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Intro

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

The Mishnah's Halachah of

N DNRD 2 INNW 1" JOX 71 0

1D WD NI

If a person gives his wife a Gett on condition that she pays
him 200 Zuz, she is divorced, but she must pay him the 200
Zuz.

The Machlokes x3177 27 and 7 27 whether the Gett takes
effect retroactively nyni nywn, from when she accepted it
or Ran R, from then on.

And this is based on the question of whether we say

N HY RIS

DT YWIVN IIND

When a person states nin S, on condition, he intends for
the *Nin to be a stipulation that when fulfilled, the transac-
tion takes effect retroactively from now; OR he intends
for the 'Rin to be a pre-requisite that when fulfilled, the
transaction takes effect at that time.

The Machlokes regarding

NPT D NRD D INNW DN Yy o 1n

If he stated nin v that you pay me 200 Zuz, but he died,
can she pay the money to his heirs or not.

The Machlokes of the 13117 and »”2w7 regarding

MPHORR ATIR)TPOVRR 2 INNW 1"Y

If a person gives his wife a Gett nin by that she returns his
garment, but she lost the garment. Can she fulfill the 'Rin
by substituting its value or not?

The question of

W onRD S Innw nin by O

T IS LM Y MR WM

If a person gives his wife a Gett nin b that she pays him
200 Zuz, but afterward he forgave the payment, is the 7>nn
considered a xinn ovp, fulfillment of the condition, and
the Gett is effective or not?

DafHachaim.org
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Does the Gett
takes effect
NN NYWN or RANN RN
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V22 DT N
nn Yy
7T DOXNRD MY NNNY
nm

" NNNY N”Y
IMIYVNINR
INYHVNIR NTAR)

N HY VA DT N
T DXNRN M NNNY
N MR T
NN ° M

Gitten 74-1



WAHIEN

Dedicated By:

So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

monRn S Innw »'Y JO M7

1D DWIN [T

Ifa person gives his wife a Gett on condition that she pays
him 200 Zuz, she becomes divorced, and she must pay him
the 200 Zuz.

The Gemara cites a Machlokes

RN 17 says

N R

If she pays him the 200 Zuz, the Gett takes effect retroac-
tively nyni nywn, from when she accepted it.

A7 27 disagrees and says

nnwab

When she pays him the 200 Zuz, the Gett takes effect jxon
X277, from then on.

MPARIN

TIRY IR VI VIPIIV

And the practical difference would be if the Gett was torn
or lost before she paid:

According to 8317127

W VI NIV IR

She does NOT require a second Gett, since the first Gett
already took effect nyni nywn.

According to 7 27 however,

W VI NPT NI

She DOES require a second Gett, since the first Gett did
not yet take effect; and it cannot take effect now, because
it doesn’t exist anymore.

The Gemara later explains that their Machlokes is
actually a 'R0 npMID:

X177 27 concurs with °17 who holds

Y IR DI

MT PWIVN TMIRI

When a person states nin by, on condition, he intends for
the °x1n to be a stipulation that when fulfilled, the transac-
tion takes effect retroactively from now. Therefore, the
Gett takes effect vyomb, retroactively from the nrna.
While 77 27 says that the 1327 disagree and hold

I 5Y MIRG DI

T PWIYH TN IRD

When someone states N 5p he intends for the 'Rinto be a
prerequisite that when fulfilled, the transaction takes
effect at that time. Therefore, the Gett does not take effect
until she fulfills the condition.

DafHachaim.org
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When she pays him If she pays him

the Gett takes effect the Gett takes effect
N2> JNOD N NI NuYwp
from then on fromwhen she accepted it.

/D7) =77

TR N 2R Papnaw

hiakinyi=binh YT YN N
7k /@ iak

Since the first Jett Since fﬁ@%;m‘ Gett
did not yet take + and aﬂw/y took Z’%%f
2P YN

it cannat take now,
becawse it doesn’t exist

@WF 4
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MT PWOIYN MT PWOIIYN
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However, j3nv )27 says

NI Y MR DTN 1

MT PWIV TN

The 1137 agree with *27 that if he states N 5» he means a
NI

AP IR DY ROR PHMI RS

Their Machlokes is only where he states this is your Gett
from today, and after I die: The j327 hold

VI IPRI V)

This is a 3 P9V, a questionable Gett, because possibly

M7 IRIN

He might have intended for a *xin that the Gett take effect
oy, today, retroactively, if nrn 9nxS, if he later dies. OR
Rinkrniisl

He might have at first intended ovin, but then retracted
and wants the Gett to take effect only nr» 9nx5 and

MM MRS VI PR

While »27 holds

ook

This is a v '8, and therefore she does not even require
Chalitzah, because

N0 ONRIND

He certainly means a *Nin.

DafHachaim.org

Y

nIn S MR DI HON
MT PWOYN IIND

NN NRD O1PHN2 ROR IPHNI R

Their Machlokes is only where he states
this is your Gett from today, and after I die

/97 oy

02 11X V2

V2 Nt

Thisis a DI INT),
therefore she does not even
require Chalitzah, because

NN NNIN

This is a questionable Gett,
because possibly

NN NNID
He might have intended for
DV, retroactively, if INND
NI, if he later dies. OR
NN M

He might have retracted and
wants the Gett to take effect
only NN INRD and

NIYD INRD LI PN
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The Gemara cites two Breisos that concur with xni727 and
=a )

1.

M O NRD D INNw NI SY 7o

DWIND TIRIV IR VI VIPIV O"IR

If he gives her a Gett nin bp that she pays him 200 Zuz,
even if the Gett was torn or lost before she paid, she
becomes divorced, because the Gett takes effect retroac-
tively through her payment. However

INNW TY RWIN RS IR

She may not remarry before she pays, because as Rashi
explains

501 V) RPN 727 R? ’1YT

There is a possibility that she will not pay, and the Gett
would be void.

2.

NI DIRD S INNw NIn Sy Joan

D5 APPY PR I3

D2 IR TN RS

If he stated nin v that you pay me 200 Zuz, but he died; the
1327 hold that only if she paid HIM, she becomes divorced,
but if she did not, she is not divorced, and requires Yibum.
SR5m) 12 pnw 127 disagrees and says

DAIPA 0 TAR IR PARY IR YIRS N3N

Even if she did not pay HIM, she can pay his heirs, and she
becomes divorced.

The Gemara explains that they both agree that nin 5y is
considered a Rin; however, the 13117 hold the °Xin cannot be
fulfilled by paying the 0w, because

WD R

He stipulated *> which means only to him, but does not
include the 0w, While 32w holds that the *Rin can be
fulfilled through the 0w, because

"

Y 19K

The word "> includes the 0w,
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Two Breisos that concur with NJ)JN 29 and Q)

v
2 1

7972 "N 02 TN
NNV NN OY % ANNW N Y
NN - T DONRND 1T DYNRN
P Ppsapt . Ik oD YR O

/op'/a/‘)//‘)j wy i/ noMN
Only if she paid him Because the Gett takes

does she becomes effect retroactively
divorced through her payment

ol 51 g £kl
She may not remarry
before she pays, because
O30 H5 HND7
SP3 ) HIPN

%fﬁ(‘ R I 19
PaRY naMm
PIRY 1N
D2PN P TIRD R

She can still pay his heirs
and become divorced

The Gemara explaing that ?‘/w?/ both agree
that Ky i considered a s however,
the, g3 hold it cannot é@W é?’/”W the prlyys
2 INNW NI Y O TN
Y - TT DNIRD

PO
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The Mishnah continues

oy DWW T S Innw n”'y

oy wHw PN 1> MNIOR

nwImn

If he gives her a Gett on the condition that she pays him
200 Zuz before 30 days; if she pays before 30 days, she
becomes divorced.

XD ORI

DwIMN PR

If she does not pay until after 30 days, she is not divorced,
because she did not fulfill the 'xin of 30 days.

The Mishnah concludes

121)7R2 VYN XAV DN

As the Gemara explains

INP M RIOMID *NON

TPHORR D INNW 1Y 75 IR DR

IPHORR TN

The Mishnah meant to include a Machlokes regarding a
person who gives his wife a Gett n3> Sy that she returns
his garment, but she lost the garment.

The 11271 hold that she cannot fulfill the 'Rin by substitut-
ing its value, and therefore

DV PR

Because

15 IRP RPT IHORR

He meant the actual garment only.

58513 12 pwnw 127 disagrees and holds

7 IR NN

She CAN substitute its value, and

DN

Because, as Rashi explains

AORP AN

He merely meant to have the benefit of the garment.

Now, to support this ruling the Mishnah relates;

MYRY IORY TR 7RI VYD

TPOURR D INNW 'Y TV 17

IMPHURR TN

There was such an incident in j7°3;

puPa B pRisialaonisRtainy

And the Chachamim ruled that she can fulfill the *xin by
substituting its value.

The Gemara in the next Daf cites

A "R 7N 9292727 DR

M 15PN YW YWY opn 5

The Halachah follows the opinion of "2w1 in all the
Mishnayos;

ANIMRPRN TR 2WD YN

With the exception of three Halachos one of which is our
Mishnah that mentions 7°3.
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If he gives her a Gett

on the condition that

she pays him 200 zuz
before 30 days;

if she pays before 30 days,
she becomes divorced.

PRI N IND N

o] TVX2 TP 272V N

P o Arop N 1/op
nY MR OX

" NNNW N”Y
MPOVNINR
INYHVNR NTARY

A person who gives

his wife a Gett DN by

that she returns his garment,
but she lost the garment.

% PRI ) Ve

nwMAN
DT DR IN

NV NIR
She cannot fulfill the INOD

She can substituteits value, Dy substituting its value

Because
D/ WP £P)7 »li2
The actual WW m&/

N

VO Yl 30k 33 Sy
TMIHVRIR Y NNNYW N”Y O TN
MHVRIR NTIANR

MMNT NXR 1Y 1NN 0°NON 1INXY
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M TS D5 Y MR T

If a person gave his wife a Gett mn Sy that she pays him
200 Zuz, and afterward he forgave the payment; is the
1> considered a *Rini ovp, fulfillment of the condition,
and the Gett is effective or not?

The Gemara elaborates

1275 °vn

iR PRIV g

The question can be asked according to both the 1337 and
»"2w7 in the Mishnah who disagree whether 15038 157 is
considered a >Xini oyp.

1275 vn

Perhaps n>'mn is considered a Rinn ovp; it's as if he
received the money. And even according to the 1327 who
hold that 150X '»7 is not a *Rinn 0Orp; that's because
723 PR RYT

The original "Rin was not forgiven, and

15 IORP R

He wants the actual garment.

Therefore, 1MPY0VXR 17 is not a *Ring Orp.

However, in this case

15 05 A5 IRP R

Here the *x1n was forgiven; and as Rashi explains

1523 Y TT WD MY 5P 1R M

It's the equivalent of actually receiving the money, and
this IS a N ovp

bR iR PRIV gl

Perhaps n>mn is NOT considered a *Rinm ovp; it's not as if
he received the money. And even according to »”2w3 who
holds that 150K 'm7 IS a 'Rinn orp; that's because
MT27H 707oN RPT

He received money which substitutes for imHoxx,
because

15 RP A

And this is a sufficient "Rinn orp.

However, in this case

PRRiabY)

Here he does not receive anything, and

1922 RS 1M

Forgiving the obligation is NOT the equivalent of
receiving the money. Therefore, it's not a "Xinn orp.

YV P 1oL R DY LR
™ DNING 9 BnnR NI oY v A
YA 72 29I 119 ANy

Is the NSV considered a 'Nann DM,
and the Gett is effective - or not?

g’bé?ﬁ)/py)
Perhaps n>nn is not

considered a '"NanN DPp;
since he received no money.

And even according to
272w that 1WDRR WT
is a NN DYp;
that’s only because
W12 Mmb nomEY NPT

However, in this case
Nb mpad
he receives nothing!
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/paﬁ)/pw
Perhaps n>nn

is considered a ™ana ang;
it's as if he received money.

And even according to
the 1227 that 1w»boeR w1
is not a 'NJnNN DPp;
that’s only because
N2 NONN ROT

However, in this case
® D5NY N5 NP RN
the 'a» was forgiven!
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13ny 27 answered

W NPR

She is not divorced, because 15 is not a *Riny ovp, and
we assume that he means to be more specific, because
PP RP TNYRT

He's trying to make it more difficult for her.

However, the Gemara cites two examples where 71 - or
where the *"Rin was no longer needed - is considered a orp
RN, because

NI AmnIn own

He was only looking for his benefit.

The Daf concludes with a discussion of

M D NRD D INNW NI Sy JN MO

M2 55 N

If she gave him the 200 Zuz against his will, is she
VUMD

Because

AP0 R PAN SYa nrns

She is Halachically considered to have given it to him.
OR

W PR

Because

AN R RS AT Svanrm

This question remains unresolved
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Because n>n is not a wana arg,
and we assume that he means to be more specific,
because

MO Rp NNVRDT
He’s trying to make it more difficult for her.

However
the Gemara cites two examples where NDND
or where the wan was no longer needed is considered
a YN2NN D), because

N1 NDMN DIWD

T
N 2 nNm 5 snne nan Sy
WS 5p 1% M
2

D20 N

Because
PNND bva nond
NN NN NS

Ial/amihia

Because
D Sva nrnd
naYnNI) NN
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