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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 7"y 97 of main2 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

N2Y’s explanation for
the contradiction of

DON YRX NOYN

R17's explanation for the contradiction of

AN DIM 3R 71957

When a bon subsequently nullifies the 973, does the
Kiddushin become effective?

NN

The case of The case Of
AR NP2 ATV PN 210
1I;Ie gave Ki}?(liusﬁin and i}i‘??e%uer;tlt}ﬂ disclcl)vered thattshe ]’D]D n: 1’n
as pow while she was still in her father’s home prior to
Py ’ N12R N°22 NTIV)
The case of
5pan MwY 71 The case Of
The ymn were discovered when she entered her husband’s
. domain after pRyw3 b”:n n]u’ﬂb nDJ:J

The explanations for these cases regarding our initial
assumption for the pypin's appearance

. Explanations for these cases
Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about . . .
include regarding our initial assumption
NI RS R B fOT’ the )’D)Y)’S appearance

The xw and o0 are two different opinions

INZII NI
PIIRD

When an occurrence is discovered in a specific location, 1t nlww ’D
we assume that it always existed in this location 1( n:w Nl?

1NN XD
PN IR

I
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The Mishnah (Daf 12B) mentions a case of one who
married a 7502 and did NOT find o5na o

SHE claims

'NOIRI INOIRWD

That she was a 7503 at the time of Kiddushin, but was
coerced after Kiddushin, in which

D'IRP INND

She’s entitled to a full Kesubah of two-hundred Zuz.

While HE claims

PNOIR ROV TV ROR 19 KD

That perhaps she was NOT a n5na at the time of Kiddu-
shin, because she cohabited before Kiddushin, in which
DTIRD 72N 710 PR

HER claim has an advantage of i npin

Being that she initially had o502 from birth, there is a
9 npin that the ©5na were continuously with her until a
known change.

Since she claims 1008w, the 0*91n2 were removed later,
after po1vR, while he claims PnoIR XS0 7, the '5na
were removed earlier, after o1, the 9137 NP0 supports
that the >na were only removed at the later time.

This applies to the case of P> as well, being that she
initially did NOT have y»mn from birth; there is a 9 npin
that she continuously did NOT have p»n until a known
change.

HIS claim has an advantage of imn npin

He is p1mn - he possesses the Kesubah money, while she
has a disadvantage of being the X' - she wants to extract
money - and

PRI VYOV 1AM ROV

58S13 27 says that SHE is entitled to a full Kesubah
Because HER advantage of 971 npin overrides HIS
advantage of pimn

ywi 117 disagrees and says that she is NOT entitled to a
full Kesubah

Because HIS advantage of pimn overrides HER
advantage of 9 npin

DafHachaim.org
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One who married a nbn2
and did NOT find p5na DT:

HE claims
Y

SHE claims
okt

2o IO 3 4

NN2110
DYNRD

o PR
D>NRN N2IND

72N NPT 1IN NP

This applies s the case:  She hay o disadiantage
0% SN 4 well > 1l 70N 3D

YWIN? 27
She is NOT entitled
to a full 21>

HIS advantage of

SHE is entitled
to a full hawnd

HER advantage of
mMaN NPTN pPTm

overrides HIS overrides HER
advantage of advantage of
PTIn 720 NPIN
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a contradiction
between two Braisos:

One Braisa states

77N 0o 3R 71957

nwTIPN

If a bon subsequently nullified the 973, the Kiddushin IS
effective.

However the other Braisa states

77N 0on Y3R

DWTIPH PR

If a bon subsequently nullified the 973, the Kiddushin is
NOT effective.

The Gemara explained that the Braisos disagree whether
77 PN VR MIANDV A% 0TR

If a person consents to his wife’s humiliation when

appearing in Bais Din for 073 nnn

N1 gives another explanation
They both agree to

T D2INVUR NIANHY A% DTN
However, he is NOT willing to keep her even with nann
oon, because

1771 TWRL WOR 'R

She will continue to make o’373.
Therefore, in the first Braisa

77N 0on D3R

nwTPD

Because

T D2INVUR MIANNHY A% DR

And then

VI N3N

He divorces her with a Get, because
DPITI VR WOR N

However,

1PPOY MW MWK RN

PP TOMRT D RMPI R IORT

The second Braisa refers to a woman from a noble family,
in which he does NOT want a Get, because this will
prohibit him from marrying her family members. There-
fore

DWTIPH PR

Because

3T TWRI WON R

In the previous Daf..

P77 e
mrnmosn ey (2)  mnmosn e
AP TN NP

NN DTR PR N8I DTR
MOR NTANNY  INWKR NTANNWY
7722 17 M2

£ %«wmoz‘/wr explanation
Both 44
NXI OTR
1T N°22 1MNWR NT2ANNWY

However,

MM DR DN MM on DN
NN N NI

17P0Y N2VN WX N OTR
/2y e s MWK NTANNY
PP 19T 1’7 n°22
He does NOT And then
want a v V22 NRININ
W@f”@' Because,
DYTIPR AN MVOR N
Because, N°1971 NWR2
MVOR N Shel continue
N29T71 NWR2 ty make P73
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Zugt Di Mishnah

AR P22 ATV P 120

PRI NI IR AR

1557 P 712 PR IOIRMIVDY

MTW 19NN

In a case in which he gave Kiddushin; and her 7 were
then discovered while she was still in her father’s home,
prior to PrRWV;

PR» 17 says that she is NOT entitled to a Kesubah, unless
her father proves that the P did NOT exist until after
the Kiddushin, in which it is the husband’s loss.

However,

5Y27 MWIH 7010

PRI N5 I3 HYan

OR PO 72 Y7 TOIRNI ROV TYW

mYo PR INPn M

PRY 2727

Ifher i were only discovered after she entered her
husband’s domain, after prw3;

She IS entitled to a Kesubah, unless her husband proves
that the i DID exist before the Kiddushin, in which it is
her loss, because it was a myv npn, an erroneous Kiddu-
shin

DYIR O

ANV PRIV DIBR 0737 752

753w P2 YaR

oS 513 1R

The Chachamim make the following distinction:

Only a concealed on is considered a myv npn, because he
could not have known about it. However, an obvious ow is
NOT considered a myv np», and she IS entitled to a
Kesubah. As Rashi explains, because

©YOMN VT

He certainly noticed the 1 and accepted it.

However,

PV MR PRI W DR

VLS 9127 1R IOV PO IR

PP NPT RITW 300

Ifthere is a public bathhouse in this city, even a concealed
o is NOT considered a myv npn», because he instructs his
relatives to examine her, and ©»onn V7.

DafHachaim.org
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The Gemara asks according to Rebbe Meir, that the Xxo©
of'the Mishnah contradicts the xw?

In the v of 2R m23 7MY, she only gets her Kesubah
with proof - which indicates however, that

ono

s Svan

Without proof, she is NOT entitled to her Kesubabh,
because perhaps the i existed BEFORE the Kiddu-
shin, in which case it was a myv npn.

However in the X9'0 of Svan mwAb noisy, the husband can
only exempt himself from the Kesubah with proof -
which indicates however, that

ono

ekeEhal

Without proof, she IS entitled to her Kesubah, because we
assume that the P occurred AFTER the Kiddushin, in
which case it is NOT a myv npn?

The Gemara discusses several explanations:

On the one hand, we have

P DPIN

Being that she did NOT have 2 from birth, there is a
aun npin that she continuously did NOT have pmn until a
known change.

On the other hand, we have

P NP

He is pimn - he possesses the Kesubah money - while she
has a disadvantage of being the X’z - she wants to extract
his money - and

PRI PHY 1PIAND RPN

2

o

/?ccor/m?/ fo N 2,

Lo

Syam N5 mosss
N 839 78 Span
FOINNI RO Y
YON 11 113 1
RYPI APE PR 1M

husband can only

exempt himself
with PROOF

However,
ono
VN AD
s occared
AFTER the //@97)

NOTamvv npn? (<

On the one hand,

72N NPT
She DIDN'T have P,
untila
known change

DafHachaim.org

2l
P 113 1A
AN D22 AT
AN BRI N
noIRnIwEY
Yo s 13 v
V1T FARNDN

She only
gets her N2>
with PROOF

How@t/@l’ )

ono
oW >
s existed
BEFORE the /,@97)

WAS amvp npn!

On the other hand,
we /MH/&. ..

1IN NP
Heisaptmn

She has a
disadvantage of

WD 1Y 170N EEYND
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Therefore, 758 7 says;

Sgky

N W R R VWD

The xw7 and 89D, in the case of no proof, are two
different opinions:

The X1 is YWY 227's opinion in which she is NOT
entitled to a Kesubah, because HIS advantage of pmn npin
overrides HER advantage of 911 npin

The X9'0 is 58512 *27's opinion in which she IS entitled to
a Kesubah, because HER advantage of 90 npin overrides
HIS advantage of pmon npin.

N1 says that both the xw and Xo'0 are X503 117's
opinion that HER advantage of 9130 npin overrides HIS
advantage of 1w npi;

However the 90 npin is weakened by a xmy»9, a contra-
diction of

INSI IR

PRI

When an occurrence is discovered in a specific location,
we assume that it was always in this location.

Therefore,

RYM

PRI INEDI IND

In the Xw1 where the P were discovered aR n°22, we
say that the P were always 2R 23, even before
Kiddushin - therefore, she does NOT get her Kesubah.

M) RO'D

P IRITINEIDI NI

In the o0 where the P were discovered Svan a3, we
say that the P were only van 133, but NOT before
Kiddushin - therefore, she gets her Kesubah.

N930
W N N MR n

L£O9

She IS entitled
to a Kesubah

HER advantage

720 NPTN
overrides HIS
PN NPT

:,52’7
YWIn? I
She’s NOT entitled
to a Kesubah

HIS advantage
N NPT
overrides HER
72N NPN

BOTH the toror £ are,

HER advantage
7N NpPN
overrides HIS
N NPT

OO
WRNNI R

PN IR

The om0 were
discovered Yyan n22
W&M%/,

The oM were
ONLY Syan m22
Nor, ée%am /@979

She DOES
get her N21ND

DafHachaim.org

However,
7N NPT
is weakened by
arkmy”m

:)5217
RN JRD
PN NI

The o were
discovered n’ar 22
W&Jﬂ%/,

The oM were
ALWAYS maxr n22
even BEFORE Vier

She does NOT
get her N21ND
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The Gemara explains further that where the > were
discovered iar n°13, SHE has another advantage in HER
favor;

i

IPTI22”RR D22 MW OTR PR

R171 0791 IRT R

A man does NOT marry a woman without examining her
beforehand. Therefore, we assume that he must have
noticed the pm» and accepted them.

This negates her disadvantage of

P IRI)IRRMOI N

However, HE also has another advantage in HIS favor
amin

PO OO M DTN PR

A person does NOT usually accept pmmn.

Therefore, in the o0,
PRI R 78 Svan
OR PN 72 Y7 TOIRNI ROW TYW

If the husband brings proof that the P were existent
77ar 21 BEFORE the Kiddushin, he is 7109 from paying
the Kesubah, because

HE has 2 advantages of
Tialia)

And

N

POV OO D DTN PR

While SHE only has 1 advantage of

0122 MW OIR PRT PN

PTI210 OR ROR

But HER other advantage of 911 njpin was removed
entirely through his proof that the i existed before
Kiddushin;

DafHachaim.org

Where the pom were
discovered nPax n22

HOW@V”;

P P
DYD2 1NN BTN PN DID DN PN
YPI2 O"RN 1IAYaD
NI DMWY INT N
This NEGATES
PRI RN XD

A person does NOT
usually accept P01

W re,
gf%/:a'a
TN RAR0 T8 Span
nDIRNI NOW TP
O 18 112
If the husband brings PROOF,
the P were existent N2R 22
BEFORE the por1mp
he is LD from paying the Kesubah

il pTmn
DID2 M BN 1N
YPTI2 10 BN NON AP

HER MUW&% OJZ 4, > 150 ONEM DN N
was remaoved ?‘/Wdu?/l/ /Mx/zmof, 212
2‘/1,0/'/‘///‘/ epeisted BEFORE 19p;
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‘ However, if he merely brings proof of
IOIRNIVD However,
That the P were existent while she was 7ar n°a3, but If he merely brings proof of
AFTER the Kiddushin, he is 271 to pay her Kesubah, ADIRNIVD
because SHE has 2 advantages of ' )
M NPIn That the 1m0 were existent
And while she was 1728 m22,
PTIAI"RR DIDA MW DR PR PN but AFTER poimp

RI77 D79 IRT R .
heis 21N to pay her Kesubah,
While HE has only 1 advantage of

PPN OO DINR PR PN
And his po» npin doesn’t help him, because, according to
58513 127, as Rashi explains;
N7 D122 IRD RIDDT APIA ROWT AR DIpnaT N NPT

aiis
DMEMS BTN PN
aiis PeYes
DD AN DI PNT s dicsnthel,
P2 15 oK NON accordingto oo,
NI MBI IR N

HD1N7 OPID OIN37
HNNHNT O
H% D1 W5
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