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Today we will n”va learn X197 of pwiTp NoONH.
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

AN TOR WIPHA

AR AMNR) TUR IR

YT PR

If a person gave Kiddushin simultaneously to both, a
woman and her daughter, or to two sisters, as Rashi
explains he stated; “Both of you are nw7p» to me;“ neither
Kiddushin is effective, because

IR HIPRY DO

PR NAR N2212°9R

Since a person who was already wpn the first sister
cannot be wTpn the second sister, he cannot be w7pn» both
sisters simultaneously either. Therefore, none take effect.

The two exceptions to this rule are 3w wyn» and TwYn
Ny

The Machlokes »ax and X217 regarding

R3S PO PRY PUITR

A Kiddushin in which the marriage cannot be consum-
mated, such as, a person who gave Kiddushin to one of
two sisters and did not specify; he cannot marry any one
of them, because each woman is possibly 1nwR mnx;
Does this Kiddushin take effect or not?

The explanation of the Mishnah according to both, »ax
and X317

The Gemara makes several attempts to prove as »ax that
N5 PNOD PR POITR
TOITR NN

The Gemara’s final proof from the Braisa of

N2 WM T O3 T T

2320 TARS DWTIPH M DA TR

If one person had five sons and a second person had five
daughters, and the boy’s father gave the girl’s father
Kiddushin and stated; one of your daughters shall become
nWTPn to one of my sons, in which the Kiddushin does
take effect, even though it was x5 p7on p.

D"p 5”2 »aRT PO RN
This is one of the six cases where we rule like »ar rather
than 2.
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NN2) VR WTPHN
NNRD NINRI TOR R
MOTIPN JR

DT IR T2 1RW YO
1°R NNX N22 19X

The two exceptions to this rule are
W IWDVY and NHN2 IVYD

PWOITP
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

N2 VR WTPHN

AMINRI TOR IR

jaipl e)

MYUTPN PR

If a person simultaneously gave Kiddushin to both, a
woman and her daughter, or to two sisters, as Rashi
explains he stated;

D MVTIPH DN 1

Both of you are nwmpn to me;

Neither Kiddushin is effective.

DWIWNNI VYD

NPIR NV 172

There was incident of five women, and among them two
sisters;

DIRN 5w 15959 TR DTR VP

A PYaw SO ama v

A person collected a basket of their figs during Shmittah,
when it's 997, ownerless, and now his;

11159592 °5 MwNPH 091 M7 N

112" 170 PAR TP

And he stated; “All of you shall become nw7ipn to me
through this basket,* and one woman accepted the basket
for all the others.

D137 1IOR)

MYTPH IPNR PR

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

The Gemara explains: The Pasuk states

%5 MpN RS MR SR TOR)

The word nrp refers to Kiddushin,

% INR M2

After having been wpn» one sister, one cannot be wipn the
second sister. The pw17p is not effective at all, because
she’s an 717 of \NWR MNR punishable by

291 MWV MWD NN

Now, nnx N33, as in the case of the Mishnah, we might
have thought that one of them is nwmp» but we don't
know which one. Therefore, the Mishnah teaches us that
neither one is NWTPH even POON.

127 explains X120n, that even one Kiddushin is not
effective, because

IR MIPRY 2

PR DR N2271°9K

Since one cannot take effect after the other, neither one
can take effect even when done simultaneously. There-
fore, none take effect.

>
DRIANY AWK N N2 RPN PEpan
Simubtaneonsly~ NN
DWTPR N
As Rashi explains - he stated;

S PIE7INN OIDE 90
Both of you are nwTipn to me

Therewas incidentof fve QY23 WHAMD MY
women, and among them PN PR Tn:‘

AN DTN B

two sisters;

A person collected a

basket of their figs during =Ry bw ns: .7:
Shmittah, when it’s 3pon, nlaka IHSW'I
ownerless, and now his ntuklnt nwvw:w ‘72”

W 1199932 *H A DD T N
193 7y 1 AmN A

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

Q221 YN

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

NNRX N22
We might have thought that one of them is DR TIPD
but we just don’t know which one

Therefore, the Mishnah teaches us that neither
one is DY TN even pODN

DAY}

Even one Kiddushin is not effective, because

DT INR NT2 1RW DO
1°R NNKX N2219DX

Since one cannot take effect after the other,
neither one can take effect even when done simultaneously.
Therefore, none take effect.
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The Gemara cites a Machlokes

R72D PO PRY POITR WIVR

IR IR

POITR N

IR RII

POITR MRS

In a case of a Kiddushin in which the marriage cannot be
consummated; such as

NPAR TWN NNR OTP

A person who gave Kiddushin to one of two sisters and
did not specify, cannot marry even one of them, because
each woman is possibly Inwx mnx.

72X holds the Kiddushin does take effect, and each woman
requires a poon VJ.

X117 holds the Kiddushin does not take effect at all,
because the Pasuk states

7OV TUR WR P’ D

The word nrp refers to Kiddushin of 903, and the word
7oy teaches

POITR N ARAS PNOBA PUITR

If the qoo w17 can lead to a marriage, the Kiddushin is
effective, however

RO PO PRY POITR

POITR MRS

If the 9o w17 cannot lead to a marriage, the Kiddushin is
not effective.

The Gemara explains that according to X327 thisis also a
reason for the Mishnah’s Halachah of

DNARD TONRI AUR WTPNHT

Both Kiddushin’s cannot take effect, because they are
each a x> pon prRY pwITR because of the other sister.

DafHachaim.org

WHE
IR PNON PRY POITP
AP Y
POITPNIRY  POITP N

In a case of a Kiddushin in which the marriage
cannot be consummated; such as

DPNNNYH HNN WT)
and did not specify, he cannot marry even one of them,
because each woman is possibly DWN DINN.
£P) "l
POTPNIRY  POITP N
The Kiddushin does not take effect The Kiddushin
because the Pasuk states does take effect,

o R b 1 D

D,é/p//n/a,«/;) Vel 51903 @3p
Ve e
5),&’/,3///7/0,1/ //,éé //!/?7)
7P 11D £
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The Gemara asks that there is an apparent contradiction in
the Mishnah:

The xw seems to support »2N, as it rules

NARI AMNRI TUR WTPHT

MYTPH PR

Only if he was w7p» BOTH sisters, is the Kiddushin NOT
effective;

MR TORD NOR K7

noTPn

But if he was w7pn ONE of two sisters but did not specify,
the Kiddushin IS effective; apparently because

R25 PO PRY PUITR

POITR N

However, the o°D seems to support X217, as the 0'»on ruled
in the case of

DWIWHN

MUTIPH DPIR PR

Only the two sisters are NOT nwmpn;

MWTPH NP0 R

But the other three women ARE nwmipn;

Now, what are the circumstances of this Kiddushin?
09519 IDRT RN

R WM DR IP

I RS 0m DR

It cannot be that he stated ALL of you are nwTipn to me,
because then all the Kiddushin’s would not be effective
because he does not want the Kiddushin of the three
women without the Kiddushin of the two sisters; as in the
case of one who specified that both a person and donkey
should acquire an item; the person does not acquire
because the donkey cannot acquire.

Therefore, it must be

DOP AR 172 MORT

MWTIPH DPAR PRI

As Rashi later explains he stated;

DO» NN D091

All you three and one of the two sisters shall become
nwUTNPn to me;

The Kiddushin for the three women is effective regardless
of the sisters, but the Kiddushin of the two sisters are not
effective. Apparently, because

N5 PNOD PRY POITR

POITR MRS

The Gemara answers;

TRYOY PINN 7R

THYOS PN RIT

The Mishnah can be understood according to both, »ax
and N27.
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The Nw™M seems to
support "IN
NWR OTPNN
DNRD NNMNXY
MYTIPN 1R

NNR RN
MR NWKRD
nOTIPN

The NDD seems to
support N2)

YW VNN
DR PR
moTpn

OM?/ the two sistery
are nat plzjpy

MYTIPN NMPI01 RN
But the dther 3 women
are Ny

Becawse. . .
3 t'p//n/aﬂ 1l 7P

U WP
09919 IDRT RPN /77

N 0D DN Jp
NP RD MM DN
Ay when one specilied that both a person & /mée?/
shoudd W@ A z‘/»@/zerwm dves nat W@
because the /mée?/ cannat acguire.

DON NNR NY MRT XX
MYTIiND NPDR PR IDP)
Ay Rashi latter @Ww he stated:
oon PN OO
Al yow three and one o% the two sisters shall

become nlsipp to me;

Because. . .
Vel & -3 tfp//n/a/«/ Vi

R29 MR

NMYVY YINn

MYV PINn
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According to »ax the Xw» is simple
DINRD AMNRI TUR WP

MYTIPN PR

Because

IR HIPRY D

IPR DAR D22 190R

TDINRI TURD DAR K7
noTPn

Because

AR5 PNON PRY POITR
POITR NN

And the xo'o refers to a case of

S WIRPNN AR IR TONR DN

He specified that only a woman whose marriage can be
consummated shall become nwTpn to me, in which
DMYUTIPHn DIMR PR

Both sisters are not nwmpn, because their Kiddushin is
not X35 IRY;

According to X117 in the Xw™
TINRI AMNRI TOR WTPHT
Includes

OMINRI TWURD AR

And in the X0

Y mwTPn 0351
Includes

PR IWHN NRRI 09919
And in all these cases
MYTPH NPIR PR
Because

AR PO PRY PUITR
POITR RS
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72X
/.’0'0 tﬂ?

2@%@&/ o wcawo//é NTONXR w-rpnn
NNRIN IR O NNXD NMNN)
" WTPNN NR22Y MOTIPN 1R
He speciflied that on/?/a/ Becawse
womary whose marviage car D5 Wt D5 yf,éé A
be consummated shall IO 1ok
become _nlipp to me,
i which case
MYTIPN NPNX PR
Becauwse
their Kiddushin it not
) 1

NNKR XN
NMNKR DWRN
nwTPN
Because
3);&’/9//'7/0// /';M /15/?1/9

N29
Loo £
0o NOR WTPNN
"N MOTIPH NNRD NN
Includes Includes
NNXY DO nNKR
NN YNON NN NWKRN

And in all these cases
muTIPN NN PR
Because
Vierle &/~ o 1IN 1A 7P
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The Gemara proceeds to cite several Mishnayos which
deal with cases of

DYORIVD DR

And they rule that a poon vj is required; which seems to
support »ax that

AR5 PO PRY POITR

TOITP NN

The Gemara explains that X271 will answer;

1IPOY 'RMA RN

129011 PO 1MW

In those cases it was known at the time of Kiddushin
which daughter was nwmp, and it was Ix*25 pmomn, and
only later he forgot which one. Therefore, they require a
POON VI,

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara proceeds to cite several Mishnayos
which deal with cases of

IR 2NYWN NNR

And they rule that a p®DD V2 is required;

)6/37 I/,)t
PPV > £

POITP
NR22Y PNON PRY
POITP M

1INWO
12991 NO2N

In those cases it was known
at the time of Kiddushin
which daughter was nWTIpD,
and it was NN PIDD,
and only later he forgot which one.
Therefore, they require a poD» DJ.
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The Gemara in the next Daf brings a final proofto »ax
from the following Braisa:

MYV INTVW'N

I3 7WNN M 013 IwNh S

2321 TR DOTIPN PN DNR ORI

If one person had five sons and a second person had five
daughters, and the boys’ father gave the girls’ father
Kiddushin and stated; one of your daughters shall become
nwTpPn to one of my sons; and as Rashi explains

YW IMRWYW 113D

All the sons had appointed their father as a 5w for
Kiddushin;

NN NNR 53

PO VNN NIR

Each girl requires five Gittin, a Gett from each son,
because,

AUTPNITVR DIT PR

JWTPNI DN ATYRD)

We do not know which girl became nwmpn», and we do
not know which son gave the Kiddushin.

DA IR NN

PO AVIIR ADI8 DORI DNR 5

1 TARD A%5M

If one of the sons died, each girl requires four Gittin, a
Gett from each surviving son, and they each require
Chalitzah from one son, because

N7 DA NOIIR RDW

Perhaps SHE was betrothed to the deceased.

Apparently, the Kiddushin for one girl was effective even
though it was a IR’25 P71O» PRY PWITR as each girl is
forbidden through the possible Kiddushin of nmnx?
And we cannot answer

129V13 PO IV

Because the Braisa clearly sets the scenario as

2120 TIRD NWTIPD I NAR

It was never specified.

Therefore, the Gemara concludes

RN2PN NXITTRND

Rava’s opinion is refuted.

0”3 5’72 »aART PInd RO

This is one of the six cases where we rule like »axr rather
than a1,
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"l
PP
NR2Y PNON PRY
PWITP NN

v

M2 NWNN N 022 NWHN NTH
NYWTIPN PPMIAN NNR XY
2210 TNRY

If one person had five sons
and a second person had five daughters,
and the boys’ father said one of your daughters
shall become DWTpP to one of my sons;

oA TR NN NNRY DNR 95
nNR) NNR 90 NYNN NN
102 NY2IR NN 107
10 TARN AR5 Each girl requires
If one of the sons died, five Gittin, a Gett from
each girl requires four Gittin, each son, because
a Gett from each surviving son, M7 PR
and they each require Chalitzah NOTPNM IR

from one son, because NN NTIRM
R DNN NOIIR RNWY NWTPN

Apparently, the Kiddushin for one girl was effective
even though it was - PN25 PIDD PRY pPUITH

The Gemara concludes

RXN21N R2IT RN2AVN

MIART NXNMD RNOY'M
0”ap 97y2
Thiy iy one o% the i cases where we rule like vt
rather than £3).
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