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Intro

| The source that non through
Today we will 7”va learn ©"» 97 of m21M> NON
Some of the topics we will learn about include. I’}’:n ’n]bwb :Rn "DD
Th that a Chupah th h Svan mbwb arn Ton
CANNOT be undone

N2 MIMNINIPR IR
A father is NOT obligated to support his daughter.

271 1R ARN
N2 MNTN2

12N is a financial obligation, enforceable in Bais Din.
mxn is a Mitzvah obligation, NOT enforceable in Bais
Din.

The Mishnah rules that there is no 1211 to support one’s n'IXD n:]n
daughters. Is an obligation Is an obligation
. However, the Gemara cites a Machlokes whether there is g ’ g ’

amzn to support one’s sons and daughters. NOT enforceable enforCeable
npT M2 npT M2

Py There's MO
whether there's aw 3y o support one’s

dusghiery

RWIR MIPN
Several regulations initiated by the Chachamim while the
Sanhedrin was in the city of RwIN:

NRWIN MIPN

DIOPR W P2 DRI VI DN T ODTR RPW
The Chachamim of XwiR initiated that a father should
support his children while they are minors.

I DTR ROV
P2 DRI 1712 NR
L RRISE
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So let'sreview ...

The Mishnabh in the previous Daf taught

5137 MW AR o1

5v37 MW RN

When a father transfers his daughter to the husband’s
agent, this is also considered Chupah, in which she enters
Svan mwA, the husband's jurisdiction.

The Gemara there had a Machlokes to what extent this is
considered like Chupah in that she is Svan mw-3, and cited
four mow.

The Gemara then cited a Braisa which states
0N HSYan mHwY AR on
DI I

Itis even considered a Chupah Xn»9x7 in that if she was
mm, she is punished with 3m, as a ixw3, and NOT with
>0 as a 7ToIN.

Because the Pasuk regarding nomxmi 171 states;

0D O°JAND 77D "WIR mbpow

IR 1P MR ORI 123 INwY D

50271 MHWH AR TOPY VIO

This excludes Chupah through her transfer to the
husband’s agent in which she is NO longer in her father’s
domain.

As the Gemara explains, this Pasuk CANNOT refer to the
other forms of Chupah.

DafHachaim.org

The Mishnah in the previous Daf...

byam m5eS axm 0N
byam Meas N AR
The gmw/m/ there had o Machlokes,

ty what exdtent thiy it considered like 207
and cited 4 %,

The Gemara thew cited & frmp. ..
AR Spam mbeh axm o
PIM3 N

Is even considered Chupah NN INTY.
If shewas NI,
she is punished with pan,
Ay a 1Y

NOT withn>pD as anDNN

Because the Pasuke re?ar/m?/
Do Py statey;
5D PN m’:;m
S DiENE
Lix—i»s Soimi S o
IR = i
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The Gemara continues that in a case of "m>wb arm Jon
5y, even if she then returned to her father home before

reaching her husband’s home, the Chupah is NOT undone,

and she is still bya7 mwa.

This is derived from a Posuk in the Parsha of 0171 0797,
nullifying a vow, which adds;

O ORI

75D DI 7w91 HY TIOR TUR 53

When a widow or divorcee imposes a restriction upon
herself through a vow, it CANNOT be nullified.

This Posuk seems superfluous, since 19973, nullification,
can only be performed by her father or husband, and a
W1 ISR was already removed

ara mwan, through Chupah, and

5van mww, when he died.

As aresult, there is nobody to nullify her vows.

Therefore, the Pasuk must be referring to a case of

527 MW AR TOPY

JWIANIIRTIT72 5PN

The woman entered Chupah when her father transferred
her to the husband’s agent, and she became a widow or
divorcee while she was en route to her husband;

This Posuk teaches that her father CANNOT be o1 her
773, because,

AR MW DNR VW ARIW 11D

9975 ) IR W

Once she is removed from her father’s jurisdiction, even

momentarily, the Chupah CANNOT become undone, and

she does not return to her father’s jurisdiction.

DafHachaim.org

2Y20 *MH5WH 28N 0N
EVEN if she returned to her father home
before reaching her husband’s home

She iy st:ll /ﬁaa b

Thiy it derived /rom £33/ MOP

== hﬁ?:BN ==
=gl b 5mox ~x b
‘:1":}') =Lk
When a widow or divorcee

imposes a restrictive vow upon herself,
it CANNOT be nullified

This moo seems superfluous

NI NINHR was already REMOVED
2NN MW, through Chupah, and
5v2an MwIN, when he died

There's Mé%/?/ ty n«% her vowy

W%r&
The DS MUST be referring to...

920 "MHYWH arN 10NWw
NMWIINI IR JIT2 NHNIRNN

DN pnt DYl A o
209/ /o'yt NA
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Zugt Di Mishnah

M2 MM 2°MIPR AR

A father is NOT obligated to support his daughter while
he's alive.

M2 0791 2090305 PNV 12 WYOR 1T VITWITO

7Y 12 TYHX 27 explained to the Chachamim that the
following Halachah can be derived from the wording of
the Kesubah in which the Chachamim initiated two
benefits for her children.

I D127

1P MM

1.

The sons that they have together inherit their mother’s
Kesubah.

2

The daughters that they have together are entitled to mann,

support.

However,

ARA NI IR ROR POIV PR D337 70

PR NIPH INRD ROR MIPI PR MIAT IR

Just as the sons only inherit the Kesubah after their father
dies, so too, the daughters are only entitled to mn» after
their father dies.

DafHachaim.org

Y
WIS MINAS 2 1N O
' obligated ty
wfz/zjﬁfw@w%fjw% he's alive
2T
MY 12 MPON 30
MI9'3 o953 ovan b

D’?)’}//p 7/(/% =Y %@We/?‘o the Chachaminy. . .

This N251 can be derived from
the wording of the N2)ND in which
the D'0ON initiated TWO benefits

1O 022N
1) Sons

INMT M1aMm

2 ) Daughters

However,
PWI 11X 0220 NN
ARN NN IR ROR
N PR M2 R
1N22R NN INRD ROX
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. The Gemara explains the first ruling of the Mishnah:
MM 2MIPR NG

The Gemara explainy. ..

120 is a financial obligation, enforceable in Bais Din. N2 NN 297 NN 2NA
g

mzn» is a Mitzvah obligation, NOT enforceable in Bais

Din.

The Mishnah rules that there is no 172110 to support one’s nixp N21N

daughters. st st

However, the Gemara cites a Machlokes whether there is Isan Obhgatlon’ Isan Obhgatlon’

a mxn to support one’s sons and daughters. NOT enf orceable enf orceable
in}’T LD in}’T LD

PRI 27 says

™M DR D mRD ,

D’J]b A bp ‘/)/‘)/ /)// W@ v MO /N

A2 poYT whether there's & 3¢ to support one’y

It is a mxn» for a father to support his daughters - And it is y) i

certainly a mxn to support his sons, because they study 7

Torah.

AT 17 says

D137 PR D Msn
M wm S,

A | N DITNN D ML NN D M
is amx» for a father to support his sons - And it is
. certainly a mzm» to support his daughters, because it is nu:', ala)inhl ‘7P1 n’;:', la)igh] sp

degrading for them to solicit support.

T Rb AR AN PoyYT

RP1I2 12730 "7 says
MR DR m'? 12mn

TR DD IR

There is a financial obligation to support the daughters PU2ANN 7“’7 N2
after their father’s death, as stipulated in the Kesubah. \ \

JPIR P2 DIR AN nnwm ﬁﬂN‘?

PIPIIPRIORIOR
However, while he is alive, there is not even a Mitzvah inq aN *me ’7:&

obligation to support one’s sons and daughters.
PR IR N 1O

There's NO >3y ts
support one’s sony & daughitery
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. The Gemara continues and discusses
RUIR MIpN

Several regulations initiated by the Chachamim while the Ru’] R n]] p n

Sanhedrin was in the city of Rwx: ) o
Regulations initiated by the D'DON
1 while theYTNID was

RVY'R 717 says in the City OfNW)N.'
PPN RWIND

D2I0P W PN DRI PIA DR T OTR RPW

The Chachamim of XwiX initiated that a father should
support his children while they are minors.

The Gemara explains that although we do NOT follow
the m1pn completely, to the extent of ;19, for Bais Din to
compel him to support, but we do persuade him to support
them.

V222 LOks
1NN NN DN T RN N

DD 1S
However the Gemara qualifies;
TR RST ROR IR KD Although we don't follow the NJpn,

The above was only said regarding a father who is not N

wealthy, that we do NOT compel him to support. to the eXte.nt Of a2,

TR IR we do persuade him to support them
I 5p 75 1993

But if he is wealthy, we DO compel him to support his
. children. Rashi explains;
PI2IPRIPORI RPOVI APTR ROR R RD
Even if they were not his children, we compel him to
fulfill his obligation of giving Tzedakah.

AN N9

TN Dan N RO NON
N2> ﬁ 3)'&'019 We do NOT compel

We DO compel him to support
him to support

PO HOY H5
PRdY3 ON7I
13 19 159DM
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. The Gemara later on 170 q7 says that the above discussion,
that it's merely a Mz to support one’s children, refers to
o10p, minors who are ww 13, older than six-years-old - but
it’s a 72, an enforceable financial obligation to support
DI10P 3P, very young children, ww 12 7y, younger than
six-years-old.

NIND n2am
To support To support
Regarding this issue, the Gemara in the next Daf cites the one’s children, one’s children,
Posuk refers to DD, DVP LY,

nY 52 IPTI VI VOV TN TR
Y Y23 7P T3 MYYH TWOR ")

TMYHR 727 75 ORI IV P WIT
DO3OP W PO P12 AR

WOR I3 72 HRIDW 727

IRWDI I TN N oY ST m

b v i
np oo Rk S
)4 AD 3)/’)5’97 /)/W/?&%’ >

13272 N9 WS

who areww )2 who areww )2 TD

O AN DN DTN T AU M R
Y2 N2 NP D
1N
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2.

RYYX *27 continues with additional RwR nipn:
1PRNRWIRD

1325 10213 2NN

DA DINIINWNI R

The Chachamim of XwiR initiated that when a father gifts
all his assets to his children during his lifetime, the
children are compelled to support their father and his wife
from these assets. Although.

ATIN PTTY 10

Even if father is capable of working to support his family,
he is still entitled to support through this mpn.

However, the Gemara relates a story from which we see
that, here to, we do NOT follow the mipn completely, to
the extent of 795, for Bais Din to compel them to support,
but we do persuade the children to support their father.

The Gemara in the next Daf continues with more nipn
RUIR,

DafHachaim.org

Y2 s
2% 131 95 aman
QR QNI NN NYA
When a father gifts all his assets

to his children during his lifetime,
the children ARE compelled to

support their father & his wife
from these assets

However,

The Gemara relates w Story that, hereto,

we dy NOT /a%w the p2% coWe%/
ty the extent o% D)

But,
We dy /berwa/a the children

R
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