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Today we will 7"pa learn » 97’ of pv22 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

Several acts which indicate that the *3v15 72p has been
freed;

127192 PN N2 DR RWIV T2V

A 1v15 72» who marries a Bas Yisroel in his master’s
presence;

127101 P00 MY T2V
A 729 who dons 7>°0n in his master’s presence;

nnows POIPR VW 2MOA

A master gives his maid-servant a 70w Kiddushin and
states

12°0TPNN

Y ou shall be married to me through this sow

The Machlokes 7813’17 and Chachamim regarding
12°VTPNMIARE

He told her this q7ow will serve as your 119nw AND as your
Kiddushin to me; does she become free and the Kidushin
is effective or not?

The two versions of 1R

1.

172V YPONI

TIPN Y PR 720 MR

If a person makes his 72v ownerless the 72y cannot marry
anyone

2.

nmITIY YPOonn

TIPNY PR 7207 IR

If he makes his 72v ownerless but afterward he dies, the
72V cannot marry anyone.

The various wordings of W nw vj that do free a "33 72Y;

The Machlokes regarding

P12 NWIR

If he wrote into the Jvw I intend to set him free;
And similar Halachos regarding a 77w

DafHachaim.org

RWIYW TaY
1PN N2 NKX
129 7192

1°2°DN NMINW
129 7192

pigiy
MNDWYWY POIPR VW

and he states
12 WTPHN
You shall be married to me
through this YDW

12 RN
12 'WTPNM

The two versions of MR

N ITAY PPODNN 1TAY PPDNN
T2YN NN T2Y 1N
mpno PR MmpnIo PR

Wordings of mnw va
that do free a 121> T2v

PN 12 NVYR
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned a Machlokes
»27 and pY»w *27 whether a 315 72 becomes free through
qo3, if the master is paid the 72p's worth.

The Gemara continues with other ways in which a 72
113 is considered free:

27 says

127°191 PN N2 DR RWIW T2V

myno RY

If a 135 729 marries a Bas Yisroel in his master’s
presence, he is considered free. As the Gemara explains
TUR IRV 120

Only if his master actually arranged the marriage, because
as Rashi explains

PIIMVTIRD R

PN N220905 75 AW NI RS

This indicates that the master previously set the 72v free,
as he would not assist him in the transgression of marry-
ing a Bas Yisroel.

However, if the master only witnessed the marriage, the
72v is not free, because there is no indication that the
master set him free.

DafHachaim.org
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Machlokes2) and pypw 122
whether a2 T2V becomes free through

i \v s
if the master is paid the T2D’s worth

Other ways & Jyd 7Y & congidered /ree/ »

lp)

PNA N2 AN NI T3
137 13

MO NY

%N@U@f,

If the master
only witnessed
the marriage
the 71av is not free

(AUX X'Vl 1219
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Because
there iy no indication
that the master
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Similarly,

127192 P2°0N I T2

mrno Ry

A 729 who dons P>on in his master’s presence is consid-
ered free, as the Gemara explains

P>omb I 129w

Only if his master actually helped him put on the y>°on,
because as Rashi explains

PYon mInd 72v 73T PR

A 72 does not generally wear p>°on, since he is not
obligated in Mitzvos that are time-sensitive. Therefore,
this indicates that the master previously set the 7av free, as
he would not put >o1 on him if he was a 72v.

However if the master only saw the 72v putting on p>on,
the 72 is not free.

And certainly if

MASWY POITR TOW 1M

A master gives his maid-servant a pw17p 70w and states;
120NN

Y ou shall be married to me through this Jow, she is
considered free, because this indicates that the master
previously set the 7now free as he would not transgress
marrying a nnow; and therefore the ywip is effective.

However if he gives her a pwi7p 70w and states
12WVITPNM 12 RS

This qow shall serve as your mnw AND as your puiTp to
me;

DOTIPH MR D™

DWTIPH PR R"IM

R» 27 holds the Kiddushin is effective, while the
Chachamim hold the Kiddushin is NOT effective.

In this case he certainly did not previously set her free, as
he stated that she only become free now through this 70w,
and the Machlokes is merely if this 70w serves as a nnw
PR» 27 holds

NI PO WA P Y

She becomes free because the statement of Kiddushin, *37
S nwTipn R does include a MM, as the Kiddushin can be
effective only if she becomes free, and therefore

nwNPn

While the Chachamim hold

NI PO MWD PR

She does not become free because the actual statement of
Kiddushin does not include a 7w and therefore

DOTPH PR
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the T2V is not free Becawse
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And certuinly %

POYIN WAL IS
MBS

and states;

12 WP

She is considered free

If he gives her a penp e
and states

12 WTPRM 12 N

This yow shall serve as your Mnw
AND as your ppr1p to me

£ WE N
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As discussed in the previous Daf; there are two parts to a
5R7Ww”’s ownership of a 113 72v:

1.

PR IR

He is the 5xw”'s property.

2.

NOR I

A 1v315 72Y has a unique status in that he is nnxma 2700
WRD, obligated in the Mitzvos that apply to women.
However, he may marry a 7now but cannot marry a na
58w, a Jewish woman.,

Therefore,

APPR IR

172V TPONI

mIPNI% PR T2V MR

If a person declares his 72 ownerless, the 72y can never
marry a Bas Yisroel, because

75 01p KD Pon

72 RIYRT NI RNOR

The apon removes only the 1 PIp, but not the MOR 131p,
and

750371 731 RY RTOR

Anw v can only free a 72y if he has both features of
mTay. However, it cannot remove the Mo°X 71 alone.
Therefore, he cannot marry a Bas Yisroel, because he still
has a "R PIp.

And although 13y 11 did say that in this case

TNV VI IR P RY

IR disagrees and holds

PN PRI IR

The 72v requires a MW V), but it cannot free him because
he does not have a m» y3p anymore.
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The Gemara mentions a second version of 'nx:
7Y TROnI

PO PR TR

If a person declares his 72 ownerless and then dies, the
72Y cannot marry a Bas Yisroel, because

75 01p KD ron

72 RIYRT NI RNOR

The 3o removes only the pon 73p, but not the MoK 11p,
and

I R 35 RTON

As Rashi explains

M 12 WY 272 ROR TV PRY

Inheritance is a monetary concept. Therefore, the owar
can only inherit the 72 if the deceased had the pon yip,
but they cannot inherit the 17o°x 73p alone. Therefore, the
heirs cannot give him a 1191w 70w, and he cannot marry a
Bas Yisroel.

According to this version, 7nR agrees that if the 5w
did not die, he CAN free the 72 with a 0w v), because a
1w V) CAN remove the 77o°R 73 alone.

The Gemara mentions however

1IAP "R 1T 27 RNR "D

NI NYW MRY M

TN INRD 11217200 HR Inow inho

1Ry 19 says ifa person who was dying states that my
inheritors should not make my maid-servant work;
WINW VI TP PAMD DWINF IR PO

Bais Din compels the 0wy to free the inow. As Rashi
explains, the master’s statement of 17200W’ X removes the
o1 1Ip, and even so the WY can write a NINY VI to
remove the O 13 as well. j3nv ' clearly disagrees
with 91»r and holds that the 0w v do inherit a 72p that
only has a "OR PIp.

While >R holds that 727 erred and 13n7 27 actually
stated something else

M DYWL IR D

S AnWY MY NP NROW Nvo

mI NP Mo oY

If a person who was dying states, my maid-servant
satisfied me, therefore you should satisfy her as well.
PN DR PO

I DIR 2 PO

Bais Din compels the w7 to satisfy her and set her free,
because the o'w7y do acquire the 7now, since the deceased
did not actually remove the o ap.

And

NPT O7RS RN

There is an obligation to fulfill the request of a deceased
person.
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A second version of MMDN

Y Ry pan
MIPN 9 PN TP N

Z% wperson declures iy, 73y ownerless and then dies
the: 33y cannot marry & Bay Yursel

725 RO
n* M KXY

cannat inherit

the 1ok a alone.

And therefore, they cannat
give himva 27900 200

MY 7P XY NoN
RN RNOWNR
1722 RYNRT

The o> removes

onley the: yppt fp
but not the ot WV

DR agrees that if the bxyw» did not die,
he can free the Tap with a MmN 2,
because a Mnw va can remove the NN pap alone

@D
/i 1V
NN AP N 8
MRS NU9D
% Ry M NP
M NP 5 ey
PwIPN NR POI1D
NN DNP Nd P

The prtsy do acquire the
Wb, since the deceased

did nat remave the ypp fp.

WD P37 prp) D3N
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The Gemara cites a Braisa

PN 122720 3050 TVY IR

PIN WY

PN AR I

If a person writes into a 7ow, I previously freed my 72y, or
he shall become free, or he is now free, and handed this
Jow to the T2Y;

PN RN N

The 72 becomes free through the qow.

And as 130 °17 explains

oW O

Only if he wrote this into a 70w, however if he only
expressed this verbally, the 72y does not become free, and
the master can retract his statement.

However,

P12 NVYR

P IR 1Y

73 RY R

If he wrote I intend to set him free, °27 holds that the 72
also becomes free, because, as Rashi explains,
MW YUN

His statement implies that this 70w shall now free the 72y.
While the Chachamim holds he does not become free
through the oW, because

leillahPhlslonakory!

His statement is merely a promise to free the 72y later.

Similarly,

1595 IPND 7T NN MR

11995 N3

DV RN

If a person writes into a 70w, I gave my field to so and so,
or the field shall be given to him, or the field belongs to
him, and he gave him the ow;

DY RT

The person acquires the field through the “vw. However
1905 MINR

IR MR D™

IR RO RO

Ifhe writes only, I intend to give him the field, 7x» 29
holds he acquires the field, because

1 IOW YHWH

While the Chachamim hold he does not acquire the field,
because

% MRS ARV N

NN
P 1R MY - 1A Ty e ey
I 12 NI R

/ﬁ/’ "y
W2 P
Only i he 17 2 NPPN
wrote this, | If he only wrote I intend to set him free
inty a 100 Yy Wik P
P RO mp

He dbes not become free
f/wu?/v the 100, because
MO OPY3D ND Of MNONE3 VNEN
H statement iy mer
@ promise o /rw

the spy later.

PN
"985 M3 - 3985 MO TR NN

T Yo N
e him

g
theodl 7 yyyonly mIsAN

If he writes only, I intend to give him the field
£on/ WIE DI
mp Y mp

12 IR AN M nr Ybw2 VPN
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The Gemara cites another Braisa;

P 127720 150 TPWY MIRA

IRWY R IR R

If a master states I previously set my 72 free, while the
72Y contradicts him, the 72 does become free, because
MR Y15 79T RPW 07N

It is possible that someone else accepted the 119w 0w for
the 72 and he was unaware of this, and this is effective
because of

1102 ROW OTRY Pt

Similarly regarding a 07w,

505 NHo ATW NN IR

NI RY MR NI

A person states I gave so and so my field, and that person
contradicts him, the field belongs to 'n%9, because

IR YO I ROW orn

However,

12°NN3°Nand

5113 K915 2N RS IR R

Regarding both a 72y and 77w, if the owner states I gave a
70w to the 72 or to *nYo and they contradicted him, then
the 73y is not free, nor does the field belong to *1159,
because

T DTV ARDI PT OV NRTIN

Their admitting is considered as a M7y, and therefore the
owner may reclaim the 72p and the field.

DafHachaim.org

MM 13 Ay DD Y N
NP NO N NI

If a master states “I previously set my Tav free”
while the Tav contradicts him,
the 12 does become free, because

NN D 1D NIT RHY | 2PN
It is possible that someone else accepted
the mnw oW for the 12v and he was unaware of this

This is effective because

M55 ANha [T NN AN
% 1m1 89 AN

IR D 15 NOT NP JRR2U)]

% SAR3Y NS

%11 891°H 205 & i xm

If the owner states I gave a yw to the Tav or to 1159
and they contradicted him,
the T2v is not free, nor does the field belong to a5,
because

WT DTV NNPD PT 5va nNTIN
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