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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 2”3 97 of pwiTR NoOD.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The three Halachos that are derived from the wnna nwyn
oWl

1.

YW Mo2 WIpni

noTn

If a person give a woman Kiddushin with 7o nw fruits that
he collected, the Kiddushin is effective, because he has
acquired it from 997 and it's now his.

2.

StanwTp

DUTPH PR

7T 5M11°0R

Ifa person given a woman Kiddushin with an item or
money that he stole, even if it was originally hers, the
Kiddushin is not effective.

And the distinction in whether 77w, they were already
engaged or 77w K5, they were not engaged.

3,

NN MOW YY1 TOR

7R 12 DWYIV DIPPIION)

A woman is eligible to become her friend’s agent, even
though through this mm5w they will become mx,
competing co-wives.

The Machlokes regarding

7> ono

N DOYI VIR

If a 15 forcibly steals an item from a person, does the
owner immediately give up hope of retrieving it, or not.

Regarding Terumah we do say

mo? S8R 95

If a person entered his friends field and separated 7m0
without the owner’s permission, and the owner asked, why
did you not take from the better fruits?

1IN NN DAL MO INNI DR

If there were better fruits, the m317n is effective. However,
regarding Kiddushin we do not say mo’ 53K 152

The Machlokes regarding

rbanRuatPlon

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin with his portion that
he received from ni323p, is the Kiddushin effective or not.
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Solet'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah mentioned an incident of
DWIWHNA VYN

DPAR DY 172

There were five women, among them two sisters.
OIRN 5w 15959 TR DTR VP

AR Yaw Sur ann o

A person collected a basket of their figs during 70'nw,
when it's ownerless, and now belongs to him;

1 193592°5 MWTIPD 09919 730 IR

1215270 1 DN 1927

And he stated; “All of you shall become nwipin to me
through this basket,“ and one woman accepted the basket
for all the others.

D127 1IOR)

MYTPH NPAR PR

The Chachamim ruled that the Kiddushin for the two
sisters is not effective.

27 says

DI PIINOH W

There are four Halachos that we can derive from this
Mishnah. However,

monPTIIOPN

17 accepted only three of them.

1.

'

YW MO WITPHN

nouTPn

If a person gave a woman Kiddushin with nonw fruits that
he collected, the Kiddushin is effective, because as Rashi
explains

NI 172 7977 10D

The Torah declared these fruits 997, ownerless, and he
then acquires them to become his property.
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0°W] WHNN2 NYWYN
IR DY 10
There were five women, among them two sisters.
DOIRN YW 1YY TNR TR VPN
NN NPY22W W1 NN YW

A person collected a basket of their figs on nLHW,
when it’s ownerless, and now belongs to him;

" MYTIPN DIND 2N NN
1 N93%902

1212 2"y 1N NNR N2’
And he stated
“All of you shall be PwTip» to me with this basket,”
and one woman accepted the basket for them all.

D00N 1NR)
MOTPN NMMNR PR

Ny

VAR PPNNN NTW

There are four Halachos that we can derive
from this Mishnah.

2p >R P Gpy
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2.

arnynw

StanwTp

NUTIPN PR

777511708

Ifa person gave a woman Kiddushin with an item or
money that he stole, even if it was originally hers, the
Kiddushin is not effective. We see this since the Mishnah
mentions both

NN onow

arn Yaw Sul

It was THEIR fruits, and it was during SHMITTAH,
which implies

RI7IPOAT DY VT RDYO

KD V1TV IV IRVT K7

Only during Shmittah is the Kiddushin effective because
the fruits were 797, but during another year the Kiddush-
in would not be effective, because the fruits are 5.

3,

YN YWY

AnYang MHw Wl TwR

73 75 WYY DIPHIYOR)

A woman is eligible to become her friend’s agent, even
though through this mm5w they will become M-,
competing co-wives. However, a woman cannot testify
for her 7% that m5va m», their husband died, because she
might intentionally lie, since she despises her.

Tosfos explains the distinction as follows

WYH X722 MY 0 )7

NIDRI WY MTY DIR

There it's merely a verbal declaration, which people
sometimes take lightly; while here there’s an action of
accepting Kiddushin.
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2
n"Y
NOTIPN NI1R HTA2 VTP
NT7 5122190
Since the Mishnah mentions both. ..
n°Y22Y SO 1a ] RO
nnn NN
It was THEIR fruits, and it was during SHMITTAH,
which implies
RIN IPODNT NYIVT RNYLO

R P12V NV IRWT XD
Only during Shmittah is the Kiddushin effective
because the fruits were 3pon, but during another year
the Kiddushin would not be effective,
because the fruits are 512,

3
N YPWN
NN2NY NMHYW MWYI DWR
NIX 1Y MWYWYPIYW DIPN2 197DX)

A woman is eligible to
become her friend’s
agent, even though

through this mmbw they
will become Ny,
competing co-wives.

However, a woman
cannot testify for her my
that nbva ny, their
husband died, because
she might intentionally lie,
since she despises her.

OEYH HO3 D7V D 9O
DINHY DELHN3 P17V O3H
There ity merd?/ w verbal declaration,
whichs peo//@ Sometimey take ny
while here there's an action o% aweﬁ‘m?/ Kiddushin.
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The Gemara continues;

RTRD TR

AN2D DN PRY POITR

The fourth Halachah was regarding Kiddushin for a
marriage that cannot be consummated, and 27 did not
accept this,

RI72°R 7RI R 7D RpPOODT DIWN

As explained in the previous Daf, the Mishnah can be
understood according to both »ax and 27

According to »ax the Mishnah may be referring to a case
of nnX> 0w, a Kiddushin for both sisters,

but regarding oi3wn nnR, a Kiddushin for only one of the
two sisters, PwITR N

Or according to X171 the Mishnah may be referring to nnx
v, and

POITR MRS

The Gemara elaborates on 27's Halachah of

SoanwTp

NUTIPH PR

Even

a7T 5™

The Kiddushin is not effective, because, as Rashi explains
MM PR, it does not belong to the 151, We assume that the
owner was not Wx»»; he did not give up hope of retrieving
it, and therefore did not surrender ownership.

And even 777 511 the Kiddushin is not effective, because,
as Rashi explains;

PNYAR NPT IR KD

The woman'’s acceptance of the Kiddushin does not
indicate that she forgave the 15t

The Gemara questions this from a Braisa

1)) OPPA YA VTR

TR A7 YOO qUNY IR

nuTPn

If a person gave a woman Kiddushin with an item that he
acquired either by stealing, coercion or grabbed it out of
her hand and gave it back to her, the Kiddushin IS
effective. And the Gemara explains that the Braisa must
be speaking exclusively of

aTITOM

The Gemara answers

PTOT RARVP KD

TTO RYT R

The Braisa is referring to where they were already
engaged. Therefore, as Rashi explains

POITR OWS PNYRT

TNYIR

The fact that she accepted it for Kiddushin, indicates that
she forgave him, and it was .

However, 17 is referring to a where they were not engaged.

Therefore, her acceptance does not indicate that she
forgave him; and her acceptance was NOT puip owb, but
merely to retrieve her stolen item, and therefore 131 19X,
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4
7D AN PP
R DrNMoN PR PIITP
2 did not accept this 4th halachabh,
N272 R MIND R rb NpODOT DIWD
As explained in the previous Daf;

the Mishnah can be understood according to both
MmN and R

N2) PIN
The Mishnah may be The Mishnah may be referring
referring to DMIWM NNN, to a case of DMND DY
and but regarding DMIWN NNN
PRITR N N5 PRITR MM

)

2122 DOTP
NYTIPN NOR
Even
7T b1

A Rashis explaing;
ONSMH DIHDIINTH 199N H5
The woman'y acceptance a% the Kiddushin
does not indicate that she /ar?m/& the /gé

2

122021 ONN2 Y12 TP
NOTP NTM YOO HOUNW X
nYTPN
And the Gemara explains that
the Braisa must be speaking exclusively of n'TT b1a

\ 4
ROWP RY
PTORITRN -
P2 iy referring ty where
f/w,?/ wf:r:?/ W
Wre%om,
her acceptance does not
indlcate that she
/ar%r/&/u;m/

TTOT RN

The Braisa i referri
ty where f/b@?/%;;’y

already engaged

o397 IO
PEV7D OED
eliobYipiy)
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The Gemara concludes however that according to *27
PonY,

oL SHa nwTR

The Kiddushin is effective, even if it was not 777 5,
because py»w 27 holds

7> ono

M OOV VIR

When a 151 forcibly robs a person, the owner is immediate-
ly wx»n, because as Rashi explains

TOT IRD VTT

I MDRY BH R

The owner recognizes the 17t, and knows that he has no
possibility of retrieving it.

Therefore 1mmn 17, the 191 acquired it, and the Kiddushin
is effective.

The Gemara relates an incident

RIDVT RNMIIOI W TPT ROI0 RI1

A sharecropper gave a woman Kiddushin from residual
figs from which beer was made.

79 MR TPADVR RIPWT 7790 RNR

ROMM RAD 11N RY RN

The owner came by and said, “Why did you not take from
the better figs?*

The Gemara rules

DUTIPH APR

The Kiddushin is not effective, because

TIAVT NI ROIOD DWW

The owner did not retroactively approve of the Kiddush-
in, and only said this so as not to embarrass him.

Dedicated By:
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SN
NOTPN 132 NVTP

The Kiddushin is effective
even if it was not nT'T b1

D[jé RNO

yD phd O
When a /3¢ %araé%/ robs a person,
the owner iy mee/éaf@@/ Gy,
YN "/p(tﬁo’,«/ &l > 5¢E N V3’7

X090 XRINN
RIVT RPMIND2 WITPT

A sharecropper gave a woman Kiddushin from
residual figs from which beer was made.

NMMOWR RIDMWT NN RNX
N9 MR

RDMN IRNN 22NN RY IRNNX
The owner came by and said,
“Why did you not take from the better figs?”

NOTIPN NN
The Kiddushin is not effective, because
TADT NI NOIDD DIWD
The owner did not retroactively approve of the Kiddushin,
and only said this so as not to embarrass him.
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However regarding n»1n the Braisa rules

1720 AT N5 TYW 0

MW7 RSW DIM VP

If a person entered his friends field and separated nmn
without the owner’s permission,

19 IBRTIRIMDI 137 Y RIW ™0

mo 53R P9

And the owner came by and said, “Why did you not take
from the better fruits,*

TN NN OND MDY IRZHI DR

N NP PR IRD DR)

If there were better fruits, the m1n is effective, because,
as Rashi explains

O RMITIYT

MY 17 D1IN> KT

The owner indicated that he consented, since the fruits
were meant to have nmn separated from them.

Zugt Di Mishnah

DOp DU PA DWTR WP P2 IpYN2 wipnn

nwmMpn nrR

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin with his portion from
Korbanos, the Kiddushin is not effective.

The Gemara cites a Braisa in which this is actually a
Machlokes

NYTIpN IR N 10

NYTIPN NIR IR DY

N 21 holds the Kiddushin is effective, while 01 21 holds
the Kiddushin is not effective. As 1301 211 explains, they
disagree in the understanding of the same Pasuk that refers
to the Kohen'’s portion,

YR N DRTPN WIpN 2 i N

N7 221 holds nwmMpn

Because

TXYIN -

The word 75 means that the Kohen may use his portion for
all his needs, and therefore it is considered 11mn, his
property.

While

DY 217 holds NWTipn NR

Because, as Rashi explains the 1nan pYn is compared to WK,
the portion of the nam, in that

N>Ry Mma NN QR AYARY R NN

Just as the nam’s portion is meant only for consumption,
but not for anything else, so too, the 1n2’s portion is meant
only to be eaten, but may not be used for his other needs.
Therefore, it is not considered 1mnn.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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DY)

17°2N NTYW PNY TPW N
mMwI2 ROW 0IM VPN

If a person entered his friends field
and separated nonn without the owner’s permission,

IN¥D N22N HY2 X2W 1IN
mo? HER 7195 - 19 WX

And the owner came by and said
“Why did you not take from the better fruits,”

711N 1INNIN 0NN MD? IRXRNDI OR
NN INMIN PR IRD OR)

If there were better fruits, the nmnn is effective

D7D 10 ©1IDD HOT7 D HM7 DHV7 )

The owner indicated that he consented, since the fruits
were meant to have nmnn separated from them.

YN

oM WP
2'Op DR '3 B P '
PYTIPR AN

If a Kohen gave a woman Kiddushin with his portion
from Korbanos, the Kiddushin is not effective.

£ron

"0/ /P9

NOTIPN NN

D3/’ 'RI

nYTPN

//)/’ ‘n?
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Dot/ Ok 7/ .]5
N £1D Jt .
D[))é/ “W"‘-Pﬁ
ﬂwr%r& i o ’wh‘Pn
nat considered PN= 1'7:
his property

/:VJ ’)37 5[
W%or@ diy
considered hiy

proverty
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