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And to your household; - AWK 971D ROIN DINY TRDR l'm’:’?'l
this teaches that a person brings his wife’s 297122

Overview

WP W maintains that if one buys a field only for the produce (M7’ 1°3p) he is not
obligated to being 0*11>°2.% 1M ' asked on 9" that the Xn™"2 states that a man can
bring his wife’s 0>112°2 (since the 770 writes Tn°277). A husband only has m17°9 Pip
in his wife’s property, so how can he bring her fruits as 2°12°2?7 Our Mmd0IN
clarifies this question.

MooIN asks:
- NP NAYYA 13297 XNIPH NN INUN 20932 7999 5325 PR N9INN P KNI ININD ON)

And if you will say; but n''7% the husband has no rights to the n19°2 of his

wife’s assets, rather it is a Rabbinic enactment that he ‘eats’ the m7°o -
- “N1 20590 N9 N9 5 )9 BN

Therefore perforce we must say that it is a special decree of the 7710, that he can
bring his wife’s 011222, so what is the question on 5"1?!

N1B0IN answers:
- NP 999K NI IR 99 )1159aY Smas0 MInY DOWI 791 Y5 v

And one can say; that it is common among women to give their fruits (of their

assets) to their husbands, and the o5 of 7n°2%1 is discussing such a case -
- 1935 NIV NPT DYANY N1 AWM KINDNT 303 IR (v,797 PYYTP U2 159NN DT 1Py

And the X173 says a similar thing in the beginning of w177 noon;® “if the 70
would have just written that her handiwork belongs to the father, I would say

32

2 See previous 22(717"7 'own [TIE footnote # 12].

? The fruits of the woman’s assets (31722 °021) belong to her n";2. How can he bring her 2°112°2; they are not his at all
n"mm?!

* The 77n is giving special dispensation to a husband that even though generally one can only bring his own fruits
as 0711272, however the husband may bring his wife’s N0 as 0°113°2, so this has nothing to do with m7 11p! What
is > asking on 7" from this ruling?!

> This [seemingly] means that she committed herself to him that he may take (all) the m~"» from her assets (but not
merely that she actually gives him some nM17°5 [occasionally]). This may explain why it is called M7 7°1p.

® The n1° therefore belong to the husband (they are not his wife’s ma'0) since she gave him the rights to them (see
footnote # 5). This would seemingly prove that n17°2 117 is sufficient to be considered as a 717 1°3p.

7 See “Thinking it over’.

¥ The X3 there is explaining why it was necessary for the 7710 to teach us that the 1°[17°p of a 77¥1 belong to the
father and also that the 7>7> 7L¥n of a 77v1 belong to her father; why cannot we derive one from the other?
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that this is because she is fed by him’ this concludes the citation from that 8723 -
AN T NINY NID NNDINT NNIINT NON 153 M3 250 1IN NNPNINTAT 2) by 9Ny

But even though that n''m» a father is not obligated to feed his daughter,

nevertheless since the usual manner is that he feeds her, therefore we can assume
that is the reason the 770 granted him 77 alyn. !0

Summary
The 770 may incorporate the customs of the people as a basis for certain 7710 rules

even though the custom is not obligatory 77710 >"5y.

Thinking it over
It appears from NM201n that a husband may bring his wife’s 2°13°2 only if she gives

him her m~5."" However by 7> awwn it seems that in all cases the father receives
77 7wy, even in cases where he is not feeding her. Why the difference?

? How can we say (that we would have thought) that when the 7m0 gave her father her 7°7° wyn it is (only) because
she is 71 X1tn°m, when 0711 he is not obligated to feed her?!

' We say the the 7mn assumes that he is feeding her (even though he is not obligated), therefore the 7mn granted
him her 77> 7wyn. Similarly here the 770 states that when she gives him her M7 (which is [very] common) he may
bring her 2°m1>°2 from these n17°o.

" See (text by) footnote # 7.
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