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Intro

Today we will a"ya learn a"n q1 of va noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The question of

AN 'R IRDN OJﬂI] 127 NdNY 12V

A person who sold his a1 1y in that the buyer owns the
T only to receive the oy if a ww kills the 1, while the

first owner retains ownership for all other matters, is this
sale effective or not.

0717 X2 X9 12T NN DR |'R

One cannot make a transaction now, to take effect later,
for something that it cannot take effect now — for
example, because it is as of yet non-existent, such as the
o for a v T

The questions regarding

I "IN N TR MIN 2 1'¥N1E Ty I'xn

Ay 1w who is partially free and gives Kiddushin to a
Bas Yisroel, is the Kiddushin effective or not?

NUTIIN "N 'WTINN

A e who gave Kiddushin to a woman, and tells her
your entire self shall become neipn to only half of me, the
Kiddushin IS effective, however

NYUTIPN NI'R QWK 'XN UTINN

If a wer gave Kiddushin to a woman and tells her only
half of you shall become neipn, the Kiddushin is NOT
effective.

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

]MIN 2 XY DD AT Ty DN

If a s sells his an 1w to a non-Jew, but then the my
escaped or the e redeemed him, the Chachamim
initiated that the e must set him free, as Rashi
explains

nixnn n w'psnl JININ NIN D'DN o

The mw is penalized, because he sold his may to a
non-Jew, and thereby prevented him from fulfilling
Mitzvos.

The two contradicting Breisos of regarding

0201 Tawn n 1"y N1

If a wwr borrows money from a o'y, and specified that
the o"py can confiscate the mw from a certain date if he
does not pay up, he is considered sold to the n"iy.

However

INW'T INTY PYNY D101 TaY

If a 0"y borrows money from a e, and specified that
the waw can confiscate his nmw from a certain date, the n1w
is not considered sold to the e

nonN Nnow
In &' 97 ninm> noon there is a Machlokes as to its definition:
Xy a1 say's it’s a pun na arvni anow arvn who is nwijn to an 1w
may.

xynw' 21 say's it’s a nxm nnow who is nnim to an nav Tay.

In either case, if a e is mm with her, he must bring a
DUR A1
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So let’s review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf asks
20N 1R IX 7151 0377 120 NdNY Tay
A person who sold his 'w» mv in that the buyer only

owns the rights in the m to receive the o if a ww kills the

my, while the first owner retains ownership for all other
matters, is this sale effective or not?

The Gemara elaborates

1227 'Wa'n RN 10y 'wan

The question can be asked according to both vxn 21 and
the Chachamim who disagree in the concept of

091¥7 X2 XY 12T Mjpn DX

Whether one can make a transaction now, to take effect
later, for something that it cannot take effect now,
because it is as of yet non-existent, as in the case of
n1anY 937 AN Inn

A person who sells the fruits which his date tree will
produce later;

+xn 11 holds aon

Because

091¥7 X2 KW 12T Mjpn DX

While the Chachamim hold aon i

Because

091¥7 X2 XY 12T Mpn DX 'R

A'’n 217 'van

Do we say the mwv is wn, because, here too

041y X2 XYW 12T NN DR

Or perhaps on %

Because only in a case of 57 nve does wwn a1 hold

0Y1yY X2 XY 12T NN DR

Because inxT rrayt

The nnwo are bound to come forth.

However regarding oy 1av he might hold

091¥7 X2 XY 12T Mjn DX 'R

Because the o is not bound to happen;

Firstly narntn" m

It is uncertain whether the w will actually kill the Tav.
Secondly

1091 NTIN XNYT DIWAT ‘NNl

And even if the ww does kill the Ty, it is uncertain
whether the owner will actually pay the oi, because he
might admit before Bais Din that he owes the o1, and
Q109 0)Ja NTIN.

11207 wani

Do we say aon 1 1 because here too

091¥7 X2 XY 12T Mpn DX 'R

Or perhaps o

Because only in the case of 51 nrve do the Chachamim
hold

091y X2 XYW 12T NN DTN X

Because

1NN X' XNUNT

The nno are currently non-existent.
However, regarding oigh 1av they may hold
071¥7 X2 XY 12T Mjpn DX

Because

TAY 'R KDY IRP RN

Both factors that cause the ojp ARE existent.

The Gemara attempts to resolve the question from a
Braisa, but the question remains unresolved.

DafHachaim.org

D% 127 17DNW T2Y
2701 1R IR N

The Gemara elaborates

RN 2299 2N
11299 °y2'n

Whao /Ma?rw wthe concept o%
p/)/f AR ,éﬂ P3 YN P

177217 57 M0 10MN

PN YN D)
N 1R Bip)p
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2T MIPN OTR PR 927 MPN OTR

0oYH R XHW 0oMYH R XHWY
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727 NIpn 0D NTIN RNYT
%% X2 ROW

The question remains unresolved
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The Gemara poses another question:

NN N N UTE N QXNETAY N

A ay» 1w, who is partially free, gave Kiddushin to a Bas
Yisroel - is the Kiddushin effective or not?

Do we say

NYUTIIN NIXR [N 2 1'xN1 Ty I'xn

Because a"ima xtn &9

The Kiddushin cannot take effect for the whole man,
since he is a partial mw. However, regarding a ww who
said nwTipn x4 wTpNA

You shall become nwmin to only half of me, the Kiddushin
IS effective, because, as Rashi explains

TN 'NMINK X12'01 K1'WA 'R 0T INR{E DNEAMIT AT

The Kiddushin CAN and will take effect for the whole
man, and he merely meant that she permit him to marry
another wife.

OR we say

NYTIPN NN 2 1'¥N1 TaY 1I'XN

Because 1 e x4

The Kiddushin was not restricted, since it completely
takes effect for the part of him that is qualified for
Kiddushin. However

NYUTIPN NI'R NYK 'XN UTINNn e [}

Because nnpa et

The Kiddushin is restricted, since it does not take effect
on the whole woman who is qualified for Kiddushin.

The Gemara goes on and mentions a Machlokes in the
reverse situation of

NYTINIY "IN N2 A'XNENNOY ‘XN

A swr who gives Kiddushin to a half freed maid-servant;

X271 SaY'S 'UITH IT 'R
The Kiddushin is not effective, because this is compara-
ble to numipn nrx nwx N wTENN

x7on m disagrees and holds

W IR

And this is not comparable to

NUKR 'XN UTInn

BeCauSe npa Y HeReh] N Y'Y Dnn

In this case he was wpn all that he could, because he
cannot be wtn the other half of nnow nwn.

The Gemara explains that according to the opinion that
NYUTIIN AWTEINIY [N N1 XN NNSY XN

The Pasuk of nonn nnow refers to a case of pwrrp, such as
M2y 1Ay nolIxnN "IN N2 A'XNENNOY A'xN

A half freed maid-servant who accepted Kiddushin from
a mw m, and one is liable if they were mmn, because her
Kiddushin to the mav v was effective.

However according to the opinion that

NUTIIN NI'R

The Pasuk of nonn nnsw does not refer to a case of Kiddu-
shin, but rather

M2y Tay'7 NONIXAN N1V NNSWA

A complete maid servant whose owner assigned her to
an naw 1w, and even though their Kiddushin is not
effective, one is still liable for nur, because, as Rashi
explains

N2 NIMN T DTN IRID N 2NN DA

The Torah considers this arrangement a marriage,
because it’s permitted for an nay mv.

DafHachaim.org

PN 12 PRM TAY PN
200 PN N2 VTR

ADID T2V, who is partially free
gave Kiddushin to a Bas Yisroel
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PIDR PDE LI £y YR £

The Gemara mentions a Wachlokes
i the reverse situation

PN N2 °8M NNDW 18N
NOTPMY

A DRI who gives Kiddushin
to a half freed maid-servant
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IR
PWITP
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The Gemara continues with the opinion of

NYTINIY "IN N2 XN NNOSY a'Xn

'UITR IR

What would be in a case of

"IN N2 A'XNEANDY A'xn

nmnnwil |3|N'\'] nwTInY

IYNYY AYTEN AT

A half freed maid-servant who first accepted Kiddushin
from a, and after she was completely freed she
accepted Kiddushin from jnw.

inn1 21 nx xon 12 qor 11 holds that her Kiddushin from yynw IS
effective, because

UK 'WIT{ YD

ixy’s Kiddushin is nullified through the ~nnw, since

T |02 XR'INI N9IA NINV)

She is considered a different person, since she becomes a
Bas Yisroel.

[N 20 MK KT A disagrees and holds that her Kiddushin
from nnw is NOT effective, because

[TYRY 'YITH NN

nx’s Kiddushin is completed through the vnw, in that
before

190 nwxa Ny XKan

One who is mm with her brings only a Korban, but now
nn'Ma Ny xan

One who is mm with her is liable to the death penalty.

NORY TP

Through the MNY

DafHachaim.org
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NAVTPNMY
£z0n P9 holdy

POITR OOITR

Whatt woukd é&m/wm@/
>IN N2 NPRM ANDW 7NN
12X DOTPMY
NNV

]u’D'L’J'? AWTPNN NITM
A half freed maid-servant
who first accepted Kiddushin from 21N
and after she was completely freed
she accepted Kiddushin from pynpw

£75 7 AN R /0/' P2
Y > M Y 2 W

15185 1WPD
PORTIOITR
Through the MNY
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Zugt Di Mishnah

D201 "TAY'T ITay DINN

1IN [ Ry

If a s sells his v 12w to a non-Jew, and then the my
escaped or the ww redeemed him, the Chachamim
initiated that the sw must free him, as Rashi explains
nixnn n wpenl 'IXIN XIN D'MdN o

The ww is penalized, because he sold his mav to a
non-Jew who will prevent him from fulfilling Mitzvos.

And similarly

YK NXINY 1Ty dInn

1IN 2 Ry

If a 9w who lives in Eretz Yisroel sells his mwy to another
sxer who lives outside Eretz Yisroel, the Chachamim
initiated that the 1av must be freed, because

YR NXINT YIRN IR'XINY KID 01

The mawe is penalized for transferring the mw outside
Eretz Yisroel, because,

YR N¥ING YIRD NRYT NI0K

The Gemara cites a Braisa regarding

0'"'PY7 1My DN

The xnp xan says

NN Ry

[IUKRY 127N ANNY 02 X1

The 1w becomes free, but requires a vnw va from his first
owner.

a"wn says

1K 119 200 89w &'

NNNY INT 1IN 17 2D 13X

He only requires a annw va if the waer did not write nix, a
~ow that he surrenders his rights to the mw if he escapes
from the non-Jew. However, if he did write n, this
document itself serves as a \nnw va.

DafHachaim.org
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2Y3515 125 Y72y ovan
M 1D NYY
If a 5z sells hispa> 72 to a non-Jew,
and the T2v escaped or the 5mw» redeemed him

the Chachamim initiated
that the b3w» must free him

MIND W 1Y PO I 19 paon op

PAND N5 1Tap Aovan
PN 1 NY
If a 5mw who lives in Eretz Yisroel sells his Tav

to another 58w who lives outside Eretz Yisroel
the Chachamim initiated that the T2v must be freed

k) 290/ Oont 122198 19 op
because,

Okt 220/ Ootn ne 3/ vor
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The Gemara cites a Braisa

020D TAUYD M 1Y Nl

10102 DD TAY 17 NYYY "

NN Ry

If a e borrows money from a n"y, and specified that
the n"ibv can confiscate the mw if he does not pay; if a jor
a1, a due date of when to collect the 1av was set, the my
immediately becomes free, because it’s considered as if
he sold the v to the o"by.

The Gemara however mentions a second Braisa of

INIWY INTY PYNY D101 TaI

101 19 nwyw 9''vx

awynn n NMIvS

A"y who borrowed money from a wwe, and specified
that the s w' can confiscate his field, and even if the s
set a naa jor, the produce of the field are still exempt from
qwyn, because the n1w is not considered sold to a e,

The Gemara asks

InTX AT XY}

In the first Braisa the nr is considered a mon to then'"iby
while in the second Braisa the jnr is not considered a mon
to the ww?

DafHachaim.org
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ONA) YOS 1AW W PR D
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If a 5w borrows money from a "y
and specified
the D" can confiscate the 12 if he does not pay

If a due date of when to collect the T2v was set
the 12v immediately becomes free

2

°

D' TN
xR W powaw
ouas 1H PR BTN

TP D D

A "1y who borrowed money from a bxnw
and specified that the 58w can confiscate his field

Even if the b set amaa jor
the produce of the field are still exempt from ywwn

Because the »3¢ iy nat considered s0ld to a Jor0

2
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The Gemara concludes with two explanations

1.

N'AT RON KIT TR TR

N9127 XN XK'WY NI

X1'9"7 Kl

Both Breisos are a case that the naa mr did not yet arrive,
but as Rashi explains;

In the first Braisa the s sold the actual 1ay, AND he can
also use the 1 from now, therefore it is considered a m»n
from when they set the ama nr;

While in the second Braisa the a"by sold the nno only from
the naa por, not from now, AND only until he pays up,
therefore the nr nyap is not considered a avon

OR

2.

10w X791 11dwn' nan 9y niwa

Both Breisos are a case that the ama r did arrive, but the
actual i did not yet take place. Therefore in the second
Braisa the amw is not considered 9w 10, since the actual
n did not yet occur, and regarding there is no issue of oip
when an o'y sells to a .

However, in the first Braisa the Chachamim initiated a o
that mwv is already considered "1 1pn, since the naa nr did
occur.
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1

N2NT RVN ROTITNRI TR
ROV RD

RD1IAD RN
Finst Braisa:
The 58w sold
the actual T2V
AND

he can use the T2V
from now

X770 RM
Second Braisa:
The 5N sold
the MmO
only from them22 0T

AND
only until he pays up

It is considered a N17ON
from when
they set the m2) 107

The Tt Ny*22p
is not considered
anion

2

1OWNY NN HY MHWAI
1DWN XN

The N2 107 did arrive
but the actual 1722 did not yet take place

Second Braisa:
Not considered
ORIV MON
since the actual
did not yet occur

There is no issue of o
when an 0"y
sells to a Hxw

Finrst Braisar

The Chachamim
initiated a oip
that the 72y is already
considered 0"y M0
since the a3t
did occur
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