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Intro

Today we will Be*H learn 7"0 q7 of pwip noon.

Some of the topics we will learn about include: ’ n: n R ’ anP
NADN VTR

A father is believed, while his daughter is still 30p or
173, to say that he married her off and accepted her
divorce.

However,

o RIW? N2Y 55N
If she is presently an adult, OR

maw:

If he claims she was captured and possibly violated, and
therefore forbidden to marry a Kohein, he is not believed.

SR N1 YHn

It is a n5nn if a woman becomes forbidden to marry a ]’DD] n ]’ ‘ 17’P ]’R
Kohein through nx’a with a 55m, and whether their

daughter is a no5n.

IR 27°M2 POOIN PUITR PR

R2’pY 27 holds that a marriage with a woman forbidden

by axY is not binding. Therefore, a child from such a
. union is a wn». It is a np5m» whether this applies to ALL

XY 27, and also to w27, n’ J : 5 b w’

R RELRY

bW ’I, %9
It is a n,bnn if one is believed to change his wife's status n R U

regarding 02 by claiming he does or does not have sons
or brothers.

This may depend on whether
APIIIR 7Y W 5
The rationale to believe someone who could accomplish

their objective without a lie carries as much weight as b b

witnesses or is merely an assumption. 1 pw ’ nD
S | NPTN IR DOTYD
The Mishnah cites a N5 regarding someone who has

many two pairs of daughters from two wives, and marries
one of them off without clearly specifying which one.
This depends whether

NP’DD‘? W WIRIMD

A person would use an ambiguous expression for ANY of n n

its possible meanings, or only for its most straightforward 1] : ? n’ D ? w

meaning,.

O WIR NN
R?"D0DY N*WD)

)
eskel o .
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

N DR NYTR

If someone claims to have married off his minor daughter;
or

1I0PR ROV WDV VTR

He married her off and accepted her Gett while she was a
minor;

0P RN

PRI

If she is still a minor, he is believed.

At first, the Gemara explains that he is believed because
721
Itis in his power to accept a Kiddushin right now.

The Mishnah continues,

1I0PR ROV WDV RVTR

TR

TPRIIPR

If she is now an adult he is no longer believed, because
TN

He no longer has the ability to marry her off.

Similarly, the Mishnah concludes,

PITO N°2W

If the father claims she was captured and possibly
violated, and therefore forbidden to marry a Kohein,
mIvp NV 12

T RIW P2

TPRIIPR

Even if she is still a minor he is not believed, because it is
not 172 to give her this status.

However, the Gemara asks

qwIPY 17T M

RIRbPRE L]

Itis not in his power to get her divorced?

Additionally,

T RMIRDTORT IR IR

72 52 I wIpn 3 M)

He cannot marry her off unless someone agrees to marry
her, and so this is also not 17°2?

Therefore, the Gemara explains that the Pasuk

MW N2 NN DR

Teaches us

JNNAIN2A DR TORY JPNIIN

The father is believed to forbid his daughter. However,
ARD RIDAT VI PRIV

The Torah only believed him regarding her marriage
when she is a 10 or a 793, which is what the Parsha there
is referring to. However, if she is a n9»3, an adult, or
IR RS w3

Regarding her being a captive, he is not believed.
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YN
N2 NN NP

If someone claims to have
married off his minor daughter

MR NS AN YD

He married her off and accepted her Gett

while she was a minor
Fatp N1

If she is still a minor, he is believed. mm
D)

LD NS MY R
MOV N

3y
D'PP /t/ ]?DNJ B

YD Naw

If the father claims she was captured and possibly
violated, and therefore forbidden to marry a Kohein,

91T NI Y2 PP NI D
1N N

Becawse it i not /3°P

1o ?A}tl& /L@V f/M/}Jfﬂfw

NWTPY 17227 *N)
nWIH 1712

M2 RN RHYT INRN MR 1R
1°N7 S92 NN WTPN 28N N

v
W%/m, the Gemara explainy
g T X ep

20> /¢ TS . wm awn
oo £ mfm Nt T Al
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A dying man who declares “I have sons* is believed, and
his wife is 17090 from 2. However,

DR W

JPRIIPNR

If he says “T have brothers,” he is not believed to cause her
to become 2717 in D12,

The Gemara points out

77N> PRI

TIOIRD ORI PR

Apparently, he is only believed to permit her, and not to
forbid her.

This is apparently the opinion of 23, who says in a Braisa
D129 W IR PUITR NYwa

03215 PR IR 0D NYw3

If when they married he assured her that he has sons and
she will not become bound for o2, and on his deathbed he
retracted and claimed that he does not have sons which
would bind her for 012>, OR

DR 1D PR IR PUITH NYW3

DR 1S W MR A NYwa

Ifhe assured her that he does not have brothers and she
will not become bound for 02, and on his deathbed he
retracted and claimed that he does have brothers which
would bind her for oy2’;

PONY ORI

TORY ORI PRI

His retraction is not believed.

11127 disagrees, and maintains

NORY PRI R

He retraction IS believed to cause her to be forbidden to
others without 735n.
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0 AT PR
Zugt di Mishnah
M DYWL IR D 33/&/
oihw
e NN AP MIND D

A dying man who declares 2%2 "7 w
“I have sons” is believed, Inx:
and his wife is 3D from D1

o' oo 2
1ANI N

If he says “I have brothers,”
he is not believed to cause her
to become 21N in D1

PR 1N PR
NI0INY NPNNy

NN NYW2  PWITP NYW2
MmNR MR
02219 PR 02219 W

and on his deathbed he retracted and claimed
that he does not have sons

DD NYW2  PWITH NYW2I
IR MR
DNR 1Y W DNR Y PR

N2 M

PRIGR  IPRIIORY PN
MORY NS NPNNY
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However, the Gemara suggests reconciling our Mishnah
with jn1’7's opinion as follows:

PN

TR P P RYT

2115 P RN

ROV 919K 779 TORT 77313 53 IRD

Our Mishnah is discussing a scenario where it was always
assumed that he did NOT have sons or brothers, and she
was exempt from 012, Therefore, even 1n1°27 agrees that
he cannot retract and cause her to be forbidden to others.

RN»72

TR P T

12215 P R

The xn»72is discussing a scenario where it was always
assumed that he DOES have brothers, and does NOT have
children, and she would be 27n in D12,

However, we have reason to believe his statement nywa
PwITp that

almBEPRvY

Or

DTN PR

And she would be 109 from D12, because

WL I

RO 7D RITO IR XD

He could have assured her that he will give her a Gett
A 0 07Mp, to take effect a moment before his death,
which would also exempt her from o2

Now, when he retracts 7n°» nywa and says

DY PR

AND

DR D W

Which would cause her to become 271 in 02, the
Machlokes is as follows;

91017

TNORY ORI PR

Because

MWT DTV D PV n

PN IPY DTV INR)

His statement pwiTp nyw3, since it carries the same
weight as witnesses, completely uproots the original
assumption that she’s 21 and firmly establishes that she’s
o, His retraction in'n nywa that she's 27mis NOT
believed, because he cannot contradict o7, and she
therefore remains 021 MO,

However,

930 1M1

MORY PRI R

Because

MWT AP PWS Y

MY (PR TPV AP IR KD

His statement pwi7p nywa merely carries the weight of an
assumption and cannot completely uproot the original
assumption that she’s 271, but merely weakens it enough
so that she’s 9. Therefore, his retraction nn°» nywa that
she’s 271 IS believed, because it confirms the original
7711, and she therefore becomes 0122 27n again.
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DafHachaim.org

Pecow«;&w?/ our Wishmahy withy )
W

V%

MR 1Y PTIN ROT
7122 19 PTMIN RN

MM 95 INY
RNYY IR NY TORT
In our Mishnah it was

always assumed that he did
not have sons or brothers.

Therefore, even |NJ 22
agrees that he cannot retract

and cause her to be
&‘ forbidden to others.
However, we believe his statement ppiTp now2

POITP YW  PWITP NYWw2
MR gl
DN Y PR 02219 W

WL MM
RV12 77 RITVD MR N

He could have assured her that he will give her
a Gett P> oD DNV, to take effect a moment
before his death, which would also exempt her from D).

pIe
MR Y PINT

7122 19 PTMN XN

The N2 is discussing a
scenario where it was
always assumed that he
DOES have brothers,
and NOT any children,
and that she would

be 27N in DI,

Now, when he retracts

NN NYW2 NN NYW2
MR MR

DR 1Y ® D219 PR

’);30/@/ R 2P0 R
TORY PRI R TMORY ORI IR

Because Because
WT AP P dan T DTV D MWD

INAD NPTN MPY) APTD NN RS NPTN MY DTV NN

His statement poyTp nvw2  His statement piTp NYR2
carries the same weight as
witnesses, and uproots the
assumption that she’s 270

merely carries the weight of
an assumption and cannot
completely uproot the original
assumption that she’s 2mn,
but merely weakens it enough
so that she’s Mwd.

His retraction i NYW2
that she’s 27 is NOT
believed, because he cannot
contradict DTV, and she
therefore remains D12H NLD

Therefore, his retraction
N NYWA that she’s 27N
IS believed, because it
confirms the original
nptN, and she therefore
becomes D122 2N again.
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Zugt di Mishnah

DO N2 DR WTPHT

If someone accepted Kiddushin for one of his daughters,
but did not specify which one,

5532 MAnan PR

The adult daughters are certainly not nwTp», because the
father cannot accept Kiddushin on their behalf.

The Gemara explains that the Mishnah is discussing a
case of

0P 917 ROR DW PRWI

Where there are only two daughters, one adult and one
minor, and

v P

The adult daughter appointed her father as her agent;
Nevertheless,

TR WIPR AV KD

YD RN D IPRT

YD AR Y RDHT TN T

The father certainly accepted the Kiddushin on behalf of
the minor daughter, since he keeps the money from this
Kiddushin.

Furthermore, even if

5 P01 5 7BR

Even if the adult daughter allowed him to keep the money
from her Kiddushin,

7OV RTT RO WIR 2w RS

HY R RYT MED T

He would not abandon the obligation to marry off his
minor daughter in favor of his older daughter for whom
he has no Mitzvah.

DafHachaim.org

YN
QN0 N2 NN PR

If someone accepted Kiddushin for one of his daughters,
but did not specify which one

5593 manan PN

The adult daughters are not DWTIpN, because
the father cannot accept Kiddushin on their behalf.

A
ML NNITI ROR DV PRWD

Where there are only two daughters,
one adult and one minor, and the adult daughter
appointed her father as her agent;

WX P72V RY
D RN N MORT TH
N RN N RNOT ITHD TN
The father certainly accepted the Kiddushin

on behalf of the minor daughter,
since he keeps the money from this Kiddushin.

And even if the adult daughter allowed him
to keep the money from her Kiddushin,

YY RIMIT MEN WX 272w RH
799 XM RYT MND T

He would not abandon the obligation to marry off his
minor daughter in favor of his older daughter for
whom he has no Mitzvah
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The Mishnah continues with the following Machlokes:
PRN 17 says

DWI NV M2 TP NV 15 VW D

A2 °N2 DR PNV TR IR

If someone has two pairs of daughters from two wives,
and says that he accepted Kiddushin for the ‘older one’;
however,

MW A7) DR VIV PRI

MIVPIY AT IR

M)T3W 10PN

MIVPAY MNTAT 0 INTH RTW

He did not specify whether he refers to the oldest daugh-
ter, or the older of the younger set, or even the younger of
the older set, who is older than the younger pair,

MMOR P

mMIVPY ORI YN

PNRP 277727

The three older ones are all nwTpP» pov, because, as the
Gemara explains,

PP RIVW RIYRT 1D

nriarhpikpRhbi

Since there is a younger sibling, he would refer to them all
as ‘older’, because 7R 21 holds

RPO0Y PWOI WYR TN

A person would use an ambiguous expression for ANY of
its possible meanings.

However, the youngest daughter is permitted, because he
would certainly not refer to her as ‘older’.

IR OP 11

fninisiloR i)

inipinsiole piupiaRtoRaly

The three younger ones are all permitted, because we are
certain that he was referring only to the very oldest,
because o1 *17 holds

RPO0Y WIR 7M1 R

Although he uses an ambiguous expression, his intent is
only for its most straightforward meaning, in this case the
oldest sibling.
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>N

DO N PN N T D e 1
M9V SN2 NN N N

If someone has two pairs of daughters from two
wives, and says that he accepted Kiddushin for the
‘older one’; however,

M9 19T DN P DR
NP 9T N
DI D W

PRI MDA 1 A9 R

He did not specify whether he refers to
the oldest daughter, or the older of the younger set,
or even the younger of the older set,
who is older than the younger pair,

o 1739 VEN PI
R 910 DM 919
M9 11 T MR 11 P
oI nipaw

The three youngerones  ny» NIOIT NDNT 0D
are all permitted, nd>1p NI 7n£
because we are certain that Since there is a younger
he was referring only to the sibling, he would refer to
very oldest, them all as older’,
because because
Np'ODD WIIN DD KD RPODD MWD IR NN
Although he uses an A personwould use an
ambiguous expression, ambiguous expression for any
his intent is only for its most of its possible meanings.
straightforward meaning,
the oldest sibling.
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. The Mishnah continues with the reverse case;
VPN N2 DR VTR
MIVPIAW 7I0P OR YTV PR
MOV MI0R IR
TIOPA P2 A IR

MBPT NI NN NP
PP D BN P N

MNTAAW MIOPA 1 MOP XY rn‘”-u:w l.uup N
If he accepted Kiddushin for the ‘younger one’, he might n :mpn In n‘,tm 998
R PARPA 2 FaEp N

have been referring to the youngest daughter, or to the
younger of the older set, or even to the older of the
younger set, who is younger than the older set. Therefore,

MMOR |71 If he accepted Kiddushin for the ‘younger one),
NI AT YN he might have been referring to the youngest daughter,
TRI337 1T or to the younger of the older set, or even to the older of

The three younger ones are all forbidden to marry,
because although it is not complimentary, he would refer
to them all as younger; except for the very oldest, to whom

the younger set, who is younger than the older set.

he would certainly not refer to as the younger one; o7 7 VAN 7P
. PR 3 PN 13
— MR 11 P MOV 1 P
MIPLIV ORI PN
The three older ones are all permitted, because we are nupmnw n“”.u:w
certain that he was referring only to the very youngest. The three older ones The three younger ones
are all permitted, are all forbidden to marry,
because we are certain  because although it is not
. that he was referring complimentary,

only to the very he would refer to them all
youngest. as younger;

except for the very oldest,
to whom he would not refer
to as the younger one
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