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Intro

Today we will 7"palearn) 97 of pwyTp noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The statements that are certainly a pwiTp pwh, which
imply marriage;

And the statements that are questionable whether they are
a puITR WY or not;

The Machlokes 777 *27 and *ov 17 regarding

WY RO PWITRI 02 115 103

If they spoke about Kiddushin, and he then gave her
money but did not state anything, whether the Kiddushin
is effective or not;

They both agree that

TOITRI 0N POV SV AnY 1270 PRV

If they did not speak at all about Kiddushin and he gave
her money, the Kiddushin is not effective.

The Machlokes is whether

DIV IMRA PRIV NI

They had to be actively discussing Kiddushin until that
very moment.

OR

P ImRA Pavb Pavn

Even if they were discussing matters that pertain to
marriage, such as support and Kesubah

oM WP

DUTIPH IR

If a person loaned money to a woman and he then told her
you shall become nwmipn» to me with the money of the
loan, the Kiddushin is NOT effective.

mo» NRITA

nwTpPn

Ifhe extended the due date and told her you shall become
nwTpn with the benefit that I extended your loan, the
Kiddushin is effective.

P> NI by mnn

Inn Y

A gift given on condition that it will be returned is still
considered a gift. Although there is a stipulation that the
person cannot keep the gift, it belongs to him completely
during the time he has it, as long as he gives it back.
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Statements that are
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which imply marriage
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the Kiddushin is not effective
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara cites a Braisa which lists terms similar to
D VTP DR

jimpRhiy

If a person gives a woman money and either states;
TIVR DR 7

Y ou are my wife; or

MOMIR NIR 70

Y ou are my betrothed,

D IR IR N

Youacquired to me

W DR

You are mine

WA NR N

Y ou are under my jurisdiction

D AP IR 0

Y ou are bound to me;

nUTPn

In all these cases the Kiddushin is effective, because the
statement is a pwITp WY, it implies marriage.

The Gemara later adds two more terms;
TIMRY DR 7

falvativia)

Based on the Pasuk

OR WK NP 7D

And

TN

DUTPN A1 NN

91N AOYIRY PR AT PW

In Yehuda nomnis a puirp pod.
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Terms similar to

" NWTIPH NR 1IN

..\ﬂp?\w
Y/ @ person gives a woman money
% and either states;

NOVIN DN 9T N DN T

You are my betrothed You are my wife

O PN " D PN

You are mine You acquired to me

daeiv B e R B o) e - Fa Raty

You are bound to me You are under
my jurisdiction

TI

The Gemara later addy two more terma;

N
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. The Gemara then asks about several other terms whether
they are considered a pwyTp pWS or not?
RN aninikie

Does this word refer to a wife as the Pasuk says 7wa5 v

TR or not? ’s nﬂn"n
fatnt~

b nTYrN

As the Pasuk regarding 772 7nR says 717’ RS JOR; Does this refer toa wife as the Pasuk says

SR Es v

or not?

'S AP
29713

As the Pasuk regarding m"2D nNHN says

® AP D AN

I NMY
I N
As the Pasuk says 1730 Y 19 nOYKR;

77 Ny
falnt~Rt ek

73 could mean 1725 "y Noowy, she joins me in my
home;

As the Pasuk says

=55o =5 1 S

2971 PNNY

NMND could mean
' 2D MY NODN) - she joins me in my home
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. D NYHR

As the Pasuk says Y531 nR 127

29710 NPHY

nlsNaintal
As the Pasuk says mnnn w2 mo»;

As the Pasuk says

N NWISN K)B&h nN *=»7

The word 701910 could mean 022 °»Y NoON;

[alni~R gmhki=
lalnt~Rainty

As the Pasuk says
ST S Mion

lalni~Rigl/al-lg

ND1ON could mean
22 WD NDOND
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The Gemara now discusses the circumstances of the
question regarding these mnwb.

There is no question where

TWITPI 707 POV DY DY 11T PRYA

If they did not speak at all about Kiddushin, and he gave
her money and stated this 75, the Kiddushin is certainly
not effective, because

1% VORP ORD VT RID

As Rashi explains; even if these terms are Halachically
considered a purTp pwb, if the woman does not
understand it as such she could not have consented to
Kiddushin.

The question is where

TWITRI 10 PO BV 5P 11753

If they did speak about Kiddushin, and he gave her the
money and stated this pwb:

According to 77 *27 who holds that where

WO R PWITR TR 12 1M

If they spoke about Kiddushin, and he then gave her
money but did not state anything, the Kiddushin is not
effective even though she does know that this is for
Kiddushin, because

wI9H I8

He must state a poimp po;

Accordingly, if he stated one of these mnwb the question
is;

Is this a pwrTp pw5 and the Kiddushin is effective or not?

And even according to *ov *27 who holds regarding
WO R PWITR A 12 1M

wIDh TII PR

The Kiddushin is effective, because he does not need to
state a PwIT)» WY since it’s understood that it’s intended
for Kiddushin; however, if he stated one of these mnwb
the question is;

Do we say

Bl

15 IR VITRH

His intentions are indeed for Kiddushin

OR

15 MNP MRS

His intentions are that she come work for him.

These questions remain unresolved.

Circumstances of the question

regarding these MWD ...

There is no question where
1Y 27N PRW2
WITP NV POY DY

the Kiddushin is certainly not effective

Because
2 Wp AV V7 LY

The question is where
AnNY 92TN2
NPWITH NV POY Y

/fccor/m?/ fo D3/ »I:
nu NI M
nYITHI
v NI

The Kiddushin
is NOT effective

Because 270/;/7_?

/fccor/% % he stated
one a% these, /)ﬂ/é/
the question &;
Ly thisy & pl7p //é/5

/fccor/m?/ to o) PI:

nu2 NI M
nYITI
w'o NI
YI97 NN |'X
Since ity understood that
ity intended for Kiddushire

Zﬂé he stated
one of these, /)ﬂ/é/
the question &;
72/ yp 'é/sv/ofjér/js)
4

22/ piep 2t

These questions remain unresolved.
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The Gemara now mentions a Machlokes regarding 11
"OY’s opinion of

wI9Y IR PR

»17 holds

IV MR POV RI

If he did not state anything, the Kiddushin is effective
only if they were actively discussing Kiddushin until that
very moment.

While w772 91v5R 17 holds

IV MR PRIOY PRY 9”IR

However, as the Gemara explains,

IV IMRA IV PIvn

The Kiddushin is effective even if they were not discuss-
ing actual Kiddushin anymore, but they WERE still
discussing other matters that pertain to marriage, such as
support and Kesubah. However, the Kiddushin is not
effective if they were no longer discussing such matters at
all, because she would not know that his intention is for
Kiddushin.

The Gemara continues

MR IR

OB WIPA

NUTIPH IR

If a person loaned money to a woman, and he then told her
you shall become nwTp» to me with the money of the
loan, the Kiddushin is NOT effective, because as Rashi
explains

1P DY ATON AP

POITP YW TH 1T

The source for qod wiTp is from 1179V 77w, and he must
give her something of value, as11ax oi7ax paid pioy
money for the field. But here she does not receive
anything now, because

TP AR MO

oW 179200

15 N2°M N7 DINR V)

The loan money already belongs to her, and even though
she does benefit that she is now exempt from repaying the
loan, the ywiv 110 explains however

YT R S nnwT

She intends only for what he specified, the actual money,
but not for this benefit.

However, as Rashi adds

AN DRI WIPNA

falvatiia)

If he specified that you shall become nwmp» to me with
the benefit of 7>’n, the loan forgiveness, the Kiddushin
IS effective, because

AYMD DRIAT 010 12 7T

She also intends for the benefit of 7>'n that is surely
worth a oo,

DafHachaim.org

o 39 holdy
WIDY PIN PR

77 » 7)1/,4 ») holdy »2 holds

PPI0Y PRW D7YR  PPIDYW RIM

P2y 1MN2 2y 1MNRa

LY O pr gt

such ay support and Kesubah

However, the Kiddushin is not effective
if they were no longer
discussing such matters at all
Becauses she would nat know
thatt hiy inffention & /ar Kiddushin

"IN MR

M2 WTPNN
NOTIPN IR

BWMMW/
19992 NIDY DIEH O
PEYTD DVES 7N 39097

but here she does not receive myf/wr?/ now
because
Db 1O 93251 DX DHNDS D1
D D3N HO OINH DI
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The Gemara continues

mH» NRIA

nwTPn

As the Gemara explains

RYT 72 ANINT

If he extended the due date and told her you shall become
nwTpn to me with the benefit of that I extended your loan,
the Kiddushin is effective; even though she did not
actually receive anything, because

755 10179 75 MIMI N7 IRW 7RI RN

This benefit is worth a 7v115 as she would have paid him a
70170 to extend her loan. However

19 WYY NOR)

29 NPIYN 10N

This practice is forbidden because it is similar to interest,
in that she consented to the Kiddushin only to extend the
loan, which is considered as she paid him extra for
allowing her to pay later.

The Gemara continues

N27 DR

T

DTN N Yy

If a person tells someone take this 731> on the condition
that you return it to me;

Ehlenl

I RS

Ifhe did this to buy a field, the sale is not effective.
TOUR1]

NWTIPN PR

Ifhe gave it to a woman for Kiddushin with this
condition, the Kiddushin is not effective.

a7 7o

NTONAPR

If he paid a Kohen this way to redeem his firstborn son,
the son is not redeemed. However

man1a

13N RY?

Ifa x> gave Terumah to a Kohen with the condition
that he must return it, he DID fulfill his Terumah obliga-
tion. However,

1P MwH NoR)

1737 1’12 Y700 1722 IRIW 19D

This practice is forbidden as it is similar to a Kohen who
works in the fields in order to collect Terumah.

Dedicated By:
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MON NRINA
NOTIPN

As the Gemara explains

NIA'T NI NINXT
If he extended the due date

Becauwse
o & 2070 '//)J/Jy Nl D £

P MY MON
127 NNV 7DD

It is similar to interest

NN KR

nm 1N
" IINPITNNYW NN HY

Take this N0 on the condition that you return it

nWNa
NOTIPN NPR

To a woman for Kiddushin,
the Kiddushin is not effective

glak]
mp RS

To buy a field,
the sale is not effective

AIIN2
NN 7T RY
Terumah to a Kohen
with the condition
that he must return it

he DID fulfill
his Terumah obligation

120 PTD2
17D 12 PN

To redeem his firstborn son
the son is not redeemed

/Jﬂ/é)//uat/
£l you
DYIED NP Y 7opD /P20
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The Gemara asks what is the difference?

According to the opinion

PIIZ NI HY I

hinlakntslt)

A gift given on condition that it shall be returned is still
considered a gift. Although there is a stipulation that the
person cannot keep the gift, it is completely his during the
time he has it, as long as he gives it back.

MIMNIIPOR

All these transactions should be effective, because they
did receive the money.

And according to the opinion

P N Sy 70N

IO W RY

A gift given on condition that it shall be returned is NOT
considered a gift

N2 DI N OR

All these transactions are not effective, and the Terumah
obligation was not fulfilled either, because they did not
receive anything.

Therefore, the Gemara concludes that X217 actually holds
P NI Sy Inn

nmn Y

As he ruled regarding »nx

DTPIANW Nan SY I INR 10

RZ? 17 1DV)

RX? KD IND DRI

If he fulfilled the condition and gave it back, he was X3»
because at the time it belonged to him.

Therefore, in our cases

RIPRplen]

They are all effective;

TR 735

PO5NA IRI TOR PRY 05

Except in the case of Kiddushin it is not effective 131277,
because this is similar to the p3p of po>m in which she
accepts the 9710, the kerchief and returns it, in which case
the Kiddushin would not be effective, because it was not a
mnn.
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What is the difference?

According to the opinion
»mnb nap by nann
NOND NHY
1M1 197DR
2901

NIDD DY RO
nMIIN 197DKR
?R9 M2

427 w‘wﬂy/w&/ﬁ/
TN NN DY Nann

N NNwY
Ay he rilled re?ar/' W
Nt NINR 12N
" INPTNNY NN HY
RX? - 19TNM PV
RX? XY - IRY ON)

W%ﬁ@, i our cases
2P 702
NOKRN 125
NP1 NORK PRY DY
1°®*%N2

According to the opinion
YTNND NIp Sy Nanw
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