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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn "> 97 of P, noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

D213 725 LMY

When a Jew slaughters a non-Jew’s animal for him,
whether the owner’s intentions for idolatry invalidates the
7o nvY;

7725 AMaYn Pawnn

Whether an intention during one 7712p to perform another
772Y improperly, can invalidate the animal;

The Gemara discusses

9

Intentions to sacrifice the animal at the wrong time;
w5 ROV

Intentions to offer the j29p for the sake of another j29p;
and

D290 N7V

Intentions to sacrifice for idolatry.

MY YIIN2

Intentions of m0 invalidate w7p during all four mmay,
onY

o3P

P

i

But intent for idolatry invalidates P> only during nonw
and i,

Tonw

OY 2WN 3NN

If one slaughtered an animal and then had these intentions
for idolatry;

Whether we say

oINSy o0 o

His subsequent actions lead us to assume that he also
slaughtered it for idolatry?

IORY R

TR VA 1AM

"2 prwb nxn

If a healthy person requests that a Gett be written for his
wife, but does not add that it should be given to her,
whether we assume that he was sincere or not?

D™INRY YOI MmN

D72V 172 v

12 WOR PR 1197 ORI

If someone wrote over his assets to another person, and
these assets included some slaves, and the recipient
declines to take ownership of the slaves;

This Halachah depends whether

mx

He protested, or

PIw

He was quiet.
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So, let's review...

The Mishnah earlier discussed

0201 TV LMWVA

When a Jew slaughters a non-Jew’s animal for him,
whether the owner’s intentions for idolatry invalidate the
oomw.

The Gemara now cites a related np>nm:

AP0 IR VMYN

07202 nTaYh T

02910 NTaYY nabn YoRnN

If one slaughtered an animal intending to perform 1>
with its blood, or to burn its fats, for an idol;

IR AP 22

909

The nvnw is invalid, and

MWRWPY 1AW

fanlaila)

The nonw is valid;

And the Gemara explains

19109 IR 1Y 127

Because,

ATIYY ATV PIVND

D7ION PIN YO

Intent during one 772y to perform another nmay for
idolatry invalidates the nvnw;

Because we derive the law of 1, such as intentions for
idolatry, from the laws of ow7p;

Where a Kohein’s intention during one 7712y to perform
another nMay at the wrong time, renders the 123p as 59;

While

TN MR WP W

Because,

ATAYY ATAYD PV PR

D7ION YIN 173 R

Intentions during one 771y to perform another 7M1y for
idolatry does not invalidate the nonw;

Because we do not derive the law of P51, such as
intentions of idolatry, from the laws of »w7p;

Where such intentions render a 127p as »s;

Q'22%12 'I:W‘? [ hl7fy

When a Jew slaughters a non-Jew’s animal for him,
whether the owner’s intentions for idolatry
invalidate the npmw

A related ppilp..

nNN2N IR VMWVN
02510 NTI2AYY AT D
0°2215 NTI2YY N2AON PVPIN

If one slaughtered an animal
intending to perform npr with its blood
or to burn its fats, for an idol

WE /p) 7RI
nNod

Wt Op/pp €
namn

PAVND PR pawnn

NIV NTIVY
DJ5N YN ]MINI )]
Intent during one nTa
for another nmay

does not invalidate the nonw;

Because
we do not derive poin
frompwTp
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NTI2DD NTIAVD
DJOD YN )J’Db’)
Intent during one nTap
for another nTav
invalidates the nonw;
Because
we derive p5in
frompwTp
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A similar npbnm:

WS oY

WY ROV T I

A nxon 1297 that is brought mow5 RSw, for the sake of
another j29p, is invalid.

If one slaughtered a nxon j29p with intentions to perform
7 with its blood for the sake of another j127p;

AR IO 2

pplieh)

The j127p is invalid;

MRYPH AWM

wd

The j29p is valid;

And the Gemara explains

12100 MR 1Y 727

Because,

A7aY5 NTAYn PAwnD

D10 NAVMADN 170N

Intentions during one 772y to perform another 1712 with
intentions of npWS R>w invalidate the 127p;

Because we derive the laws of mdw5 Xbw from the laws of
we;

Where these intentions would render the j27p as H»s;

While,

W IR WP 12 W™

Because,

7725 AN PN PR

S0 NAWAHH 137103 R

Intentions during one 71712y to perform another 7172y with
intentions of WY K5 do not invalidate the 127p;

Because we do not derive the laws of inw5 5w from the
laws of S,

The Gemara challenges these opinions from our Mishnah,
where "o 7 expounds ay'p:

>0 mAwnPIY [n)ipielninis)

POTPINI

TV IR ROR 297 997 PR

Ifregarding ow7p, where intent invalidates, we only go by
the intent of the one performing the 7721, and not by the
owner of the animal;

NS00 72WNN PRY DIPH

o2

157 597 R RSW PTIPR

VMW IR ROR

Regarding p»n, where intent does not invalidate, certainly
we only go by the intent of the one slaughtering.

A similar J)/')/ﬁ//..

NNHWY NLNY
NNV ROW INT P1TH

If one slaughtered a pRvD 27
with intentions to perform ymr
with its blood for the sake of another )27

4 @/)//p V)
NIWD

VNN PR
NTI2VS NTVY
]2 R
519 pawnnn
Intentions during one nTay
for another nTay
do not invalidate the j27p;
Because
we do not derive npwd Nbw
from 5o

The Gemara

2pR
nooWD mawnm PN
Mo
Vil
7911 Som 8 oW
T IR NON
Regarding pbm,
where intent
does not invalidate,
certainly
we only go by the intent
of the one slaughtering
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/Y
12100

VNN
NTIALD NTIAVD
1202
5129 pawnnn
Intentions during one Ny
for another nTav
invalidate the)2p;
Because
we derive npw5 RdW
from 5o

these gpinions
%rom/ our Wishnahy, where sop ' Wam/ﬁ/a/ /'p

DI 1
n5o MawnanY
- arien
v
T S N
T2 9NN 8ON

If regarding pwTp,
where intent
invalidates,

we only go by the intent
of the one
performing the nTap
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The Gemara analyzes "o '7's assertion that

512 NYO9 MWD PR

Intent does not invalidate regarding p>n:

555 1509 RYT RN

RIOIDT D221 NTAYT AT ROR

1> nmown >n

Obviously, intent does invalidate. Otherwise, there would
be no case of slaughtering an animal for idolatry;

Rather,

ATV ATV

This refers to intent during one 772y regarding another,
and oy *17 was saying that

PWIPI N0 MWD

ATYY ATV

oM nbow mawnn PR

ATV ATV

Intention during one 771y for another 7M1y invalidates
only o'w7p, but such intentions of idolatry do not
invalidate P5m.

And, now, the Gemara asks

WP 1w RWR DI

The Mishnah rules that regarding all ow7p
A5 ATAYD PAwnn

This contradicts w5 w1 who says

T12YY ATIAYD PAVAN PR

Regarding mmwh Rbw

On the other hand,

1Y 275 RWR 7N

The Mishnah rules that regarding p>in
ATIAYY AL PV PR

This contradicts 137 *27 who says
A72Y5 ATAYD PV

Regarding 7 nmay

DafHachaim.org

The Yemara “M%@ wop '3’y assertion that
/%p N/o/d b Vi

555 Nbpo RHT NN
NIDIYDT D210 NTIAVT NMAT NOR

N> NNOWD 10
Obviously, intent does invalidate.
Otherwise, there would be no case
of slaughtering an animal for idolatry;

Rather,

NTIDD NTIYD
This refers to intent during one niay
regarding another

and op WM/W
PYTPIN2 NODI® NIAWND

NTYd NP
p5IN2 NODI® NIWND PN

NT2avb nTawn
Intention during one nTap for another nT12v
invalidates only pwTp,
but such intentions of idolatry do not invalidate p>in

And the Gemara asky
wpb 2 wHb mwp Do
The Mishnah rules
regarding all pwTp
paWND
NTavb nTavn

PS> wN says
p2WND PN
NTAYd NTAYD
regarding npwb Rbw

On the dther hand,
]nD mb Nwp yIn
The Mishnah rules
regarding poin
P2WND PR
DTV NTaYn

]aDP 127 Says
p2WND

NTavd nTavp

regarding "1 nT2Y
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. The Gemara answers
MY ya1INa Vv
0127 is NOT referring to intentions 7125 772w, but to
the number of mmay where intention invalidates, and it
means MTIY YI2IR2

PWIPINI D70 AWM pp 127 is NOT referring to intentions nTavb nTawn
but to the number of mm2p where intention invalidates

mTay YN
But

Poma nbow mawnn PR
mMTaY Nwa ROR

Intentions of )0 invalidate ow7p during all four mmay; an'ID nawWNN ]’R J"I'J'D'ID nawWNN
oY ]"71113 PWTPIN2
p MT2Y "NWARIR  MTIY Y2IR2
:'IP’W‘T Intentions of idolatry Intentions of Mo
But intentions of idolatry invalidate P> only during invalidate p>in invalidate owTp
nonw and 7P only during during all four mmay;

------ o and npT NPT - 25N - nHIp - NLINY
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The Gemara cites a related Xn»72:

NN DR OMYR

DM NTAYS ANT IS

A0 NTAYY nabn ORI

DTN N ORI

If one slaughters an animal with the intention to perform
771 or n7vpn for idolatry, the animal is considered a
sacrifice of idolatry and forbidden.

However, the Xn72 continues,

Jonw

5V 2w N 3NN

IR RD MOR KD 721K KD

If he first slaughtered it and then had these intentions, the
o»on did not clearly forbid nor permit it, and the Gemara
offers several explanations:

1.

The Mishnah on ©v"5 97 cites a n,>rn whether
02213 72 NAWM DNO

2915 NS

We assume that a non-Jew always slaughters with
intentions for idolatry.

Therefore,

NOR 12 IR N?

11277 1730 DYODR

IR

TYHR 12771712 DD

They did not expressly forbid it, because according to the
1127, it is permitted, and although he is an idolater, we do
not assume that the nv'nw was for idolatry.

However, they also did not expressly permit it, because
according to >R 27 it is forbidden, because we do
assume that since he is an idolater, he slaughtered for
idolatry.

Dedicated By:
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ANNIp...

TSN NN BRI
D30 ATAYY AT 1o
ava31s naph mabn -vmn‘a\
DY '3t YON

If one slaughters an animalwith the intention
to perform npr or mwpn for idolatry,
the animal is considered a sacrifice of idolatry
and forbidden

e
O 3L 57PN

A0 MDY NN NO 12 19N KO

If he first slaughtered it and then had these intentions,
the pmon did not clearly forbid nor permit it

The Gemara o/%em/
several Wmfwtw

1

2Y35Y3 92 NS BND
'35 nTaps

We assume that a non-Jew always slaughters
with intentions for idolatry

W%ar& .

DN N2 NOR NS
Dwpn
9207 T2
Although he is an idolater,
we do not assume
the no/nw was for idolatry

N RS
Dwwn
MWBN 12T 1M
Aecause we do assume
that since he is an idolater,
he slaughtered for idolatry

Chulin39-6



Dedicated By:

Bk A o

However, the Gemara differentiates:

2WAT RIWDWY RS DA

WNT RIVHW RO

m5Tn Yy 1010 o

In our case, since he did have intentions of idolatry at the
end, we assume that he had them during the slaughter, as
well.

Therefore, in our case, even according to the 1227 it should
be MoN?

Alternately,

0’2212 721 NIV DNO

D391 NS

SR’ HIR

1R R 150N Y 1970 Mo

We only assume that a non-Jew always slaughters for
idolatry, but we don’t assume this even for a renegade
Jew, even if he is an idolater.

Therefore, in our case, even according to WYHR 37 it
should be rm»?

2.

Therefore, the Gemara amends the previous statement:
Y7712 IR RO

5SRO0 12 PYDY °277 17120 DIOD

They did not expressly permit it, because of the opinion of
5R513 12 YW *17 in the following Mishnah:

IDRY RI37

MR V312N

ma prwh nxa

If a healthy person requests that a Gett be written for his
wife but does not add that it should be given to her, we
assume that he was not sincere.

However, the Gemara explains,

M5IN 5V 1910 717 DR

VI N

If we can infer from his subsequent actions that he was
sincere, the Gett they gave in the interim is valid.

DafHachaim.org

8y

However, the Gemara dfferentiates:
DYUNT NIDVHVY NO D
DYNT NIVPOY NI
NONN DD 19D MM
Inour case,
since he did have intentions of idolatry at the end,
we assume he had them during the slaughter, as well
Therefore, in our case,

evew ucor/m?/ t the /Y7 it shoudd be yor?

/fﬁ‘emm‘@@/,
D231 T2V NIYNY DND
D221> NTIIVD
SN DaN
1IN RS 1NN by 110 Mo
We only assume
that a non-Jew always slaughters for idolatry,
but we don’t assume this
even for a renegade Jew, even if he is an idolater

Therefore, in our case,

even accor/m?/ fo 7)’)/1,@ 22 it shoukd be yy?

2
W%ﬁr e,
the Gemara amends the previous statement:
N NI NPR R
5zbna )2 poow 1237 120 DYDY
They did not expressly permit it,

because of the opinion of 58502 )2 pow 12
in the following Mishnah:

MRS 13 1303 N N3
M3 P 13n

If a healthy person requests
that a Gett be written for his wife
but does not add that it should be given to her,
we assume that he was not sincere.

However, the Gemara explains,

DI NT M NDNN by 1vID NN DN
Ifwe can infer from his subsequent actions
that he was sincere,
the Gett they gave in the interim is valid

Chulin39-7



Dedicated By:

wb a1 N

And indeed, the Mishnah continues:

N33 YD

IIWRD V312N IRY

nm 5on mb mHm

A healthy person asked that a Gett be written for his wife,
and he then went to the roof, fell off, and died, and ’23
58513 12 pwnw ruled

501 MIYL OR

VI

INMT M7 OR)

V3 IR

If he threw himself off, the Gett is valid, because we now
understand that he was sincere;

But if he fell off, the Gett is not valid.

Similarly, the Gemara suggests, YR'>13 12 ppnw 127 would
rule in our case

M>NN Sy 100 i

Since he later had intentions for idolatry, we assume that
the slaughter was also for idolatry, and the he would
forbid the animal.

However, the Gemara differentiates:
1AM IORPT ONN IRY KT
He instructed them to write the Gett, so we can now

determine that he wanted it to be given, but in our case, we

have no prior indication that he slaughtered for idolatry.

DafHachaim.org

NY32 PP
NS 13 1305 N
Y 53 215 1O

A healthy person asked
that a Gett be written for his wife,
and he then went to the roof, fell off, and died,
and 5Nbna )2 ppw 1) ruled

AT M9 ONY bD) MAXPD ON
03N 03 aa

Because we now understand
that he way sincere;

Similarly, the Gemarw suggests,

o0 Pl woukd rale in our case

N>NN Sy 1DID NN
Since he later had intentions for idolatry,
we assume that the slaughter was also for idolatry,
and the he would forbid the animal.

N
However, the Gemara /%Z@VWM%/

12703 INPT DN 2INY NpbT

He instructed them to write the Gett,
S0 we can now determine
that he wanted it to be given

but in our case,
we have no prior indication
that he slaughtered for idolatry
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3.

Another explanation;

SROM3 12 PYBY 127717120 DD

They did not expressly permit it, because of the opinion of
58S13 12 W 27 in the following Rn772:

DINRD P21 2MdN

D72V 172 P

712 WOR R 7197 BN

If someone wrote over his assets to another person and
these assets included some slaves, and the recipient
declined to take ownership of the slaves;

7271012770 DR

PN POIIR R A

If the recipient is a Kohein, the slaves may eat 17n,
because he ultimately did take possession of the slaves.
However,

IR DR 12 YW 127

172 "WOR R 7191 IORY 1

PWIP 112131720

Once he said that he does not want the slaves, the heirs of
the original master acquired them, and since the heirs are
not Kohanim, the slaves may not eat 1.

Dedicated By:
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3
Anather Wmfwn/

5zbna )2 poow 1277 1M2> DIwn
They did not expressly permit it,

because of the opinion of 5N5na )2 pypw 1)
in the following Rp™M2:

oy’ 1053 3R
DTy 112
1712 WO N 19 N

If someone wrote over his assets to another person
and these assets included some slaves,
and the recipient
declined to take ownership of the slaves

Sl R /I )
NP 0D
112 WHN N 1o
PR 173 191 930

The heirs
of the original master
acquired them,
and since they’re not Kohanim,
the slaves may not eat nonn

.',(.’M’) 9/;
1713 W 137 7 O
PO 9N I

at~)inigie]
Because
he ultimately
did take possession
of the slaves
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And the Gemara elaborates:

RV AR

mIp ROT W50 RH »”T

If he protested immediately, all agree that he certainly
does not acquire them forcibly;

s PO PIMw3

IpT 0Ho R V"7

Ifhe was quiet initially, and only protested later, all agree
that he did acquire them;

IR YD AT 199 2

ms Yo prw

The np>nn applies to where someone else acquired them
on his behalf'in his presence, and he was quiet initially,
and later protested;

930 NP RIN

NNP POV

TR RPTORM

2T RP VT

As soon as he was quiet, he took ownership of the slaves,
and when he protested, he was retracting, but this is not
effective;

930 SR°5M3 12 unw 17

M>nn Y100 N

RV NS RT RN

ANXR ORDR 777H NR RY 3 720

His subsequent protest indicates that he never wanted to
acquire the slaves, and the reason he was quiet at first was
that he did not see the need to protest, since he never took
possession of them.

The Gemara rules

Oy 12790 7950

That the owner’s intention never invalidates, even
regarding DWTP.
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The Gemara elakorates:
N7P’D)9 mN2

Nop NOT b RD Vo7
If he protested immediately,
all agree he certainly does not acquire them forcibly;

mx D1) pnY2a

NPT 20D RO VT
If he was quiet initially, and only protested later,
all agree that he did acquire them

\ 4

INR 7D 15 NITY 110D 1D
X 025 pHw)
The npbnn applies to
where someone else acquired them
on his behalf in his presence,
and he was quiet initially, and later protested

w0 fefe R JIE )

2P0 ,e,«yo ,{jj)
m>nn by 190 mon

NP PRYTH
NIY RpT NN

M2 TN NP ITdD
As soon as he was quiet,
he took ownership
of the slaves,
and when he protested,
he was retracting,
but this is not effective

NIPDLY NN RDT RM
D5 MR NS 1D YD

NIXN INDN
His subsequent protest
indicates he never wanted
to acquire the slaves,
and the reason
he was quiet at first
was that he did not
see the need to protest,
since he never took
possession of them

The gemam/ru[w
YD 727D NOYN

That the owner’s intention
never invalidates,
even regarding DwTp
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