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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 197 of X912 X212 NHOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The discussion in the Mishnah's statement

MWK 0212 PN WRY RS

If a husband ate the produce of his wife’s field for three
years, this is not proof of ownership.

W PRI R

However, the Mishnah implies that a 70w, a sale
document, is a valid proof that his wife sold him her field.

And the Mishnah refers to

251 °00)

Ifit was HER field that was not assessed and written into
the Kesubah which remains in her possession, and the
husband merely has the rights to its m79, the ow isa
proof, because the wife cannot claim

Y5 WY M M

She only agreed to it to please her husband, but in reality
she did not agree to the sale, because in 251033, which
belongs to her, she is not afraid to object.

The distinction between our Mishnah and 9°nR’s
Halachah of

NOP D331 1INV TURI VR

D159 K91 1wY KD

If either the husband or wife sold the 351 023 the sale is
not effective.

The Machlokes of

RO IR T G0 IR VO PIp

Whether the right to the produce is considered true
ownership of a property or not?

oY IR OP
One is not liable for killing his slave if the slave survived
at least 24 hours after sustaining his injuries.

The discussion in 17's Halachah of

N5 193 WR NUR

A married woman must make a X to one who occupies
her field.
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NPTN WIRD R
INWR 70112

W? R RN

215N YD)

1Y !MPYWY M DM

NN WX
215N Y0512 1 ONW
MY XM I1VY R

mPD PIp
MT N PIPd

DM» R O

WIR NON
NN NOMN

Bava Basra 50-1



IR NN NDD

. This may refer either to
Sy13
IV PIPY MM 11997

Her husband who transformed the land by digging pits b}, ::

and caves;

o m™M2 N2 IBNY
MY PRYWw

5Y27 7Ma R0 N3P NYIRY

527 NI RS WHw)

A stranger who began to take all the produce in the field
while the husband was alive and also for three years after
the husband died.

N2
NPTN NXPN NYIRWY
92N N2
WO
992N NN INRD
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed the Mishnah’s
statement

MWR "O231 (PN WRY KD

If a husband ate all the produce of his wife's field for three
years, this is not a proof that he bought the field from her,
because as the Gemara earlier explains

P79 R5W MYon SR’ DR NTOPD MWK PR

A wife generally does not object to her husband eating her
produce, even those that he is not entitled to.

The Gemara however, points out that the Mishnah'’s
wording implies,

P WRY R

W PRI NI

That only a pin is not proof of ownership, but a 70w, a
sale document is valid proof that his wife sold him her
field.

And the Gemara asks:

Why is a 70w valid proof of ownership?

Y% IPWY M NN RPN

The wife can claim, she only agreed to it to please her
husband, but in reality she did not agree to the sale?

As we find this reasoning in a Mishnah in pv3 noon
TORM P2 AP WM WRA P ARD

Svampn

If a person bought a field that was designated for her
Kesubah, from the husband, and afterward he bought it
from the wife, the sale is NOT effective to remove her lien
from this field.

Apparently, because

5YR5 IPWY M NN TIRT

The wife claims that she only agreed to it to please her
husband, but in reality she did not agree to the sale.

If so, here too,

Y0 WY MINNIRD
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From the previous Da% ...

WMN D012 PN KD KO

If a husband ate all the produce of his wife’s field
for three years,
this is not a proof that he bought the field from her.

Ay the Gemara earlier explain

NTOPY INYN PN
PT2 ROW MYoN DON' DN

to her husband eating her produce,
even those that he is not entitled to.

RN Y0332 otm 2w 8O

O 4 £
But w00 iy valid /Woo%/

NDD <
bpab rmwy nn nno

The wife can claim
she only agreed to it to please her husband,
but in reality she did not agree to the sale?

W&W?‘/MA/FMW i a Mishmaky W/f/f(‘_/ua,«/
WIRD N NPY
NORN N NP ITM

202 1PN
If a person bought a field designated for her Kesubah,

from the husband,
and afterward he bought it from the wife,
the sale is NOT effective to remove her lien.
/f/b/zarem‘[?/, because
’bDJb MWD DN DD MPNT
WW%@OWW?‘WWM@/WMZ‘o i
faﬁ&aw/zer husband, but Lrurm&'?;oy
she did not agree t the sale.

Ifw, here too,
bpab mwy N HNI RPN
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The Gemara answers that it all depends on what kind of
field was sold, as follows:

mTw 3 MmN

If the field was one of those three fields that are specifi-
cally designated for her Kesubah, such as

1.

AN1N53 1% AN5W NNXR

It was HIS field that he specifically wrote into the
Kesubah.

OR

2.

ANANO3 A% T DR

It was HIS field that he designated in the presence of o7v
for HER to collect the Kesubah.

OR

3,

"W DWW 19 70797W NNRY

It was HER field that was assessed and written into the
Kesubah, and her husband acquires all rights to them
while they are married, and if he dies or divorces the field
must be returned to her.

In these three fields, the husband’s 77X is not valid proof
of ownership; and in these three fields, if a third person
TORA P AP WM WRA P ARb

Svampn

Because as the 0"aw1 explains

90 1777°9D RIND RNYT

She primarily depends on these fields for her Kesubah
above all his other fields, and therefore

TIPRY I RD ORT)

She certainly did not consent to the sale;

And even though she did write a 70w, we assume

Hyab mwy M nm

mTw 2 1MRa
If the field was one of those three fields
specifically designated for her Kesubah...

3 2 1

nnX nnrRY) nnrR
Y NoWDHIY DY TMY 1Y% 2amw
NoWN MY NN2IND2 ANAIND2
Thefield’s assessed  Itwas HIS field It was HIS field
and written into the that he that he
Kesubah, and her designated in specifically
husband acquires all ~ the presenceof  wrote into the
rights to them, andif ~ o7 for HER to Kesubah.
he dies or divorces collect the
the field must be Kesubah.
returned to her.

In these three fields, the husband’s N1 is not valid proof;
and in these three fields, if a third person

WIRN N NP
DWKRN P NP ITM
%02 Npn
Becawse ay the "0 W»!Zmy
DY 1OMDY HOND HHY7
She primarily de b on these fieldy for her Kesubah
/W aémj?/aﬂ%ﬁw ’ y%?éfer ve
OMNH DN P5 PN
She oermm/y/ did not consent to the sale;
And even z‘/mg/wh@ Aid write a 100 we assume
D3 DEY MO HM
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And regarding

D021 IRY

The husband’s other fields, we also say

Sv2mpn

Because

AR 75 RNT PY 5

AN PuII1 NN Y 15 IDRT

Since all his fields are mortgaged for her Kesubah, if she
would refuse the sale this would cause animosity between
them, as he assumes that she is waiting for him to either
die or divorce her so that she can acquire these fields.
Therefore, even though she did write a 70w, we assume
that

HY5 WY M M

However, regarding

pipleRion}!

Ifit was HER field that was not assessed and written into
the Kesubah and which remains in her possession, and the
husband merely has the rights to its M9, here our
Mishnah holds that the husband’s 787 of a 70w IS valid
proof of ownership.

And in these fields, if a third person

ORA P AP WM WRA P ARb

[aipRiniple)

The sale is effective, because

oY 7MY AR I IOWT D

910 ROW 755 Mnnb 79197

Since these fields belong completely to her, she is not
afraid of her husband, and she would certainly have
objected if she did not agree to the sale.

DafHachaim.org

And regarding

0°0DJ1] IRWY
Y02 Npn
Becawse
D3 D% HNO7 19E OO
ODN3Y PEIDNS DN TV D5 NP7
SWMMWM&M# v her Kesubah,
%M@ woukd r%w@ the sale thiy would cause
animaosity between them,
ay he assumes W:’A/W@W%/ﬂ&r him
ty either die or dvorce her 30 WCMW& f/p@@%&@%
%@V%f&, even z‘/wu?ﬁzm did write & 00
we asbume that
Y3 KPEY PO HM

However, regarding

2151 »0d)
Ifit was HER field that was not assessed
and written into the Kesubah
and which remains in her possession,
and the husband merely has the rights to its m»o,

The husband’s Ny of a ww IS valid proof of ownership.

In these fields, if a third person
WIRD N NPY
NWRN 1N 'I'IP'?'I am
”p Mpn
The sale is effective.
because
DOV DN OIH 1O DOE7 WD
299D HOE DOHY35 PP HHN
Since these fieldy éé&ﬂ?/ COW@%/ fy her,
W'wrwz‘a%rmz/o her husband, MWWW//W@W
have oWe/%W/M/Mf agree ts the sale.
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The Gemara now proceeds with a discussion regarding
»o1 033 and asks as follows:

Our Mishnah implies that regarding »51 023

WRIRNA

IMWN "I WRO W

If the husband has the proof of a Jow that his wife sold
him her field, this IS valid proof of ownership, and the
sale was effective.

Whereas 1R says

151 701 1IINW TURI WNR

D199 RO WY RS

If either the husband or wife sold the »5» 03 the sale is
not effective?

The Gemara offers two explanations;

1.

JnR refers to where only one of them sold the field:
Either,

POVPR PTT

RPOMIPR RTIR

The husband sold his rights to the produce of the field to
someone else without his wife'’s permission. If he dies
before his wife, she can extract the field from the buyer,
because it belongs to her.

OR

N TR MY

13297 RNIPNA PPOMNITR ROR

The wife sold the field to someone else without her
husband’s permission. If she dies before her husband, he

can extract the field from the buyer, based on a RwIX nipn.

In both these cases

D122 KDWY KD

Each can extract the field from the buyer, because the
field was sold without the other’s permission.

Dedicated By:
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Our Mishnah ana&w that re?ar/m?/ g/ﬁ a))

R RN

MWK Y0212 WIRD W

Ifthe husband has the proof of a ww
that his wife sold him her field, this IS proof of ownership,
and the sale was effective.

2
W :

2191 20512 1ONWY NWNRI WX
Y XD 1WY XY

If either the husband or wife sold the 151 D33
the sale is not effective?

@

DN refers to where only one of them sold the field:
OR

NN MR N1AT DM PATT
PPOMIINR RIR - RPDNI IR RINR

"]3']1’ Rn]pn] The husband sold his rights
The wife sold the field to the produce oftheﬁeld
to someone else without to someone else without
her husband’s permission. his wife’s permission.
If he dies before his wife,
she can extract the field
from the buyer, because
it belongs to her.

If she dies before her husband,
he can extract the field
from the buyer, based on
RWIR DIphn.

In both these cases

MY XM 1VY 8Y

Each can extract the field from the buyer,
because the field was sold without the other’s permission.

However...

RNYYY NMIN 10ATT

Ifthe husband and wife
jointly sold the field to someone else;

MTTY MR NIAT

71727 N1IT
The sale is effective,
because the field was sold with the permission of both.
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2.

In the second explanation the Gemara explains that 7>°nX
may refer even to

ROYY NPT

OR

PTTYPR I

And this is actually a Machlokes:

Our Mishnah holds

A APW

Because the field was sold with the permission of both;
While »nx holds

DI KDWY RY

Because as the 0"2w1 explains

TORY K51 WRY RD TAYN IPRY 7D

TORT ATV RO WRIATY 1P PR

Since each one has only partial ownership in the field, the
wife only owns 907 73p, the actual field, while the
husband only owns m~9 y1p, the rights to the produce,
they are not considered owners of the field, and therefore
cannot sell it even together.

And 1R bases his opinion on 3W5R 117's opinion in a
Braisa regarding a case of

172 PR 007

DY DWHW NWRWY DY PO

If someone sold his slave and stipulated that he must
continue to work for him for 30 days;

The b has the 91371 73p, he owns the actual slave; and the
7o has the Mo Pip, he owns the rights to all benefits of
the slave.

Now, the Braisa cites four opinions as to the slave’s status
regarding the Halachah of

onYINDY

One is not liable for killing his slave if the slave survived
at least 24 hours after sustaining his injuries.

DafHachaim.org

@

DR may refer to either..

MR NIAT 1NN 12277
TTH RNYYH

And this is actually a Machlokes:

Whilemmn holds
190 RN vy RY
Because ay p" 30> explainy
7NN WHE 11D
OEHS KO BH5 H5
£90 D78 IP WO
OEHD O7E PO
Since mﬁ/aw/m/m@//mrﬂaf OWWW in f/b&W
the w%@ onl?/ ownd the actual W
while the hushand m/y/ owng the r‘?/u‘y ty the /am/aw,

Our Mishnah holds
71727 N122T

they are not considered owners of) the ficld,
iZ/ fw%om cannat sell it e(/eé fo;,f/j/

172Y DR 0N
01 DPWH Y NWNYWIY NY PO
If someone sold his slave and stipulated
that he must continue to work for him for 30 days;

The nmb has the 9130 pap, he owns the actual slave;
and the>m has the myo pap,
he owns the rights to all benefits of the slave.

The Braisa cites four opinions as to the slave’s status
regarding the Halachah of
DM IR OP
One is not liable for killing his slave if the slave survived
at least 24 hours after sustaining his injuries.
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2tY5R 727 holds

DY IRDY PT2IPR DI

10D IPRW 705 1N PINN IPRW 90

This leniency does not apply to either owner, because the
Pasuk says

RI71902 0 OPY RS

(PR inenRbiva)

This Halachah applies only to a slave which is the owner’s
exclusive property,

The Gemara continues to discuss the Mishnah’s Halachah
of

MWK 0212 PN WRY R

The Mishnah implies

15Y12 M5 1Y% AR

P S D DRI

A wife does not even need to make a nxn» to her husband
occupying the field, because he cannot establish a npin
anyway.

DafHachaim.org

7)’}’4 »I
DN IR OP P72 1R DMWY
PHNN 12RWY DY N7
190D 1RW DY NN

This leniency does not apply to either owner,
because the Pasuk says

N7 1902’2 TR X3

//?/)/ WD /&a)
This Halachah applies only to a slave
which is the owner’s exclusive property,

v

/f/a/mrem‘[y, 7;/@ 27 holdy that
lnce mcé/ one hass onl?/ tial ownem/uf:/

are ot considered owners.

W%fm& z‘/wy//o not have z‘/m/m«,mcy/ f

PM 1 PI.

WX D32 [P 2RO N

N5V MNHD NN NN

TN MD M) DHNn

A wife does not even need to make a nNn»
to her husband occupying the field

Bava Basra 50- 8



IHTNN2 N2

The Gemara asks

27908

mmmd N3 WR NWR

17 says a married woman must make a IXn» to one who
occupies her field, and this can refer only to Y»3, her
husband, because regarding Inx, someone else, 17 says
WR NWR "0 PPN PR

One cannot establish a npin in a property that belongs to a
married woman, because as the 0”2w explains

IR RIID

IV A RITW NOR0 Hya by

mpNY PPN

She can claim that she did not make a nxr» because she
relied on her husband to make the xmn.

Apparently, 21 disagrees with the Mishnah and holds a
husband CAN establish a 711 in his wife's field?

The Gemara offers two explanations that there is no
Machlokes

1.

Sy13

17's Halachah does refer to the husband

YD Pw MM 71 7391W 0D

The husband transformed the land by digging pits and
caves. In this case

bnllatopRamiahy

The husband can establish a ipin, for which the wife must
make a Nmw, because

YRR SP505 R’ S Tavnwr mob

The husband only has the rights to the produce, but not to
ruin the land, and therefore if he did so, this would
establish a npin that he bought the land.

While the Mishnah refers to

myo nYOR

The husband only ate the produce but did not transform
the land. In this case

mRnS 93 PR

Because

172 ROW MPon YR’ OR NTOPD MWK PR

Dedicated By:
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P4

P IMED/
MNNY NI WIR NWKR

A married woman must make a nNDD
to one who occupies her field,
and this can refer only to bva, her husband,

because regarding someone else
PR NN DO PPTNY PN
One cannot establish anptn in a property
that belongs to a married woman,

because ab the p" 0
oH PN
21750% DNHY HIDE HOND DV dY
MPHE TON
She can cluim that she did not make a > because
she relied on her husband ty make the .

Apparently, 21 holds
A husband CAN establish a nptn in his wife’s field?

@

V23
The Mishnaky r%m/ 1y Zav r%m/ t
mI°D NYPR MM2 N2 IDNY N2

The husband only ate
the produce, but did not
transform the land.

mIym Pnw
The husband
transformed the land

In this case by digging pits and caves.

nNOMNN NN In this case
mnnb mnpb nony

because The husband can establish a
D'TDPD MYN )) N "pm, for which the wife must

N N make a nRnp, because
an?g bND wa PR b TapnwN Nrod
DPIP Spdpd RN
The husband only had the rights
to the produce, but not to ruin
the land. Therefore if he did so,
this would establish a nptn that
he bought the land.

Bava Basra 50-9



IHTNN2 N2

Dedicated By:

OR

2.

IR

17's Halachah does refer to a stranger;

5Y27 1A AP NXPH T2IRY 1)

5V N MRS WHw

He began to take all the produce while the husband was
alive, and also for three years after the husband died, and
he claims he bought the field from her husband who
bought it from his wife, while she claims

mo%15 70 Hva

Her husband only sold him the produce and therefore she
did not require a IRAN.

In this case

mnns 18

The stranger can establish a npin, for which the woman
must make a Ixn», because he has a wn,

33D ANPATRIR 79 IRV IRTIND

573 733N 7D NPT IR DI VR D

m

Since he could have made a superior claim that he bought
the field from the wife after her husband died, for which
he would be believed through his i of three years, he is
also believed with his inferior claim that he bought it from
her husband who had bought it from his wife.

DafHachaim.org

@

INR2

2’s Halachah does refer to a stranger;

NYORY NN
V2 N2 APTN NPN
2920 NN IR WO W

He began to take all the produce while the husband was
alive, and also for three years after the husband died,
and he claims he bought the field
from her husband who bought it from his wife.

While she claims

mI°99 19 NN HYa

Her husband only sold him the produce
and therefore she did not require a nNDD.

In this case

mnNnNY No"Mx

The stranger can establish a nptn,
for which the woman must make a nNnp,
because he has a1,

M5 N W INT 1M
9D ANIT RIN
mI 5N
b3 n1an b hnaar PN
20

he is also believed with his inferior claim
that he bought it from her husband
who had bought it from his wife.
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