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Today we will n”va learn 7”5 q7 of Pv3 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes regarding the Mishnah'’s four cases of
Gittin that are 5100 because they were written w5 R5w;
I in=nRtel ]"7019

Do these Gittin disqualify her to marry a Kohen, or not?

The Halachah of van 7, a woman who accepts a 5100 v)
that bears a resemblance to a 7w> v becomes disqualified
to marry a Kohen.

The question of

M 1NN NN RINW 1R 2103 35255 IR

A husband who tells the 1910, write the Gett for the wife
who will exit the first, is the Gett 7w> or 5100.

The Machlokes »ax and X217 of whether 77992 PR applies
only when

MWIY YT N

He stipulated that the matter be dependant on himself
OR 77712 PR applies even when

DINR NYTA 79N

He stipulated that the matter be dependant on someone
else.

The discussion of whether 777 °27 and py»w *27 hold PR
7772 when w3y ny7a 790 or they hold na w.

The Machlokes regarding

DmOn PR P NN

One who bought a barrel of wine from o’m> from which
he needs to separate mIw MmN, but he has no
containers in which to put the .m7wym MmN, may he
verbally separates NIwYym NN or not.

DafHachaim.org

The Mishnah’s four cases
of Gittin that are Sop
because they were written “pES HOE

NNNON N PHOD
P¢

VAN N

995299 NN
2115
NND2 RNNW I1TRY
NnYMmn

N2 PR

NYTa NYIN
MNY

NYT2 NYIN
D"INNR

from which he needs to separate
PYIEDM PN
but he has no containers
to put them in
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Solet'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah mentioned four cases of Gittin that
are %100 because they were not written nnw5:

In the first case, the Gett was not even w173 DWY; not
intended for an actual divorce.

In the second case, the Gett was w172 0w, but was not
w5 mWwY; not intended for the husband and wife.

In the third case, the Gett was 1mw5, but was not mwY; not
intended for the wife.

In the fourth case, the Gett is considered nnw5 X>w only
because of 7772 PN,

The Gemara now mentions four opinions regarding a
woman who was divorced with one of these Gittin; and
they are based on the Halachah of

VI

A woman who accepts a :7090 va that bears a resemblance
to a w1 V1 becomes NN M09, disqualified to marry a
Kohen. As Rashi explains;

MRS IR

I NWIH DR I

DTR 535 NN NIROR)

niiealiskapleb)

A man who gives his wife a Gett and states that she is
divorced from him, but may not marry someone else,
although the Gett is not valid, she becomes nnma5 Ho9,
because the Pasuk states

MR RS TWRND AWM TR

The word wx» teaches

TURD ROR 0N RO I17OR

Even if she was divorced only from her husband, she may
not marry a Kohen.

DafHachaim.org
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The Gett  TheGett TheGett The Gettis
was was was considered
noteven PWIDVY  NWH mwH ROY
(21Up) butnot butnot becauseof
PO ANVNINYY  NYH N2 PR

akinlnhin

A woman who accepts a S%D 1)
that bears a resemblance to a 9£> )
becomes P05 Syop

/MQ@A«;' ;
AN DEINN HO 190 WHEOD INMPD
ONOOD 1 DdPD — ©7H 535 P D N

e NB =teNm Sl =N

DUn tle 20y 1Ok

Lvew %J/Z/& way dvorced m%y %mm/ her husband
she may not marry & Kohen
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17 says

ann0a Phoe 1o

PORII P YIN

All of these Gittin disqualify her to 1175, except for the
first Gett that was not w113 oW at all, in which she is
permitted to a Kohen; because, there is 03 73 only if the
Gett was w1 oW, but there is no van 7 if the Gett was
not PwIY oW,

2.

ORIV say’s

5010 13 PR R

All the Gittin, even the first, disqualify her to a Kohen,
because there is a V37 777 even if the Gett was not owb
POV

3,

YT says

75010 PR D1

PINNRT O YN

The first three Gittin do not disqualify her; only the fourth
Gett disqualifies her, because, there is a V177 only if the
Gett was nnwb, but there is no van 7 if the Gett was not
nwd.

And as Rashi explains, only three Gittin were not 7nwb,
however regarding the fourth Gett, X905 we do say v»
7773, and it is therefore considered Wb regarding Hoo
anno.

4.

And yny "7 says

5019 PR I MR IR

All Gittin, even the fourth Gett, do not disqualify her,
because even X we do not say 17711 v, and therefore
it is not considered npwS regarding nnno Mo,

In the Mishnah’s fourth case
75255 IR

Koyt
N AN
oD "

Because there is

a v m evenif

the Gett was not
written PEY?) OED

0
23 NN AN
b WK
Even the fourth Gett,
do not disqualify her,
Because even tspn/ we dy
/LO?LM?/ 295 0, and it iy
nat considered 0/

re?a//m?/ 2> [00
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M PYoD 10
NI I8 P

Because, thereisa v3 ™
only if the Gett was written
PEY OFD, but not if it
wasn’t written PEYM) OFD

Y
PoDD rjx =
aahnkt~ka's

Thereisno V3 ™ if the

Gett was not written dED.

And as Rashic explaing

0/1/23 Gittin were nat 8,

wever f/p@%«uﬁ/p Z

A’W/)AJ& 6/0 M,?/ D995 O
f/b@l‘?%&/‘& it i considered
aﬂé/rzy&r/mﬁz YD Joo.
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WIR NZIRW IWRY 2102

aRvRPblilel)

If the husband tells the 9910, write the Gett for the wife
who I will decide to divorce, the Gett is %109, as explained
in the previous Daf, because

72PN

As Rashi explains

At the time of the 72'n> he was not yet decided, and
therefore the Gett is W5 ROV

2277 IV PR RN

N INYT PR N0 NYwaT

APWH ana3 M

And we don't say that retroactively the Gett was intended
for the wife who he later decides to divorce.

The Gemara continues

T 290 RVWIN 27 77PD RY2

O YA NN91 RINW RS 1IN0 195255 0K

RYWIn 27 asks, if he tells the 9910, write the Gett for the
wife who will go out the door first, is the Gett 7w> or H109?

TIN5 IR

WIR NZIRW 1WRY 2113 75255 I0R 190 1

YN Moo

77772 PR RDOR

7 27 replied, this is the same as the Mishnah's case in
which the Gett is :109, because of 7771 Px.

»ax however disagrees and says that there is a difference,
because in the Mishnah'’s case where he says

WIIR I¥IRW IR 210D

The Halachah is 7792 px only because

WY NPT N

He stipulated that the nmw> be dependent on his own
decision, as Rashi explains

DOWO MW YY MO AW INYTA A

RAD POYT RIPYHT 3257 W05 R

It is apparent that when the Gett was written he was in
doubt which one to divorce. Therefore, when he later
decides to divorce one, we cannot retroactively say that he
wanted this one.

However, where he says

1510 NN93 RXNW R 21N

Perhaps 7712w, because

DR NYTA 79N

He stipulated that the nmw is dependent on someone else,
and

ARV RS R3OV POYTA 03

When the Gett was written he was decided that he will
divorce the one who comes out first. Therefore, when she
later comes out, we do retroactively say that he wanted
this one.

R17 however says, perhaps there is no distinction;
77793 7 RT IRDT
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Inthe MM/M’L&/U’J/%OWM/ case

2bab5 amN
2MIN RN AR 291
13 235 o8

% the, husband telly the 2010, write the (et
/dr the w%@ who T wilk decide ts dworce, the Gett i oo

because
N2 PR
/B/MW
9370 99310 1IN HN

1D Y7 D% O3NS HYE3T
ONED 35H2) 9O

v <
PV V= Dpgn DLW D375 2o £GP 29 Dy £
25255 TN 25255 MmN
wRh 2915 WY 2915
WAIN YN YRR ARSI NYNY
13 &b Sos Tata

Write the Gett for the wife
who will go out of the door first

37'7,3/56 ;&’/\/é

th

NnYyT2 NN
D"INR

' ' He We&/z‘/m‘
PP DOE MYT3 DO the ) i dependent on
ODIVD MDE DY someone e, and
9930 MMNS HIN N DPHVT3 M)
HOd MHYT HIPWH7 O5PE WHS

When the Gett way writtens — When the Gett way written
he wass in doubt he way decided that he

which one ts dworce will dvorce the one who
comel out %«iru‘

nyT2 NN

N2 PR
N2 O
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VXY NYTA 79N RIW R

DIAR NYT2 790 RIW R

Those who hold 7772 v’ say this even in a case of 750
MIY NPT,

77275 HT IR

IHRY NYTA 79N RIWV RS

DIAR NYT2 790 RIW R

And those who hold 7772 PR say this even in a case of
DMINR NYT2 79N,

The Gemara now goes on to discuss 777 *27 and pY»Y 29
who seemingly do make a distinction between ny7a 750
M3 and OINR NYT TN,

The Gemara cites two sources as a proof that both 777 127
and pynw 271 hold na v ifhe was

DINR NYTA 79N

And even so they both seemingly hold 7772 pR if he was
MIY NYTIIIN

In the following well-known Mishnah:

DM PR P IO

One who bought a barrel of wine from o'm> from which
he needs to separate mIwY» MmN, but he has no
containers in which to put the mawym nin.

The Mishnah provides the following solution.

amomn N WIoD TY IRY ]’Nb IV IR

0

He verbally separates mawym mmin within the barrel,
and the wine becomes permitted immediately based on
that he will physically separate out the mawym mmn
later.

PRPD 177927

This is the opinion of x» 27,

PYNW 227N 0P 2N AT 27

PIOIR

They forbid the wine. The Gemara’s current understand-
ing is, because they hold

792N

And this is a case of Y Y72 79N that he will later
separate.

R17 however says that this is not so, they agree that v
7772 even when mxp ny7a 170, However, they forbid the
wine because

T NYpad wn

They are concerned the barrel might break, and the
separation of mIwym mmn will never take place,
resulting in the wine having been 520 when he drank it.
PR 27, however,

T NYRd VN RS

He is not concerned that the barrel will break.

Intro
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Peréﬁ/w there iy no /#erem. .

IRDT
N7272 N MRT
NIW XY
MRY NYTI NN
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7272 0 MOT
NI® XY
MRY NYT2 NN
RIW XN
nyT2 NN
DMINR

The Gemara goes on to discuss

Q7% 939 and YONE 139

who seemingly do make a distinction between

1935 DP7S DM and DINP HYTS OMD

N2 PR N2 W

DD YA 1 ApYon
One who bought a barrel of wine from '
from which he needs to separate YIEDN DI,

but he has no containers in which to put them in

2AIDRD TRY AN 1D W - N
YN §7
DE/DEAY] ﬂﬁn nn“ﬁ'l

//}7«/5 199/ 10 D/ 757
/170//: 1N 17

YY)

N2 PR
NS rYFs in

N2 O
IWBY rYFs in

vbid the wine because WM RY
11 NY*P2% v N ny’pas
ation will never take pluce,
rZZ‘ i the wine /mm?/ém
%f when he drank i
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