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Intro

Today we will 7"va learn 2”p 97 of main> noon

Some of the topics we will learn about include.
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If the father of the jnm and the father of the 75> each told
the other what they plan on giving the married couple and
then the 7531 11N got married, the fathers are now
obligated to give what they agreed to.
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The verbal agreement makes a p1p, because in exchange
for the pleasure of the marriage, they obligate themselves
to fulfill their respective commitments; and this is
considered a qoo p3p.

The x will also discuss whether such an agreement that
falls into the category of
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Is allowed to be written in a 70w and signed by o7

This will depend on the following:

If such an agreement when written in a 70w allows the
person to collect from 072w 003y, it is allowed to be
written in a Jow.

If it does not allow the person to collect from 0023
oT7IMWN, it is not allowed to be written in a 7w, because
the bearer of the 70w may use it to collect from o33
DT7IVIOD
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If a person writes in a 70w to another person, “I owe you a
7 from a previous debt,” and there were no o7v on the
70w, and the person than handed over the 70w in front of
DTY;

Is he 271 or Mo from making the payment?
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The obligation of the guarantor was written after the o7y
signed on the 7ow. This is similar to our case, in that there
are no 07Y to the 211 of the 27p. The "vw was merely
handed over before o7v.
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Whether an agreement
that falls into the category of
NPDN2 D)2 DTN )N )N

is allowed to be written in a LW
and signed by D'TD
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There were no DTV in the LW,
but he gave him the VW in front of D'TD:
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There are no D'TD
to the2rn of the OV
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A daughter whether she is a 715172 or a mivp is able to stay
with her mother, and those that support the daughter are
unable to say that it cost more to support a person that
doesn't live with them
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In a case where one person will not have a loss from
something and another person will have a loss, we compel
the first person to accommodate the second person.
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So let'sreview ...
We begin TwRn DR RWIT PI0:
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If a person married a woman and at the time of the
marriage he verbally committed to support her daughter
from a previous marriage for 5 years, he is obligated to do
so.

The wvin is that even though it was only a verbal
agreement without any ip, and it's written in a "ow
Rnp'o5 which only documents the prior verbal agreement;
nevertheless, the husband becomes obligated to honor the
commitment.

This is based on the following teaching:
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In exchange for the pleasure of the marriage, they obligate
themselves to fulfill their respective commitments; and
this is considered a oo PIp.
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Lven ?‘/m«?/u it was on/?/
a verbal agreement without any 1p,
and ity written in a Lnproo 200
whichs m%/ documents the prior verbal agreement
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The n3wn continues
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If she gets divorced and marries another man who also
commits to support her daughter for 5 years;

DIW WA MY 27N

The first husband must still support the daughter for 5
years.

The mwn explains;
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He cannot say that he will only support the daughter as
long as he is married to her mother. As the Gemara later
explains;
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A daughter whether she is a 75173 or a mivp is able to stay
with her mother, and those that support her are unable to
say that it cost more to support a person that does not live
with them
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So too, the two husbands cannot say that they will jointly
support the daughter.
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Rather, one of them supports her, and the other one gives
her the value of the support in money.

The mwn continues

no”

If the daughter herself gets married;

mmn > madyan
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Her husband must support her, and her mother’s two

husbands must each give her the full value of the support.

In other words, she ends up with triple support.
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The first husband must
support the daughter for 5 years
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As the Gemara later explains;
DANIR NRT
NR XX N2
Thase that support her are unable ty saty

i cost more o Wﬁ‘ w perion
that does not live withs them
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If the daughter gets married
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. The mwn continues
mnn
If both husbands die;
PN °12 D051 MNP I
DTAVIVN DPOIIND NIPI R 1“?:
N NHY2I R 2301 If both husbands die
Their own daughters only get support from unsold
properties, while she gets support even from sold proper-
ties, because his obligation to her is like a debt.

The nwn concludes RYI2aPWR 2023 YR 2 DDA
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Clever husbands would stipulate that they will support the
wife's daughter for 5 years only as long as they remain
married. This way, if they get divorced, they are no longer
obligated to support her daughter
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. 7 way, % z‘/wy get duorced,

z‘/u?/ are no &W oé@afe/ o support her /w?ﬁfer
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The xm3 begins by presenting a related npomn:
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If a person writes in a 70w to another person, “I owe you a
mn from a previous debt,” and there were no o7 in the
70w, but he gave him the 70w in front of ©7:

270 IR NV 217

Because
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When a 70w is handed over in front of 0*7v it’s as if the
person instructed them to be o7y to the obligation, and
therefore there ARE o>7y.
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Because
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When a qow is handed over in front of 07 it's not as if the
person told the ©7v to be o7y, and therefore there are NO
D7V to this obligation.

The 3 proceeds to explain that wpb v will agree in
the following case:

o> and
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If a father of a 71921 wrote a 70w to a 172 that he owes him 5
Yo for 127 179, and there were no o7 in the 70w, he IS
271 to pay the 5 vH0, because

ROPIRTD 79 TIWDT

The obligation for j277 1979 is 7N », which strengthens
the Jvw as if it had o7.

Nevertheless,

NTOIPR I

The father still needs to give another 5 0v50 for 1271 1179;
NOW PO IR RO 711

Because people might think that 137 1975 can be done with
aow
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There were no DTV in the W,
but he gave him the LW in front of D'TV:
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Similarly, vp5 w3 will agree in the following case as
well:

MAvYw DI°N DR R[5 27D

The obligation of the guarantor was written after the o7v
signed on the 7vw. This is similar to our case, in that there
are no 0’7Y to the 2vn of the 17p. The 7vwW was merely
handed over before o7y.

However, SRynw’ 17 ruled;

1112 D021 721

The 17y is obligated.

wp5 W explains that this does NOT contradict his earlier
opinion, because of the following distinction:

ROPIRT RTW 75 W Donn

The 27p becomes obligated with a 70w with no o7y,
because a 27v CAN become obligated with a verbal
commitment, even without a pip.

RIPIRT RTIW 70 RS RO7 DR

However, a person does not become obligated in a 211
with a 90w with no o7, because he CANNOT become
obligated in a 131 with a verbal commitment without a p1p.

The X returns to the teaching of
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If the father of the jnm and the father of the 75> each told
the other what they plan on giving the married couple,
after the marriage the fathers are obligated to honor their
commitments.
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The verbal agreement makes a p3p because
YTIARINMPHOPRT AR R02
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In exchange for the pleasure of the marriage, they obligate
themselves to fulfill their respective commitments. This
is considered a qoo PIp.
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There are no DTV There were no D'TD
to the2rn of the D in the LW
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MR WP VN

wpY WM explains
this does NOT contradict
his earlier opinion
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I 4 Because he CANNOT
CAN become oé@afe/ become obligated in @ /P
with & verbal commitment, withy & verbal commitment
even without a P without & 1P
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However, "wx 17 adds;

N> IR 1550 013170

The parties are not allowed to record their earlier
agreement in a XN’ J0VW and have it signed by o7y.
The reason is, because a Rnp'oo 0w is merely a recording
of a verbal agreement, with which one cannot collect from
sold properties; and we're concerned that it might be used
to wrongfully collect from sold properties.

According to this, we will explain that which our niwn»
says;

ials)
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The wife’s daughter collects from sold properties; refers
to a case where the husband later made a y3p. And,
PN 712 0701 MNP M

The husband’s daughters can only collect from unsold
properties, because,
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Since it's a 7 n°2°Nin that a father must support his
daughters after his death, we are concerned that he
already gave them that money before he died.
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% recor/m?/ a% w verbal agreement,
withy whichs one cannat collect %fam/w&/ properties;
We're concerned that it m«?ﬁf be wsed
70 wronM collect /mm/w(b/ properties

According to this,
we will explain our NIWD;
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