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[. The Issue of 13599
1. 1339 130 - The sages taught us: “A slave who brings his own freedom-document from

to and there o1y available to
confirm the validity of the document, and on the document it says
, the slave free
and he the property”.
Rashi says: a) The slave 10 say 3”93} 3”93 when he brings the Get.

b) The laws of freeing a slave are the same as the laws of

Rashi also says: a) We trust the slave when it comes to
because

b) We don’t trust a slave when it comes to
because

2. The Rabbis asked: ““What happens if on the document it says

? Do we say that since the liberation of the slave
and the acquiring of the property is mentioned in

and we R2%1 13379 therefore if he is
regarding his freedom he is regarding the property. OR,
since we RT3 13379 and he free and he
the property”.
3. AR says: “Since the slave free he the
property, because we R 133597,

4. X329 attacks ®aR saying: “I understand what you say regarding the slave that he
free because a slave is compared to a woman: just like a2 woman can

so a slave can
. But, regarding
the property, how can you say that he the property? The document
needs and until then he the property!”.




. »2X changes his mind and says: “Since the slave free he
the property, because we R 13597,

. Tosfos explains: “*aX didn’t change his mind because of X219’ attack. »ar prefers
explaining it the second way, because of the rule ©%on said “The person with the
document always ’.

. X329 attacks *ax saying: “I understand what you say that the slave the
property because the document needs and therefore he
the property. But, I cannot understand why you say that the slave
free; a slave is compared to a woman: just like a woman can

so a slave can
2

. %39 concludes saying: “In both cases (the case of 1339 330 & the case that the Rabbis
asked about) the Law is: The slave free and he

the property”’.

. TI301 93 RIR 39 told Ra:

a. It seems you hold like who holds
like we learned in the following Mishna:

X. Someone who wrote a document which says ““I give over all my property to my
slave”, the slave the property and also
free (because the slave ).

3. But if the Boss wrote a document which says ““I give over all my property to
my slave but I am keeping for myself ”?
The X &30 (2979) says that the slave free, because in this
case the owner went out of his way to leave something out for himself which
means that he , therefore
since he didn’t mention clearly that he gives over also the
to the slave, the slave free (unless the Boss writes clearly
“Your body and my property belong to you”’).

3. ¥ argues and says that the slave free In every case, except

for a case when the Boss mentions that he is keeping for himself
, 1In such a case the
slave free because when the Boss says he is keeping for
himself it could mean
that
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b. How can you hold like who holds we say/don’t say X2 130297
19Ny 29 clearly says: “The Halacha is like , even though oY 9
exalted with the Posuk ’.
We see that jn3 39 holds that we say/don’t say X% 133325!

The Gemara asks on 1559 93 X% 39: “Could you say that §ns 39 holds so? We have
a clear case which proves us the opposite! 1on3 39 says: ‘A Y9 2°5¥ who gives over all
his property to his slave and then he gets better, the property belongs to
(because we hold that a present of a »7 2'5%¥ who gets better
) and the slave free (because we
hold )’. We see that jns 39 holds that we
say/don’t say K2 pane!”?
SR 79 says: ““The reason why 1193 29 says earlier that the Halacha is like ,
is not because }M3 39 holds that we say/don’t say X3%7 13379. Rather, jns 39 holds
like only in that case, because

”»

2. Fights between w9 & mopin
Rashi: The Chiddush of %9 is in a case when the Boss writes on the document ‘All
my property belongs to you, except for a plot of land’ (and the Boss doesn’t specify

which plot of land it is) the slave free and he
property, even though we would have thought that he free because he
property. The reason why he property,
is because we .
Tosfos argues: What Rashi Paskens in the case he brings as “The Chiddush of w9
that the slave property is wrong, because we learned in
X903 Ra3: ‘Reuven sells someone half of a field to Shimon, but Shimon doesn’t know
what part of the field is sold, Shimon takes the part of the field’,

this would imply that in this the slave should
!. We see that what Rashi Paskened is wrong!

Tosfos concludes: The REAL Chiddush of ¥”1 is in a case when the Boss writes on
the document ‘All my property belongs to you, except for ’
and the slave property. We would have thought since the slave
any property, so he be free, ¥’ comes to
teach us that even in such a case the slave free!.




