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Intro
Today we will Be“H learny"» q7 of pwimp noon. ’ ’ ,
Some of the topics we will learn about include: U7 I nn

SOwTRNN Y WITPNN

If someone repeatedly attempts Kiddushin by using
completely separate statements, each statement is a valid
Kiddushin only if it utilizes a full nv115 by itself.
However,

7NN

If he made one statement, but mentioned several
individual items to be used for the Kiddushin, itis a
N whether X019 117, each statement is a separate 1(:1 1(:1 1(:
Kiddushin, or X019 171 R, they are considered a single

Kiddushin and it is valid if the items are collectively
worth a nvIo.

However,

PR32

If he refers to these items collectively, and says that

together they should affect a Kiddushin, it is certainly a 15&:

single Kiddushin.

oM WP
‘ An outstanding loan cannot be used for Kiddushin, as the
Gemara will elaborate on 1”1 97.

WTPNN
MON2

DN RS YD

Generally, if a Kiddushin is ineffective, the money must
be returned.

On the other hand,

IMNR WIPNIH

Since is well-known that it is impossible for one to be
wpn his sister. If one does so, it is a np>nn» whether he

intended to give her the money 1779 owb, for safekeep- : :
ing, and it must be returned, or mann oY, as a gift, and it ’
need not be returned. n ﬂt] I l

. IR OTPPN

)
Yecheskel . .
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. mnR INSN WIonn

15n can only be separated from dough, not from flour.

1975V YN i 0NN

One may not choose inferior produce to use for nmn.
However, Rn»mixTn the mmnis valid, while the 1327 1 l l I I w’ DD ‘
required him to separate 715170 again. I

NYIN O 0NN
NDMN HY
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So let's review...

The Mishnah discusses how to interpret someone’s
actions when he uses several items for Kiddushin:
Zugt di Mishnah

TONRY MR

N2 wIPNn

115 wIpnn

If someone twice told a woman “Be nwTipi» to me with
this date,“ each time handing her another fruit;

701D MW D NNRA W’ DR

nwNPH

DUTPH YR IR DR

The Kiddushin is effective only if either date alone is
worth a oMo,

However,

NN

Ifhe said “Be nwTipn to me with this, this, and this,” and
gave her several dates;

09192 710170 MW W’ DR

nwTPH

DUTPH YR IR DR

The Kiddushin is effective even if they are only worth one
o170 collectively.

The Gemara explains

NI PYNYw 17

The Mishnah follows the opinion of py»w *23, and
WIPNN WIPNN

ROID 1A

Ifhe repeated > 'wpnn, they are considered two distinct
statements, each a separate attempt at Kiddushin. There-
fore, each must be a full 7o19.

NN RD

R RVID KD

If he repeated 13, it is considered one statement and one
Kiddushin, even though it's comprised of several distinct
components. Therefore, it's sufficient for all the dates to
be worth a 7170 collectively.

Dedicated By:
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How to interpret someone’s actions
when he uses several items for Kiddushin

f’yg/‘/
meRD 1IN

Wt 1703 0 PR
12 49 PN

Each time handing her another fruit;

DYTPR - D M2 [ NAN2 ¥ 0N

DTN N - IO DN

A NI N2

And gave her several dates

DI - D93 D e v o
DTIPM - 7N NS DN

X1 Ilvv 111
O TPNN YVTPNN
RVID NN

They are considered two distinct statements,
each a separate attempt at Kiddushin

We%ar&,

each must be a//aﬂ 2000

1721 1T
RIN RVLID INY

It’s considered one statement
Therefore,
a‘y_wf%wu‘ r all the dutes
ts be worth & 20070 cof/ea‘wd?/
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. However, the Gemara on " q7 cites the opinion of 29,
that
T P19 RIW RD

IPI) 1T RIW ROY However, the Gemara on SN ﬂ7
N1 RV cifes the gpinion %

When someone mentions several items separately, even 177

as part of one statement, they are considered distinct

attempts at Kiddushin, and it's effective only if one of n’t: n’t: Rnw Rb
them is worth a full nv17o by itself.
N7 NI R1W X

XN ROID

And ity #a‘éw onl?/ %m&% them
& worth & M 2000 éy/ a‘w%

The Mishnah concludes
ANWRI ANWRI NN N
DWUTIPH PR

70D MW 170 NNRA RPW TY

If she ate each date as she received them, the Kiddushin is s
valid only if one of the dates was worth a full ;70199. nzijﬁ nzijﬁ n :1R nn’n
The Gemara offers two interpretations of this last phrase: nwﬂwpn n Jqs

. :;j;lﬂ PR SRIVYI 27 znn nnx: anw ﬂv
Nl MY

It's referring to where he said "wipni wipnn, each
statement constituting a separate attempt at Kiddushin.
Nevertheless, the Mishnah repeats

701D MW [ AR RPW TV

Because,

0737 R PRI NYIN

NWOI RIPI I NIPR

We might have thought that she agrees to accept a
Kiddushin of less than a 70199 mw, because she derives
immediate enjoyment from the fruit. The Mishnah IR X XY I

therefore stresses that nevertheless there must be a single Rt’”j&

date worth a full hv1I0 by itself.

Tuw inferpretation:
1

RS N
W29 WA, RN 0 weenn
PTIP - YD M 7 NNND B DN
PP N - 8D o8

Nevertheless, the Mishnah repeatty

2010 /L pop ot £9C 7Y
Because,

NN™1N X2 DNIN NN
NWDI RPN NN RV

' The Mishnaky f/ber%om stresses that
nevertheless there must be a jw% date

worth w/aﬂ 2000 éy/ a‘w%

A
eskel N .
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ROOR

It's referring to where he said 1721112, making only one statement.
Nevertheless, the first few dates cannot contribute to the value
ofthe 7v17o, because

N ibia)

As Rashi explains

IR POITR

0919 0YIPNY TY

The Kiddushin is only completed when she receives all the
dates. Therefore, the value of the dates she already ate is
considered a loan, and cannot be used for Kiddushin, as the
Gemara will soon explain.

Therefore, the Mishnah means

701D MW ANINRL RV TV

The LAST date must be worth a 70199 by itself for the
Kiddushin to be effective.

R37ON
15N MR 27T YD VDY
We can infer three Halachos from "»x 27's interpretation:

1.
DUTPHN AR moma wIpPNi

One cannot use the value of an outstanding loan for Kiddushin.
The Gemara will discuss this concept more fully on 1" q7.

2.

010 MHPA WP

JO1ION ANYT

If someone uses both a loan and real currency for Kiddushin,
their intention is primarily to use the currency, and so the
Kiddushin IS effective. As in this case, both the first few dates,
which are a loan, and the last date, which has intrinsic value,
were used for the Kiddushin.

3.

DN ROV YD

Whenever Kiddushin is ineffective, the money is considered a
NP9, a deposit, and must be returned. Therefore, when he gives
her several items to be used collectively for Kiddushin, they do
not become hers until she receives them all. Accordingly, if she
eats the dates before the Kiddushin is completed,

AN>IR2 MO TAVITR

It becomes a loan, because she is eating his fruit, and it cannot
later affect Kiddushin.

The Gemara on 1”1 q7 cites a Xn»72 that discusses a third
scenario:

TR P2 5N D WTPNN

PR WTPNA A IRY IR

DWITRH 701D W 0152 v DR

TUTIPN PR IR ORI

Ifhe gave her an acorn, a pomegranate and a nut, and said “Be
nwTpn to me with THESE,“ this is clearly a single attempt at
Kiddushin, and it is effective if they are collectively worth a
oMo,

The Gemara points out that the X712 does not differentiate
whether she ate them or not, because

19R2 772 IBRT R DD

99K R WO 1IN Rp 1D

Since he said “with these," he intends for her to acquire each item
as soon as she receives it, and so they are not a loan and can all
contribute towards the nv1Io.

DafHachaim.org

2
TIX'IX 11

RDIOR

i=ARimiRim]
DYTPn - 53 D MY B o
DYTPh - AN WY aNY

Nevertheless, f/w/«'//ﬂ‘/ew dates
cannat contribute to the value o/ the 30110
because

NN MON
99 OS5 PEVTD
o> OO3PHE 7V

X271 1IX

MR 277N NI YNVY
non

3 p) 1

myn wIPNN  WTPHH

NNHYY2 MOna Mona
atiiel] NV NN

YT nwNpn

NLVIIDR

A third scenario:

MINDY sz noxa % N

oN2 % wnn b N W

DNYYTPR - YD M o953 ¥ oN
DYTPR AN - WO oNY

The gnp does nat /#ermﬂa/&
wheither she ate them or not
Because
/@p a/wt? £ 5
2k P o 2t p o
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The Gemara explores a case where the money was certainly
NOT intended for Kiddushin: imnx wipnn

If someone gives his sister money for Kiddushin;

MNRA POOIN POITR PRY VTP DR

Everyone knows that one cannot marry his sister. Therefore,
there is a Machlokes as to the status of this money:

DN MY IR 17

She must return the money, because

jinela)alibRinhieia

192pn RS 110

The money was intended for safekeeping, and he gave it in this
manner because he suspected that otherwise she would not
agree.

IR HRIVY

fahialoBaliVia)

The money was a gift and she may keep it, because

mi owb [N s

RNM 7Y RO 120

He intended it as a gift, and he gave it in this manner because he
thought she would be embarrassed to accept a gift.

The Gemara questions SXnw from a RnI2:

mR Mo WIonn

ORIrR

If someone separates 1> from his flour, he did not fulfill his
obligation, because the Pasuk says

DONOIY MUK

751 must be separated from dough.

T Tahm

And the Kohein must return it.

This is consistent with Rav’s opinion

TP DY M3

However, according to Shmuel who holds

Mo 0w M

We should say

MR 19N 2w 1I9N PRY YT OTR

fphistoYalizbRleh]

He certainly knew this Halachah, and intended the flouras a
gift?

The Gemara answers

130 0N P17

If we allow him to keep the flour, it might result in one of the
following unfortunate consequences:

1.

MO PRI 120p

15201 750 IR

The Kohein might assume that this is valid 75n and no longer
obligated, and he will then add it to new dough. However, since
itis not valid n5n, the new dough does become obligated in 75m,
and he will then eat it without separating n>n. Although,

nnp mon owIon PRW VTP DR

He might think

RN PPV

17197 RA70 DIWD

PIYTR 1727 RAPO

He might think that it's forbidden to separate 15n from flour only
to avoid overburdening the Kohein, and he may waive this right.

2.

manbyaqaop

oY P

R>202 505 NNy

The owner of the produce will think that his flour is tithed, and
will eat untithed produce, because

oY n5aP 9T RAPY

The Kohein willingly accepted the extra burden of accepting
1on from flour,

n’an Yya 120p

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara @9@(@#@ @ case
Where the money was certainly
NOT intended for Kiddushin:

IMNR OTPNPN

Vit podLn //é/?f/) //,eé V3 pt

010N Myn  DINN MYyn

Because Becauwse
%4 p/é///y/ IME /3P0 p/é//mj/ IME
,éyJ[// Df/,éafa.) PO /PPN L’/Laa

ANIP
M oM B
oM WN

oo RN

2) | 2 must be from dough | ()
11 T2 o

We should say
2 > PIW 1 £ Y31 p7E
o Ay

Z%wad&w hitw 1y éeef/z%e/ﬂ%ar,
2 1

MDY NpPNI 120p

N0 Mpm N92°02 NYMH *NN

R92°02 H9MYH NN

/Mr‘/w%
P 2 PN //té Y3/ Pt
He m«?/»f think
/P37 0PIy N 1NN
dplnt 237 nd)

Because
/297 )é/n'/

/Y >, D/’)
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. However, the Gemara asks
5oRN R AN PN 2
AR DI 19N PHY RIPW TY :

We should decree that he may keep it, BUT must separate l?
DRN X1 NMIN NN

nbn again, as the Mishnah states

PIIPRY DY 11 NoN MY RYPW TY
DORN RO N
Y9 RSP TV 29NR DIPNN

IR DIPHHD TV TININ

If someone separated 7wym 7N from produce that was
obligated Xxn»mx7» for other produce which is only
obligated 132971, the Kohein may keep the nm»an but must

We should decree that he may keep it,
BUT must separate nbn again?

again separate 170 for it from other produce? 2 oV

The Gemara answes 2998 N 5 2P i
Since the 70 was allocated on behalf of different ‘7:&“ N‘?" atalimtel
produce, the Kohein will understand that it may not have 3 ey

been effective, and he will separate 75170 again; 2 ‘71’ NS .Iv

TPRY R RID TN

Since the 75m was originally separated from the same
container as the rest of the flour, he will not accept this
ruling.

AN QPR WP [N

X1 TN2 20 N2
[ _ MORY RY RN

Since thenbn Since the nonn
was originally separated was allocated on behalf
from the same container of different produce
as the rest of the flour the Kohein will understand
he will not it may not
accept this ruling have been effective
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