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Intro

Today we will n”va learn 7"» 97 of m21n2 NN
Some of the topics we will learn about include. A continuation 0% the Machlokey

A continuation of the Machlokes SX1wi 27 in a case of bN]Duﬂ :2-]
RINOY WP ina case 0%
[migloRyiviml]

Sy

He gave a woman Kiddushin with a 'xXin, that she does
NOT have o773;

However, when he married her, he did NOT reiterate the
NI,

In which 91958 »37 says that both SXw 17 agree that 73

VTP VTP
TWIN DY TWIN Y

v A, because he is PR DWH Sia even if the 'Rinis nnD no::’ nnn nDJD.l
2 R’ 2y

not fulfilled, because he IS concerned for ma n>ya

And the Machlokes YXipw1171s in a case of

RIN Y TR

Dono 701

S5varRm

In which there is NO concern for mit n»va because they
did NOT cohabit,

concurs with na7 that he is
PoITR DWH XYW Sia when there is a 'Rin
Because he is NOT concerned for mit n>va

. The nw7 of SRYHW *37 which disagrees with 7w5x 37 and

The »0>>
%é}ﬁ/ff Y
He is ponmp owH 8H0 Yy
when there is a "XRIn

Because he is NOT concerned for
mat NV

The reasons for

770 09N YRR 7950

nwTPN

If a bon subsequently nullified the 973, the Kiddushin is

effective. The reasons for

However,

AR RO™M ROTT DN 17997

DWTIPN PR

If a doctor subsequently healed the o, the Kiddushin is
NOT effective.
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a case of

RIN OV WP

ono YY1 7010

He gave a woman Kiddushin with a *xin that she does
NOT have o773 however when he married her and they
cohabited, he did NOT reiterate the *Nin.

According to »ax this is the Machlokes of w1 27:

IR Y

VXN NI

She requires a Get.

Rav holds that the marriage is effective, because

M NYY2IN»Ya 7w DR PR

rorrp owb Sy

A person does not want his cohabitation to be considered
amn nX2, Therefore, he consummated the marriage with
the intention of a new unconditional 7x’2 w1 Tp, even if
she has o771,

IR HRIHBYY

VI T NPIR PR

She does NOT require a Get.

Shmuel holds that the marriage is NOT effective, because,
™M N1 In2I N DR

rorTR owb Hya kM

He had NO intention of a new unconditional X2 Wy Tp.

127 disagrees with »ax and says that in this case both 29
SNy agree that

VIR NI APR

She does NOT require a Get, because

PRINN NYT

He married her based on the "Rin.

And there is no issue of

mn YY1 IN»YI VY DR PR

Because, as in any case of

RIN HY WIPD

At the time of the marriage and X2 he does not yet know
- and has no reason to believe - that the *Xin is not
fulfilled, rendering the original Kiddushin not valid.
Therefore,

52 Rp DNWRIT POITRT ROYTR SYa Rp 1)

He does NOT intend for a new Kiddushin. Rather, he
cohabits based on the original Kiddushin which has the
Nin attached to it. And, when it turns out that the "Rin was
NOT fulfilled, the original Kiddushin is nullified.
Therefore, in this case of

RIN Y TR

DNO 5Y2) 701N

VI U 127X PR 5N 3T
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The marrisge Not %@d&v& The marviage ef%@déw

NP2 VY DTR N2 WY DTR PR
mt N2 mt nYya
POITP DWHY HYI R PWITR DWH HY

131 disagrees
In this case
both YRmwW 21 agree
V2 12090 NI NIRXR

because

Dk D)7

There is no issue of
mat n%°2 1592 NWIY DR PR
Because
at the time of the marriage and NN2
he does not yet know
that the>NJD is not fulfilled
Therefore, b Rp D)
5p2 Rp DIWRIN PITPT RNVTR
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According to Rabbah the Machlokes of Sximwi 17 is ina
case of

AR TUR

DWI MW PYI

One woman in a situation similar to two women, as
follows;

TN RIN SV TOTR

DN 101 DN TV TP

D971 77OV IRZDN

27 holds

VIR A8

As Rashi explains because

MTNIAINR AWK DT

R1P RINR OO RN

When he remarried her with a second Kiddushin, she is
considered like another woman, in which he did NOT rely
on the °Nin of the previous Kiddushin. Therefore,

rorTRp owb Hva

SRmw holds

VI NIIR PR

As Rashi explains because

IITI VR WOR RT PNYT D)

RDPP IRINR PO

He already revealed that he objects to a 3971 7wR, and he
relies on the *Rin of the previous Kiddushin. Therefore,
RN DWH v2

ROT73 DNR TUR MYL1R 5IR

VI WP IR AR 53777727

However, all agree in a case in which he gave a woman
Kiddushin °Xin3, and subsequently married her without a
N1, that she does NOT require a Get, because,

TPRINR PNYT

He only married her based on the *x1n of her present
Kiddushin.
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All agree in a case in which he gave a
woman Kiddushin *NJN2
and later married her without a *NJD,
that she does not require a Get, because,
MNINDN MNDT
He marvied her based on the .
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The Gemara cites a third opinion, that of 71v5R *27, who
disagrees with both »ax and 7129, and says that in this case
of

RIN Y TOTR

ono 521 7o)

VI WP IR 5N 3T

She DOES require a Get.

Rashi explains that 71v5x '27 holds that the X720 of

™M N»Y1 N2 I DINR PR

Goes so far as to say that he consummated the marriage
with the intention of a new unconditional Ix*2 w17,
based on even the mere POSSIBILITY that she may have
D7

Tosfos explains that according to 71v>x *27, the Machlokes
SRIDWI 17 is in a case of

RIN Y TOTR

DNO 7019

5Y3 R

He gave a woman Kiddushin with a *xin that she does
NOT posses 0773, He then performed Chupah and did
NOT reiterate the *xin; and her 0173 were discovered
before they cohabited. In this case, there is no issue of

mu nYY1 NI Iww OIR PR

Nevertheless, 11 holds

VWY NN

Because, we assume that he made the Chupah uncondition-
ally, and rescinded the 'xin.

Srivw holds

VI NPT NYPIR PR

Because

TPRINR PNYT

He married her based on the 'xin of the Kiddushin.
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We assume he made
the: Chupahy uncondlitio
and rescinded the gﬁﬂ%
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Let's Summarize;
In the case of
511 °RIN Y WIPHA

According to »ax;

It's a SRw1 29 NPdMD;

According to 127; and the Gemara also cites *»X 27 and "17
1nr, who agree with na;

VI NPT NIV APR

According to myoR 17

VWP NN

TMYOR *27 actually mentioned three cases:

5Y MM wIPHI

5v21 RN SY

5p21 7019 MW Mnoa

V3T 12X 57 2T

Ifhe gave Kiddushin with a loan, or with a *Xin, or with
less than a nv119, in which the Kiddushin in NOT
effective, and they cohabited, all agree that she requires a
Get, because, as explained earlier;

mu nYY1 NI nww OIR PR

The Gemara cites "X 19, who disagrees regarding
RINSY WIPLA

And holds

VI NPT NIV PR

Because, like Rabbah, he holds

TPRINR PNYT

He agrees regarding

701D MWK MND1 WTPHN

Because,

DO RPT R RTD

As explained in the previous Daf; all agree that 1> 71393
vy, because

701D MWK MDA POOIN PWITH PRY VTV DTN

POTTR DWH Svar IR

Since he certainly knows that the original Kiddushin was
not valid, he has in mind for the cohabitation to be a new
Kiddushin.

However, he disagrees in the case of
ORI WP

And holds v3 13> 7298 "R, because,
Rlekbinn]

As Rashi explains;

POITR MA5N2 PRI 5N IR

He may not be aware that of

DU PR MOP2 WI0N

And therefore, was NOT

PorTR DwH S
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Let’s Summarize;

In the case of
91217811 5V WTPNN

APHN 139 M4 waN
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¢6 > 46 D /!-::/*/é/ A2

2ApHN 139
actually mentioned three cases:

mno2 %Y WTpHN
NV MYH RN mona
p3V ) p3V ) )

2517127
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The Gemara continues, and cites a Braisa regarding the
Mishnah’s case of

TORA DR WTPHN

D73 HY PRY Nan Y

D773 70D IRRDN

NUTPH IR

The Braisa says;

7PN DOM D3R 1957

nwTPn

If a oon subsequently nullified the 173, after the Kiddu-
shin;

The Kiddushin is effective, because

PYP ITIN DR I 0N

PUITR NYWATPOY P ROW D

A pon nullifies the 971 retroactively as if she did NOT
have o717 at the time of Kiddushin.

However, in the Mishnah'’s second case of
PRI M PRY MIn Sy

PR N2 IRZDN

The Braisa says;

AR RO™ RO HRR 11957

DUTPH PR

A doctor subsequently healed the o

The Kiddushin is NOT effective, because
R3779) RO ROR RO IR RO

POITR NYwa Y PR YaR

A doctor only heals as of now, but she DID possess
at the time of Kiddushin.

The Gemara mentions a conflicting Braisa that states
7Y DI D3R

AR RO™ ROTT RN

DWTPN PR

In both cases, even in the case of 0773, the Kiddushin is
NOT effective.

R17 explains
PRDIINA
77 IP2INWR MIANDW 7317 DTN IMRT

The first Braisa that rules nwmp» 770 0o is the opinion

of R» 27 who holds that a person consents to his wife’s
humiliation when appearing in Bais Din for 0773 nann.
Therefore,

TR 7T INYIR

He gave Kiddushin with the intention that she may
subsequently appear in Bais Din and annul her vows.

TWYHR IR

T7"22)NWR IANDW 7817 0N PR IORT

The second Braisa that rules nwmipn 7R 77 nm 0on is the
opinion of 11YYX *17 who holds that a person objects to his
wife's humiliation when appearing in Bais Din for nann
071 Therefore,

TP RS 9777 INYIR

He did NOT give Kiddushin with the intention that she
may subsequently appear in Bais Din to annul her vows.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.

Regarding the case of
POID N2 PRY NIH DD
PRI N2 INNDI)
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