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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 3”3 97 of pwiT) NooMN.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the Machlokes regarding

iprianRvaplon!

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin with his portion that
he received from Korbanos, does the Kiddushin take
effect or not.

The proof that 777 °27 was 1n from the Braisa regarding
the Issur of ppom;

A Kohen may not exchange his p5n in one Korban to
receive a second 751 in another Korban.

The Machlokes regarding

W VYD

Ifa person gave a woman Kiddushin with 1w qwyn
money, does the Kiddushin take effect or not.

77 *27's distinction in whether it was w3, if he did not
know that the money was *3w 7w, or 71»3, he did know
that the money was "1w WY

The Machlokes regarding

WIPN

If a person gave Kiddushin with w7pi money, does the
Kiddushin take effect or not.

The distinction in whether it was » w3, if he did not know
that the money was wpi, or 7103, he did know that the
money was Wi

MWINPYD

If a person benefits from a w7pn item unintentionally, he
must bring a Korban m>v» owx, and he must also
reimburse wpn with WM 19p, the principal amount and
one-fifth.

Also, 55nm wpn, the Kedushah is transferred and the
item becomes 11, and now belongs to him.

TNV

If a person benefits from a w7pn item intentionally, he
gets mpbn and is exempt from a Korban, and he
reimburses wipn with only 197 but not wmn.

There is a Machlokes as to whether 713, the wIpn item
does become 91 or not.

So let's review ...

DafHachaim.org

1PON2 WTPNN

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin
with his portion that he received
from Korbanos

The proof that NTi” 12) was NN
from the Braisa regarding
the Issur of PpoM;
A Kohen may not exchange his pon
in one Korban to receive
a second pbN in another Korban.

OTPN
If a person gave Kiddushin
with WTPinN money
does it take effect or not

AW NYYN

TTN2 NYIYN
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The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned a Machlokes
regarding

whm wIpnn

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin with his portion from
Korbanos;

IIRATI 1T

nUTPD

IMIROY 1T

NUTIPN PR

77 *271 holds the Kiddushin is effective, because the pbn
belongs to the Kohen, while 'ov *17 holds the Kiddushin is
not effective, because the p5n does not belong to the
Kohen; but rather

12T A wn

He merely has permission to eat that which belongs to
Hashem.

13N 27 says

19 1303

PRSP TP

WP RS

A7 27 subsequently retracted and all agree that the
Kiddushin is not effective, because the 751 does not
belong to the Kohen.

17 disagrees and says

NP R PTY

The Machlokes still stands, and 777 °271 holds the
Kiddushin is effective.

»2R cites a Braisa in 0375 nin which is 77 )29, since
A7 X217 °31 RIO0 DNO

Which supports j3mv °27 that 777 °27 was n:

The Pasuk in 13 nwo states;

1nan 50

MM TIORN TR

NP2 WY SN

nanm Sm

WA A I 5

129

PRI WR AN 1R 2505

As Rashi explains

MNPV ORIP I

Mentioning each type of imin 127 is superfluous. The
Pasuk could have just stated generally;

AN IR 732 935 1 5o

All mnin shall be eaten by the Kohanim.

Therefore, each phrase in the Pasuk teaches about all
types of mia17p that a Kohen may not exchange his p5rin a
1297 for a second p5n in any other j27p, regardless whether
ita

pindlsiR ) ytary}

And even the same type of iimin.

As Rashi explains, he may not tell another Kohen “You
shall take my share in this Korban, and in return I will take
your share in another Korban;

Apparently, the Kohen does not own his p5m, but rather
P M rown

And this is a proof that 7777 *27 was 71, because

1T 273 °3» RI50 DNO
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PN OTPNN

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin
with his portion from Korbanos

o/’ /PI D7/’ NI
NOTIPN NI1R nwnpn

Because the pbn Because the pbn
does not belong to belongs to the
the Kohen Kohen

12Tp M22 JNOWD

Do YR

%m 191921 12N]

ot % 121 1p5N2 WTPNN
2y WP RY

PN T ) later retrlacted and all agree

the Kiddushin is not effective,
because thep>n does not belong to the Kohen

MIN cites a Braisa in D'2N2 NN which is NTiN 1), since

NTIN 127 2» NIOD DND
Which supports ]an» 127 that n'Ti? 127 was NN

=i SN =N i o
mara B mprae S o
H=am faiys Seios Anin o
PrIRD PPN A RN 78S e

Ay Rashis a;%/%m
109 999 9D 10D

Wentioning each type ofp dny0 jo3p i superfluous.
W% W%ﬂé/wmfe/wjl;w

=P R 25 e Frin oo

Therefore, each phrase
teaches about all types of
o thata Kohenmay ~ Kohen “You shall take my

As Rashi explains,
he may not tell another

not exchange his pbn in share in this Korban,
a)p forasecond pbn  and in return I will take your
in any other |27). share in another Korba

Apparently, the Kohen does not own his pbn, but rather

12T M2 JNOWH
And this is a proof that nTi» 1227 was NN
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The previous Mishnah continues with the following
Machlokes:

W VYN

If a person gave a woman Kiddushin with »3w 9w fruit or
money;

WTR RS T PRI PR

PRP 27727

“R» 27 holds that regardless whether it was known or not
known that this was 3w wYn, the Kiddushin is not
effective.

IR AT 2

VTR RY W

VTP T

1T 217 disagrees and says it depends:

If it was NOT known that it was »w 7ww», the Kiddushin is
NOT effective.

If it WAS known that it was 1w 7w, the Kiddushin IS
effective.

The Gemara explains the Machlokes as follows;
N1 27 holds

NN I TV

Because the Pasuk states

15 WP RN YOI 101 PIRT YD PIRA TV DY

RN '>

TR 11 WTPH RN

The 1w 7wYn belongs to Hashem, and does not belong to
him. Therefore,

WA PNV P

VTP R

1M 27 holds

VYT PN IV VYD

It does belong to him. Therefore,

VTP T

However,

WP R WA

As 1ny 27 explains, because a woman objects to Kiddu-
shin with 3w 9w, Therefore, »1w3, where she did not
know it was 1w TwYn, she did not consent to this Kiddu-
shin. However, 713, where she did know it was *w wwn,
she did consent by accepting it.

v
Y wPn

If a person gave a woman Kiddushin with 1w 1wyn
fruit or money

DE/D NV

2R 8D
“ayriaiie
Ifitwas NOT known that it
was 2w YWD, the Kiddushin
is NOT effective.

Ifit WAS known that it was
0w WYY, the Kiddushin
is effective.

VTN 1IN NV VYN
It does belong to him.
Therefore - wTp T2

However -wTjp Rb 22w2
because a woman objects to
Kiddushin with 2w wn.
Therefore, 2w2, if she did
not know it was 2w VD,
she would not consent
to this Kiddushin.
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N DI
T™R2 P2 ANwa 2
2P Y
Regardless whether it was
known or not known
that this was 2w DD,

the Kiddushin
is not effective

M22 1N W VYN

Because the Pasuk states
P bR i oo
kel ~haia

Fatakc
N ke
e Therefore,

TP P2 2W2 P2
YT RS
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The Gemara cites a Machlokes whether a man also
objects to Kiddushin with 3w qwwn.

Y 117 say’s

"5 R R R

RANRT RAI0 DIWON

Only the woman objects, because she must now travel to
Db to eat the 3w wyn. However

9 RMIIPR

ROD ROVR 3737

The man does not object, because he acquires a wife at no
extra cost. Therefore, as Rashi explains;

IR X1 7N MIPTIOR

MR P17 D78 DR PR

If afterward we confirmed that the woman did consent, we

don’t need to also confirm with the man, because he
presumably consents.

apy 117 disagrees and says that perhaps both the man and
woman might object to Kiddushin with 1w Jwm»:

o RPIRD PR

RANRT RAPO DWWN

She objects because of the trip.

Y RIRY TR

RM7IRT RONR DIWN

And he objects because of the risk that it might get lost en
route to Yerushalayim, and she will have not benefitted
from it.

The Mishnah continues with another Machlokes:
WP

If a person gave Kiddushin with w7pi money;

VTP TN

WP RY MWa

PR 27727

PR1 17 says it depends;

If it was known that the money was w7, the Kiddushin
IS effective.

If it was not known that the money was w7pn, the Kiddu-
shin is NOT effective.

A7 11 disagrees and says vice versa,

VTR w1l

WP RS TN

If it was NOT known that the money was wpn, the
Kiddushin IS effective.

If it WAS known that the money was w7pn, the Kiddushin
is NOT effective.

Before proceeding, we must review the basic Halachos of
oD

Misappropriating or using an item or money of w7pn for
personal use;

w3

127 Ran

WM 1P DOUY

If it was done unintentionally, he must bring a bwx 127
m>v» and pay the principal plus a fifth of the value.
T

o

oowm

He gets mpSn and pays the principal.
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A Machlokes whether a man also objects
to Kiddushin with 12w won.

ARY’ P DN P

N9 XM KXY 'R N9 8N7 XY R

RONRT RNTPPO WN RNTIRT RNITO WO

The woman objects
because she must travel to
DAY to eat the W WYY,

7Y 8N7 XY IR

The woman objects
because she must travel to
DO to eat the 2w WDD.

7" RN
RNNRT RONXR DWN RPN RNMX 1T

The man objects because The man does not object,
of therisk that it might getlost ~ because he acquires a wife
en route to Yerushalayim, at no extra cost.
and she will have

not benefitted from t. 6 D5 DINP DIP73 B

O M735 0295 WH PH
If afterward we confirmed that
the woman did consent,
we don't need to also confirm
it with the man.

YN

Py

If a person gave Kiddushin with wTpn money;

DF/D’ PI

A2
P P

e M
VTP RY WD RS

N P

anaa

Basic Halachos of

P23} s)
22102

N2
12772

T9TN2
nMo
oS>um
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Another Halachah of iy is that
55mnn, also referred to as PHinb Ry
The item or money is no longer w77 and becomes his

property.

However, regarding this Halachah, 137y *27 holds that
there is a fundamental

AT 2N RN 1T ﬂP]’?ﬂD

17 *27 holds that the Halachah of 915 X3y is similar to
wmm 1277 and applies only w1 and not 7.

Whereas 781727 holds that pHinb xxv applies both xwa
T2

Now, according to j3m1 °11 there is another
AT 2N PRY 127 NI
Both agree in principle that
w3
Priaiste)
However, as explained by X795 92 in the next Daf, 7x1» 7219
holds
S5nNm NV IR KD
7252 799K PvH NOR
The Halachah of p%n5 xxv applies only where one ate,
consumed, or used the wipn itself;
As Rashi writes
WP OW 793 SN
Dl rranvhin)
And as Tosfos there adds
ORI MIAIW MMPWL 1T HHww
72OR I MM
However, 7R 17 holds
S5mnm PR w3
The Halachah of P91 X3 does not apply in a case of
7RX7, a transaction, such as Kiddushin or 701, a sale,
because as Rashi later explains
NI Mo NpnT
77 5 WA Y5nnIT 1Y RMIRYT
The transaction is void because the person objects to be
the cause of 95’1, And since
NWIPNN PR TUR
POIND IRD IR VD
Once we establish that the transaction is void, the money
isnot 55mnn.

However, 77 27 holds

55 w3, even in a case of XX, a transaction, because

as Rashi on 71 97 writes, X117 210277 N1, the Torah says
that in all cases

W1

55nnn
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12N RR1/55NNN

W/ holdy that there iy WWWWQZ
DI DY 1N DI

D3/’ PRI
Applies

only 21w
and not T'TN2

N DI
Applies
M2 Y1

accor/m?/ 0 yrs 7 there it andther
DI/D’ P N 'puy)/ﬁ/\/

Both agree in principle that
9nmm ava

VAN P)
99NNy V2 IMIX XY
7272 2Y'IX VT XIX

2D/’ P
99nmm ava

Evenin a case of
NNNID

£1D PLIID N5~
that in all cases

Moy &1t

However,
Ynmm px ava
In a case of NNNIN
such as Kiddushin or7om

DI PWY HpPN7
o9 HM HH7
9975 5V £700 S5nNd7
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Now we can explain the Machlokes in the Mishnah:
WIPND

If a person gave Kiddushin with w7pn money;

WP T

WP RY w3

PNRP 277727

PRM 17 says it depends;

WP RY W3

If it was not known that the money was w7pn, the Kiddu-
shin is NOT effective, for two reasons;

1.

Because

O RPIRD

77 5y wIpn YNNIt

The woman objects to Kiddushin which causes :1>°m.
2.

And since it was a myv npn,

S5nmm PR w3

And the money did not belong to the man.

However, w7p 7103; if it was known that the money was
w7pn, the Kiddushin IS effective, because

1.

1% R

77 5 wIpn YNt

She consented by accepting it.

2.

S5nnn T

It WAS his money.

a7 27 disagrees and says,

TR NV

WTR R T

If it was NOT known that the money was wipn, the
Kiddushin IS effective, because

1.

S5nnm w2

And it was his money.

2.

She consented, because the »>m is inevitable.

However,

WP RY T

Ifit WAS known that the money was w7pn, the Kiddushin
is NOT effective, because

55mnm PR T3

A7 *27 holds that 7w it’s never PHnb K3y, and the
money was not his.

This discussion continues in the next Daf,
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P

If a person gave Kiddushin withwTpn money;

N DI

AN T
D 89 iy

1 1

n% 8N
WTPN HNMT
N7 Oy
She consented
by accepting it
2

T2

onnn
It WAS his money

N9 RN KO
wTpPN Y>NmT
nT Oy

The woman objects
to Kiddushin
which causes 5hbn

2

9oNnn PR W2

And the money
did not belong to the man

D3/’ PI

T2

RN
2D 85

TP
1

55Nnn awa

And it was his money

T7tN2
%onnn PR

N 1) holds that 2
TTD1 it’s never POIND NP She consented

and the money was not his
yw because the " n

is inevitable
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