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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 197 of 973 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

A continuation of the discussion whether the 7 of *337»
Ton is effective without adding 75 5218 "IRw?

The Gemara’s conclusion that 31 397 is actually a
Machlokes between the Mishnah and Braisa, which is
based on the question of

DM PRY D7

o7 N

When a 7 does NOT indicate 170, is it still considered a
7 that creates a 373?

The Machlokes X171 »ax regarding
mom PR o7

The Machlokes o»am 777 37 regarding V3 WY,
wording of a Get, and its application to the question of
Mo PRY 07
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned a contradic-
tion, in which

SRivW says that our Mishnah implies that the 7 of 19370
71 is only effective when combined with the words 1w
75 59r. But 901 377m without the words 75 52x 1Rw is
NOT effective at all, and the 771 remains 0 to benefit
from the 37m.

However, the Braisa states

PO IR AT

MNOR M7

Which implies that 3131 *1971 alone, without the words
15508 1R, IS effective?

The Gemara at first explains Shmuel’s statement in a way
that there is no Machlokes, and both the Mishnah and
Braisa agree that

I ITIN

ORI I7

Even without 75 7% 2R

However, Shmuel is saying that the Mishnah refers to
where he combined both m7;

03T

75 S9IR IRW

In which case

TONT NI

RiniisRmiminil

Only the 77», the one who made the 773, becomes 7oR,
while the 771, the object of the 773, remains 3m», because
the words 75 52X "1xw clarify that only the 771 becomes
prohibited.

However, when he says

IR TN

Without 75 528 Rw;

PIOR VIV

Both, the 771 and the 971, become MoK, because, as the
Ran explains;

YOOIIRATID VDUD

023 0

The word 337 implies that both, I and my assets, shall
become prohibited to both, you and your assets. There-
fore, a two-way Issur is created for both of them.

However, this understanding is contradicted by a later
Mishnah on "1 97 which states;

DY IR POV 1IN

PIOR 0PI

Only where he clearly specified that he is making a 973
both ways do they both become 77ox; which implies
NDNO KA

MM NOR RI7

But where he only said

o1 37T

Only the 771 becomes 70N, but the 971 remains .
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. After another explanation of Shmuel is rejected, the
Gemara concludes that we must go back to our original
understanding of Shmuel’s statement, and that according ludos according to Jipll
to SRmow there IS a Machlokes between the Mishnah and %&g el co ot M?/ é///
Braisa: there IS a Machlokes:
The Mishnah holds that IR /0N
91 °171m without the words 75> Yo axw is NOT effective, A 3/
because A AN TR o1 21T
MM PRY D7
DT PR WITHOUT
An inconclusive 7, which is not a strong indication of 5 59X NIRWY
O°R, is not effective - And -IDD MITIO .I .
Jm1 2377 alone does NOT indicate Issur, because WITHOUT NOT effective
PO I 2900
Can also be interpreted as -Il, Ll _JRU ol il s
T RPYIUD XS IS effective AV
I will not speak with you. P77 I l’/
o1 3WI0M N
Can also be interpreted as SN, /Mf";' -IDIYXJL OJI\?]: m
T RWD JHY RITIY RYT P I bors o
I won't do business with you. Can be inferprefed as;
TR IR 77N RPYNWN KD
Can also be interpreted as Iwill not speak with you
757 MBR T2 RIPRP RST
I won't stand within your 4 Amos. PN NNWIDIN

. ) Can be Wer/arefe/ ady
However, the Braisa holds 1D RWN Y RIT2Y NYT
O OIR T ) . .
S Won't do business with you
a1 1971 without the words 75 Yo 1xw IS effective, IPIN APMIN
because Can o interpreted as;
MM PRY D7 ,
o I 7277 MNR “72 RIDIRP RIT
Even an inconclusive 7 is effective Won't stand within your 4 nmx
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This is also a X271 »ax N
DPoM PRY DT IR

IR IR

o7 PN

AR RN

o7 PR

Rava explains:

As the Gemara mentioned on 3 97’

mT are derived from the words 717> 711 in the Pasuk;
15 P 71 7 N5 RO 0 TUR IR WN!

YR MT WP
mrnd

RSO M D
ARDONA MV T R

Just as the M1 pwS Y requires a clear expression of
m713; 80 too, MM M require a clear and conclusive
expression.

And this Drasha applies to 0771 m7 as well, because of
the w1 of D371 to MM

This also seems to be a oM 77 727 NRHA:

The Gemara cites a Mishnah in pv°) noon regarding pws
vy, the wording of a Get:

025w 1M

DR 93 NN PR ™0

The Tanna Kamma says that the main part of the Get is the
phrase “Y ou are permitted to marry anyone.”

IR AT 2T

RIPP PO NPT P

PPI2W NPRY PV VI PN 190

A7 17 says it must also contain words that clarify that
“THIS Get is from ME.“

The Gemara explains that without the words

1, this Get - and

Ryp, from me -

The Va1 WS is merely a o WRW T, because;

1.

As the Gemara says in Gittin (86B)

RWND RNDT2 IR

RI7 ROV PRI RTOW

People might assume that the divorce is accomplished by
his oral statement, and the Get is merely a document to
serve as proof of the divorce.

2.

One might assume that another person is divorcing her.
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w PN ]M 7
1
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2

One might assume
ANOTHER person is
divorcing her

MAIN part of Get
isthe phrase

You are permitted
to marry anyone
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Apparently, the Machlokes is in the Halachah of
Mo PRY 07

The x»p R0 holds

o7 PN

And nmi a7 holds

o7 PR

And Abaye follows the Tanna Kamma, while Rava
follows Rebbe Yehudah.

However, both Abaye and Rava explain that we cannot
compare v to 0773

Abaye says perhaps both agree with his position that
regarding all Halachos

mom PRw D7

D7 PN

However, only regarding a Get does 77 11 hold
DT PR

Because The Pasuk states

M5 390 15 2N

He writes a document of separation - Which teaches
mnad Y17

RO

The Get must indicate a clear-cut separation.

N1 says perhaps they both agree with his position that
regarding all Halachos

Mo PRY 07

D7 PR

However, only regarding a Get does the Tanna Kamma
hold

D)'f? ]77]”

Because, as the Ran explains;

M IPIY

The circumstances of a Get are proof - as the Gemara
Gittin (86B) says

RN9M RAM

5 W RV ORMNIT

It is obvious that ), the divorce is only through the Get.

AND

IPINDOURDIR VDD DIR PR

It is obvious that *x»», HE is divorcing her, because a
person CANNOT divorce someone else’s wife.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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Apparently, the Machlokes is in
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However . . .

BOTH Abaye

m/?am/%d%m

we canndt compare /'/;: 0 p3:

o

perhapy

BOTH AGREE
Pe?a///m?/ﬁﬂﬁ/oé
mnom PRY 7
o7 PN RO

onzy re?dr/myé
NP NI
7 PN
W MY
RN RNOM
19 WIIN RV IRNAT

AND
WIAN OTR PR
17°2N NWRKR DR

It i obvious that 4y
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