginning, the
middle or at the end, his minn is effective.

The three opinions in the Mishnah whether this Halachah
applies only in a case of

1.

DAR 77W TOR DTN

Both terms of nw1 and min» were used for the same
person and for the same field

2.

OR evenin acase of

mMIw nW TNR DR

DINR 2V DOR 770

The terms w1y and 7inn were for the same person, but for
different fields;

Or for the same field, but for different people;

3,

OR evenin a case of

DINR DIV MTV 'Nw3a

The terms 7wy and min» were used for different people
AND different fields.

wpb w's distinction regarding

DR °12 W) MY N1

If the word w1y was repeated twice AND he said o'nmw
as opposed to jnin, the minn is effective for both people
and fields, but if the word nw1v was mentioned only once
or he did not say o'nmw, the mnn is not effective for the
second person and field.

And the distinction in whether it was

M27°70 N2

The words nwrv and mn» were mentioned within the time
that it takes to say the three words 23 75 05w

DafHachaim.org

TR VYM) TNRY N2
M2 NX Y MYM
PP»P 12T

DO DIVD MR OX
MY MR XD

an>
702 P2 YRNNRA P2 NYNNA P2

PP 127

DNR NTW TNR OTR2

MTY "N TNR OTR

OTR 712 W1 - MTY "NY2

MAT 7O PNa
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah taught

19 5y yoo1 phnnn

TIRS VY TARS 7277

M7 DR > Mo

PR I2T

Ifayan 25w, a dying person, gave away his assets as a
mnn to his children in different amounts than the Hilchos
w1, such as he gave one son a double share, or another
son only half a share, or he gave the 71131 only a single
share;

In all these cases his minn is effective, because as the
Rashbam explains

%W 1 525 MINN2 11N 1D DIRA M WY

While he is alive, a person can grant his assets to anyone
as a gift.

However,

VI DWW IR DN

D9 MR N

Ifhe specified that they receive these assets as an inherit-
ance after he dies, his 81z is not effective, because as the
Mishnah says earlier ®

7N MW 7 HY MW

This stipulation contradicts the Hilchos nw17 in the Torah,
and is therefore not effective.

The Mishnah continues:

NN DN PO P VINNRI P aviaign! 221Nd

PR PI2T

If he wrote a will for w1y with different amounts and he
also added the word mm» either in the beginning, the
middle or at the end, his minn is effective, because as the
Rashbam explains

1Y UL ©ON RYT M

OO0 RiPH 71NN ]T(UL)

IPT TIND NN PO WIRW 13 NI

Even though the 7xnx cannot take effect as a w1, it takes
effect as a min» and it's considered as if he wrote only
ann.

DafHachaim.org

5 5y 1o0) poman
NS By NS 13
227 NN D M
1AM 192
If a vy 10w, a dying person,

gave away his assets as annp to his children
in different amounts than the Hilchos hw,

such as he gave one son a double share,
or another son only half a share,
or he gave the w2 only a single share;

In all these cases his nanw is effective,
because as the Rashbam Wm
DIE 9 525 DIN3 MY 1D ©7H3 Nd £E
While he iy alive, w person car anit hip assety
(7 Wwww%
A2 QWD AN DNY
253 2N 85

If he specified that they receive these assets
as an inheritance after he dies, his nNnx is not effective,
because
OMD3 3INOE O SV HINOE
Wﬁme contradicty the Hilchos 260 in the Torah,
and iy fﬁer%m not 7’%@07‘(4/&

MDD '3 PEHND 13 m5AN3 12 aND
higtal=llal
PMANP 2T

If he wrote a will for nwry with different amounts

and he also added the word nany either in the beginning,
the middle or at the end, his nanw is effective,

because
DR NES PP HH7 90D
DIDH HOY DIODH NED
P77 DIDH NED IMOE WD HID 9O
Lven ?‘/wu?ﬁ/ the 22 canndt take %Zw‘ ay a0,
it takey ay &y
and ity considered ay %/m wrote m%@uw.
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The Gemara cites three opinions in the understanding of the
Mishnah:

1.

30 27 IR 1T 27 says

The Mishnah refers only to

NNR 7TW) TIR DTN

PR PIT

Both terms, nw1y and mnn, were written for the same person and
for the same field. And in the case of

monna mnn

He wrote

7w 0295 Yo AT 1IN

This field shall be given to so and so, and he shall inherit it.

And in

VIR IO

He wrote

R PRiskin ket

1590 shall inherit this field, and it shall be given to him, and he
shall inherit it.

And regarding

Qo2 MInn

He wrote

Y mm v

150 shall inherit this field, and this field shall be given to him;

Only then do we say

PR 12T

The minn is effective, because both terms 7wy and minn refer to
the same person and the same field.

However, in the case of

MY DY) TR DTN

N>

If the terms w1y and nin» were for the same person but for
different fields; for example, he said;

1Y PNH ATV JIRT 0

290V PN 7TV R I

The minn is effective only for the mnmn field, but not for the nwry
field, because perhaps he meant only one field as a minn, but not
the other field.

Orina case of

DR °12°3W) NNR TW

N>

If the terms w1 and nin» were for the same field but for
different people; for example, he said;

N ATV 30 WY IR

PYPWS RM NI

The minn is effective only for the 7 person but not for the
w1y person, because perhaps he meant to give a minn only to
this person but not to the other person.

And certainly

DTN 12230 MW N3

N>

If the words nwiy and nann were used for different people and
different fields; for example, he said;

N9 TV W AR

DANR A7V 1NN IUJDUJ'N

The minn is not effective for the w1 person and field, because
perhaps he meant to give a mnn» only to this person and only this
field, but not for the other person and field.

Dedicated By:
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Three opinions in the understanding of the Mishnah

@

n) P IME W DI
The Mishnah refers only to

DNR ATV TNR DTR2
PRMP PI2T
Both terms, nwm» and nanp,
were written for the same person and for the same field.

‘))DJ NINY  DNPNI NINY ﬂbﬂDD nny
Hewrote Hewrote Hewrote

D Pomawm b omawm  adD AT NN

1bo shall inherit nwm nw M 1mbob

this field, and this nbo shall inherit this ~ This field shall be
field shall be field, and it shall be given to so and so,
givento him;  given to him,and he and he shall inherit it.

shall inherit it.

PP MIIAT
The nann is effective, because both terms nwn» and nany
refer to the same person and the same field.

However. ..

nNR NTY TNXR OTR2
07X 212 1Y) mMTY "N
N9 NY

Ifthetermsnwry andnnn  Ifthe terms nwi» and nann were
were for the same field but for  for the same person but for
different people; for example,  different fields; for example:
he said; 2Ny M
1T NTR XD WM )2IN) MY Mndbo NTY
LW MEN |NIM RIS N2
The nanp is effective only for NI 15O NTY
thennp person butnotfor  The nanp is effective only for the
the mw1» person, because nanp field, but not for the nwry
perhaps hemeantto givea  field because perhaps he meant
nanp only to this person but only one field as anann,
not to the other person. but not the other field.

And cerfaw/?/
R - OTR 2 "W NTY *NWa
Ifthe words nwi» and nann were used
for different people and different fields; for example;
MNbD NTY wm J2ND
MINR DTV NN UHYI)
The nanw is not effective for the nwr» person and field,
because perhaps he meant
to give anann only to this person and only this field,
but not for the other person and field.
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® q:
MYOR 727 says
MW NWI IR DTR 170K
DTN 732 7301 AR 7170 P
PR 2T W’é »7
Even if the terms 77w and nin» were for the same person MTY TV TNX OTXR 1'7’9&
but for different fields, or for the same field but for
) 9 1M )
different people, the ninn is effective for both people or QTR 712 71W) NNR ATYD
both fields, because as the Rashbam explains ]’D”p 1927
PIMDR IO PRI T Even if the terms nw1» and nanp were for the same person

JTRZ 119N 103700 .
P05 101 TR N7 NI but for different fields,

Just like he wants to give this person a 7130 in one field, he or for t,he Sam.eﬁeld but for different people,
wants to give him the same in the other field; the nann is effective for both people or both fields,

And just like he wants to give a ninn in this field to one .

person, he also wants to give a 773m» in the same field to the because ay the Rashban W

other person. OHN3 13')’5 ord P1OD)7 10 D7

However, 37905 11903 ) 90

Vi Sl JONES 19 7H N3731 DO

Because each word refers to a different person AND a Tust like he wants ty give f/u'A/MJM/ w YW v one

different field; W he wanty to give him the same in the other M

/fm//,m‘ libe he wanty 7‘0%’/@&/?}/}/\/ in f%M
0 one person;, he albo wants to give w yp
. 7 %&WW to the dther person.
However,
OTR 72 1YW MTWYW "Nwa
N9
Because each word refers to
a different person and a different field.

3,

137127 9K P27 say’s even

DTN 1230 MTY N3 @

PR PI2T

Even if the 7w1v and nin» were for different people AND W/ ok W Ve

different fields, the nin» is effective, because as Rashi in L) % » TV

P oo explains DOTR 712 1V MTY "Nwa

FPP TN ARNY TOW PRI I PYY IDTRTDT ]’D”P 1927

P13 o . _ Even if thenwy» and nann

Since the word mn» was used in this X3, it applies to all were for different people AND different fields

people and fields mentioned in the same xNx.

the nann is effective,
because ab Rashic i DI _PISN qu/
1O 7H5 DPNS HVE HD3 DIDN NED 957H7NT
10290 DI MY WD
Since the word Sy waks used in this s¢n3, it W&e/y fo
ol peo/}[@ and My mentioned in the same >3,

Yecheskel
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wp5 w disagrees partially and says that in the case of
DR 12101 MW "Nw3

It depends:

Only if he phrased it this way;

NHoI PNHO ATW WY 1D N

fpaiatonRan pRakiskghit

DV

mp

If for both people and both fields he wrote in the
beginning 717, in the middle mnn, and at the end he
repeated w1

In this case, the minn is effective for all people and fields,
because as the Rashbam explains

TPIVS MR VYV POIT 73T

TPIW5 772 2 7RI YIHRA 73007 D)

Just like he repeated the word nw1 for each one, once in
the beginning and again at the end, so too, the word mnn»
was also intended for each one, because he connected it to
the first term of nw1y by saying o'nmw, which I have
already given them.

However, if one of these two conditions is missing; for
example, he said;

1.

NHo1 NHO ATW WP D0 N

fallibiai Baid bl RantisRals pRighis)

DM

He said jnin, not onnw;

Even though he repeated w1

2.

Or, he said;

NHo1 PNHO ATV WP N0 N

uitgienfanblakisighivs

But he did not repeat ow;

Even though he said o'nniw;

P R

As the Rashbam explains;

Even though both terms 7w and 73nm» were mentioned
for both people and both fields; however,

M3 PRI PORT D

MY 2192 VYD M7 TR 5

N DWYN W T NS Nw

1Y POS TARDT I WY TARY

PINR PINR 5P PORI ORI Y

Since these are separate actions for each person and field,
the word mn» was intended only for the first person and
field and nwry was intended for the second person and
field. Therefore,

P RS

The minn is not effective for the w1y person and field.

DafHachaim.org

4
é//)/én /meama/%/ and says
OTR 7222 1V MTWY Nwa
It /epuw/ﬁ/:

Only if he phrased it this way;
mNbo) Mado NTw wm 1mbor 1bo
DIWIM - NINN2 Db DPHNIW
np

If for both people and both fields
he wrote in the beginning nwy, in the middle nann,
and at the end he repeated nw»;
Thenann is effective for all people and fields,

because ab the Rashbam W[%Mw
TONED 99O DL NEDT 10D 957
TONED TNY5 SV DN YINH3 DIDHO O
TJust %&/wr%beafe/ the word >0 ﬁr each one,
wat the end,

omm%@éwam/

30 too, the word yw way abso intended %W each one,
because he conmected it ty the %Lm‘ term % 2
é?/jW o, “whichs T have aﬁfea/éy given them”.

However, if one of these two conditions is missing;
for example, he said;

W 1159) 1nbo W 1bornbo
0D DD NTY MDD Mabd NTY
NONP2 DNd DPNIY DnD NI
But he did not repeat pwm; mnbo) Mmndbo nTw
Even though he said Dnnow; DY M

mp k> He said “/mn’, not "mnniw”;
Even though
he repeated “Diw”.

Ay the Rashbam explains;
bathy term 30 and sy were mentioned, %ar

éa?%/zeo/nf@ and éoz%/ﬁ@%' However,
1029 PN PONT IO
W3 D3 DEVY N 7HO 5N
1O OEYH NE 700 DINED HE
DR NED 7HHD DN PED THOS
OPH PINH S NEHD NEHI S
Therefore,

mp RY

The nanw is not effective for the nw» person and field.

Lven tho
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The Gemara brings proof to 371 °27 9R 127 from the
following Braisa

1500

DO W PINN

M50 W PINR NN

If ayn 25w states, my assets shall be given to j2I8Y;
And after he dies, py»w shall inherit these assets;
And after he dies, "5 shall inherit these assets;

W IR PRI NN

WHW MR W Nn

Ifyx0 dies first, pynw acquires it;

And if pynw then dies, "5 acquires it;

However

PORI MW N DRI

PORY WIS DO

If ponw dies first, and then j2187 dies, the assets remain
with j21x7's heirs, and are not given to 1.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemaras én‘n%/ /zm@/ o yorr 22 W 2
ﬂmy the /a%ww%/ Braisa

7% 200
MHD W PINN)
"MHD W PINR NN

If a v 1w states, my assets shall be given to jaIN;
And after he dies, poow shall inherit these assets;
And after he dies, n5 shall inherit these assets;

Y NIP PUNI DD

wbw np Y Hn
If)yan dies first, popw acquires it;
And if poow then dies, nb acquires it;

However
NN D2 DY NN DN)

NYR) WIS DDII NI
Ifpoow dies first, and then )N dies,
the assets remain with )218’s heirs,
and are not given tonb.
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The Gemara asks

W P PORI DD

T DTN 123V MTY "NWIT R RM

MpT I

If 2R dies first, why does pwnw acquire these assets?
These are considered different assets to different people
because j2187 and w»w do not own them simultaneously;
and even though only for 12187 it was a mn» pwb, while for
PYPW it was a 7wy Wb, nevertheless if j2187 dies the
assets go to py»w, but not to j21x7's heirs, it must be
because even

DR 127301 MTW "Nw3

mp

Because the minm pwb applies to both;

Therefore, the Gemara concludes

RN2PN NPT RN2PD

This Braisa is a proof against the first two opinions of 11
1nY 727 98 7 and TYOR 27, However, this Braisa cannot
be a proof against w’pb v, because

RIIIDR N

o I wRY WT P RNoS

N17 says that this Halachah is one of three areas in which
the final ruling is like w5 v and not like p3ny 7272

Therefore, we must make the following distinction
MNITTIPNAIND

In the Braisa’s case, the nw1y for the second person pynw
was stated within range of the nin» for j21x9. Therefore,
the min» can also be applied to the second person.

M37 770 IMRY IR

While in wp5 w's case, the 7wy for the second person
was stated out of range of the nin» for the first person.
Therefore, the mn» cannot be applied to the second
person.

Dedicated By:
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2

DY M IR Hp
T DTN 22 W) TR NWOT NON R
NINT 2N
If )2z dies first, why does pow acquire these assets?

These are considered different assets to different people
because )2z and pow do not own them simultaneously;

And even though for |28 it was a nann pwb,
while for pppw it was a nwy pwd, nevertheless
if )18 dies the assets go to pyow, but not to )2INY’s heirs,
it must be because even

DTN 22 DY) NTY NP2

ny
Because the nann wb applies to both;

v
RN21°N DT RN2A1PN

This Braisa is a proof against the first two opinions
0f)an1 127 IR T 27 and IR 2.

v

However,
this Braisa cannot be a proof against wpb wn, because

N2) DN R
wipd wnT mm>d NNodn
ndM N2

v

Therefore, we must make the following distinction

e )

M2T 7T RO
While inwpb wn’s case,
the nw for the second
person was stated out of
range of the nany for the first
person. Therefore, the nann
cannot be applied to the
second person.

M2T 270 N2
In the Braisa’s case,
the nw for the second
person pypw was stated
within range of the nanp for
121NY. Therefore, the nann
can also be applied to the
second person.
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