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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 2"y 97 of P2 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah’s Halachos of

1.
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If a person gives his wife a Gett only so that if he dies she
should not fall to Yibum, and he stated “This is your Gett
T DR, if T die, or this is your Gett 71t ">, from this
sickness and on, or this is your Gett nrv» anRb, after I die,
even if he does die, the Gett is not valid.

2.

T DR DYID

VI N

If he states “This is your Gett from today *n» DR, or from
now 'n» oR,*“ the Gett is valid.

3,

AR IR DY

VIIPRIVY

If he states “This is your Gett from today, and 7rm 9nx5,*
the Gett is questionable.

The Machlokes "ov »17 and the o5 in Masechta Bava
Basra regarding

POV Mo Yow Hw st

Whether the date in a 70w alone is a proof that his
intention is for the transaction to take effect immediately,
or he must also include the word orm, from today.

R 27's Halachah that in the Mishnah'’s case.

nEOm

Ifhe dies, she does not perform Yibum, but she does
require a Chalitzah,

And the Gemara’s two approaches as to whether he refers
to

TN DR O

OR to

AID MRS JO M
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but she does require a Chalitzah

Two approaches as to
whether he refers to

N OR O 0T

orto

NN INRYD 02 DT
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If a person gives his wife a v only so that if he dies she
should not fall to Yibum, and he stated “This is your Gett
T DR, if I die, or this is your Gett 71t "), from this
sickness and on, or this is your Gett nnn 9nxb, after I die,*

0y M 2195 9N N

even if he does die, the Gett is not valid, because NN 7/)/.’/ é‘ /’/.’
A0 AR VA PR

A Gett cannot take effect after his death.

However, "y an nx"

NN DR OVIN ),

P OR YWD / &W ﬂy/éfwf

VI I )7‘/6//

If he states “This is your Gett from today *n» D, or from

now n» 0OR," the Gett is valid, because the Get takes effect

retroactively from when he gave it to her and he was still

alive.

As the Gemara explains

YHWH MW DY N DR

The words *n» br can be understood two ways; either as

WY, from now, or N1 INR, after his death. Therefore,
. if>n» ox is preceded by oy, as in the Xo°D, it implies

PwoYw; and therefore

VI

But if he states *n> OX alone, as in the w7, it implies IR

nrp; and therefore

D193 IR R?

The Mishnah continues however

AR AR DYIN

VI IPRI V)

If he states “This is your v3 from today, and after I die,” the
Gett is questionable; because as Rashi explains, the words
A InRY have only one understanding, and even if it was /’é)ﬁ/

Contradict ing

fermb

=)\ate) o )

preceded by ormn it implies nmm IR, However, there is a T de \

o0 as to why he mentioned the two contradicting terms % a'ak~ 1”&51

orin and 7T RS PAS NN A

We could say

N7 RN P 9

He intended nmm» 9nx5 merely as a stipulation, that the

gett (;aki eff}el:ctdqmn, EO}]IDA}{, retroactively, if 7rm MRS, NN NNID NN MTN

;}aﬁ »7\: enhe dies, and theretore, He intended NIYN INRD He first intended for DPND,
0['{ ' as a stipulation, that the Gett  but then he retracted and he
- take effect DPND, today, wants the Gett to take effect

He first intended for oy, but then he retracted and he retroactively, if and when he only NI INND and
wants the Gett to take effect only 7n°m Inx% and therefore, dies, and therefore, therefore,
VIR DI NT MN DI 1N
Since it’s a oo, we must rule XM
n» DN
' PRI RO RN
Ifhe dies, she may NOT perform Yibum, because perhaps
it was a Gett; but she must perform Chalitzah, because
perhaps it was not a Gett.

Since ity w poo, we must rule LEpml-
N oN
APRavAN 89 AEd
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The Gemara cites X1 27, who says regarding the first case
of the Rw,

MH DR POI N

D52 IR RY

Rav Huna adds

N,

Ifhe dies, she may not perform Yibum, but requires
Chalitzah.

Although the Mishnah states 05 9K X5, which implies
that she may even perform Yibum, the Gemara explains
that the Mishnah’s Halachah is actually a Machlokes »11
oy and 777 °17 in Masechta Bava Basra regarding

1135 033 290

AP IR DY NPV PIY

a7 27727

If a person signs away his assets to his sons, 77 *27 says
that he must include in the 70w both, orin, from today,
and nnn IR from when I die, which is interpreted as
DY 3P RO

PR AR 710

They acquire the actual field today, but they get the fruits
only after the father dies. However, Rashi explains that if
he does not include orim,

PR AR 7NN M0

The sons do not acquire even the field, because a ninn
cannot take effect after nnn.

0y 17 disagrees and says

PIRIPR

He does not need to include ovin, and it is sufficient if he
writes only 7m°n» IR, because

POV oM 0w Hw

The date of the 70w is proof that he does intend for a minn»
Dy, because had he intended only for a nrm AR5 7w
then there would be no need for the current date.

Accordingly, in our Mishnah'’s first case of

TN DR O M

oy 17 holds

VI N

This is a X7V}, a definite Gett, and therefore, she does not
even require Chalitzah, and certainly she does not perform
Yibum, because

POV MM It

The date in the Gett is proof that he intended for a Gett
orin, and this is considered as if he had stated both, orin
N DR, in which the Mishnah rules

V).

While the Chachamim in our Mishnah hold

D192 IR NRD

This is definitely NOT a Gett, and therefore she MAY
even perform Yibum, and certainly requires 3’5,
because he did not specify orin, and we do not say 13mt
OV Pom

And

A MRS VI PR
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Seems ty i

that she may even, /Mr/arm/ ycéa//n/

17129 1051 aNdN
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She may even
perform Yibum,
and certainly
requires NXON,
since he did not specify

Qninn

and we do not say
PbY Mow KT

N e/ ¢ & Vi

by Mo VPT

=)irpta

falal=h]
& 25 7
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N1 27 however rules

N

This is a questionable Gett, because he does concur with
»op 117 that we do say Y5v mom 1uny, however

75 RpPOOD

719 5p12°01 1173 1957 °R

N7 27 was not sure whether the Halachah follows "oy 129
even in this case in which only the 1151 was written in the
Gett, while 'n»> bx was stated orally.

OR the Halachah follows *ov 27 only when both, the y>t
and the words 17rm» IR were written into the Jow.
However in this case

»O1 1179 71957 PR

Rashi explains this distinction as follows:

If>nn» or is also written in the Gett, it is certainly
understood as a *Nin. He wants the v to take effect
retroactively orin, on the condition of 'ni» o, IF he dies.
However, if 'n» 0x is not written in the Gett, he merely
said it at the time he gave the Gett, it can possibly be
understood as a 77, a retraction. He changed his mind,
and does NOT want it to take effect oy, but only 'nn DR,
WHEN he dies. However, that cannot be, because

AP IR VA PR

DafHachaim.org

T
‘Nt ON
2155 0N N

9/5) LY
falwalad

We say like Rebbi Yossi
PS5 oW DT

However

2\ o epoey (2

Y017 7270 NOYN PR 201 127D NOYN R

The Halachah follows D 12) [} I’}’:
only when both, the )T and Even in this case where
the words NIMD INNRD were only the DT was written,
written into the JDW while "N DN was
stated orally
Rashis .
If "NN DN is written in the D2, it is understood as a YNIN.

However, if YN DN is not written in the Gett, he merely said it
at the time he gave the Gett it can possibly be understood
as a retraction - he changed his mind, and does not want it to
take effect DPNY, only XN DN, when he dies.

But, that cannot be, because
NIYD INRD DI PR
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The Gemara mentions yet a second version that X171 19
refers to the Mishnah’s second case of

AR RS O

D159 MR RS

3570 1179379 R 27 IR

01’27 holds

This is a questionable Gett, because

POV oM I

And therefore this is considered as if he had stated both
Arn 9NN ovin, regarding which the Mishnah rules
VI IR VX

Because

79 RpPOON

M1 NN N ARINOR

While the Chachamim in our Mishnah hold

D192 MR NS

This is definitely NOT a Gett, and therefore she MAY
even perform Yibum, because he did not specify orimn,
and we do not say Y5p 2 1m

And

AP MRS V3 PR

But or »27 and the Chachamim do agree in the xo°0 that if
he states

ks aiaiikatiieia)

VPRI VY

This is a questionable Gett, because

75 RpPOOD

N7 IR I AIRINOR

The Gemara however cites a Braisa in which »17 disagrees
and holds

ke Raiaiikaliieia)

VI

This is a v 'R, and therefore she does not even require
Chalitzah, because

"7 ININ
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ND'ON 1D NI NN
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This is not a Gett,

since he did not specify

DPOD,

and we do not say

DY MW VT

And
NI INRD DI PN

af 1P 1IPZ/) g/s) P It

Ao

This is a questionable Gett,
because
5D MW HT

And therefore this is
considered as if he had
stated both
DM INRD) - DD,
which the Mishnah rules
DI 1N DI
Because
"> NpoDD
NN MTN IN NN NNRIN N

~Y) PN - o) P
MRS PN A SR NS DY
it N3N 1Y

Thisisa DA INT), because
and she does not even ) NPDDD
require Chalitzah because 7N NN X

N NIRIN "7 NITH IR
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