MOP A7 XN N33

® -

Intro

Today we will Be“H learn n”op 97 of X902 X212 nomn. n:’.an JanD l’:n

Some of the topics we will learn about include:

iiatsnPinilsnlpln]

We follow the local custom regarding writing documents
as a VWO vy, a standard document, or a YWIPH V), a folded

document. The Gemara discusses | D1w9 ’J’nn.r R1NN
VIV PNIT RINNR
A scribe wrote a 7wipn V) in a locale where they write 02 .Iv.’]PD ,J’nn.r R.Inx
vwo;

OR

TP OPIIT RINR

A scribe wrote a v1w5 v in a locale where they write )
TP

And

TWIPI VWD PMT RINR

A locale where the custom is to use either a either one, and 1" R]n n]PD nR.ID
the scribe wrote a Ywp» V) document, contrary to his
instructions to write a VYV V).

1 RITDIPH RN

The principle that an explicit instruction may not be a
. RT9p, a necessary requirement, but merely the sharing of

information;

The Gemara discusses several scenarios, including:

1.

TP VWD PMNT RINN

A scribe wrote a document contrary to his instructions;

NaWY NYLVHN OX

2.

naw> nYoLn oR

A Kiddushin performed under mistaken assumptions but

are to the woman's advantage; and ’J’l’D DIPDD ’U’J ’I’ I’:Pnn
3

MHo Oipn» 0% Sapnn
An agent who accepted the Gett in a different place than
he was instructed;

The Gemara discusses several scenarios regarding
combining testimonies, including:

1.

TORD DIV IRY

T INR TR 7nND Dn’Jm 1Rﬂ’

Whether witnesses can testify as a pair if they observed an

incident separately?

" Nt INR NT IR

TARI DIV ITYW T

Whether a pair of witnesses must testify together?

3.

AN TR TY

719 5V TR M

Whether we combine the signatures of one witness with
' the oral testimony of another witness?

TNRD DNIW 1TV TY
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® -

7 PT I2IOR
P72 TN
Whether we combine the testimonies of witnesses who

testified in separate courts? :11133 TnN 7}’

5.
723 1P ND YY TNR ™M
7" ADTYM IR

If a pair of witnesses repeat their testimony in several
courts, whether one judge from each court can come

together to form a new court and decide the case? nt ]’7 n’ : : T n R

0t 17T N°22 TNXY
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So let's review...

The Mishnah on ©”"j 97 ruled

PINARD YTV 12NV VWO

DI PTYIANOW TIPN

o090 DY

Ifavwo vy is signed on the back, or if a ywipn vi is signed
on the inside, it is invalid.

However,

AR SR 12 Ponw 127

iiatanPiitaslpen]

We follow the local custom.

The Gemara explains that in the following circumstances,
there is no npM:

VIV PNIT RINNI

VWD T 'R

TP 5 7Y SN

RTOP

In alocale where the custom is to use a V1wo V), and he
instructed the 9910 to write a V1o V), and the 1970 went
ahead and wrote a TWp» VX

All agree that the 70w is %109, because

RTOP

His instructions were specific, and since the 1910 contra-
vened his explicit wishes, the document is invalid.

Similarly,

TP NI

TP % T YN

VWD 75 T2V IR

RTOP

In alocale where the custom is to use YWp»» V), and he
asked the 9910 to write a 9wp» V), and the 1970 went ahead
and wrote a VWO V;

All agree that the 70w is :109, because

RTOP

His instructions were specific.

However, the 2w Rnp Rin npbnn is

TWIPM VIV PNIT RINN

VWD ™ T "R

TP 5 7Y SN

In alocale where the custom is to use either avywo vy or a
Jwipn v, and he asked the 9910 to write a VYWH V), and the
1970 went ahead and wrote a TWIp» VX

R»p R0 holds

RTOP

His instructions were specific, and since the 1910 contra-
vened his explicit wishes, the document is invalid.

While 3”2w1 holds

Y RIN DR IR

He was merely letting him know that he would be
satisfied with a viwo v, and there was no need for him to
bother with a 2wipn V3, and so

AYTN AN Hon

We follow the local custom of using either format, and
Jow is valid.

DafHachaim.org

op 79"? 3’)/&/
1YNARD 1Y 2Now Lws

VDI 1YY 12N WP
Pos o

Ifavwo va is signed on the back,
orifampn va is signed on the inside,
itis invalid.

W éfﬁ( R fp3
A3 A Han

We follow the local custom.

Inthe %{/%Mﬂg/ circumatances, there i no_spifh

VIVWD 227017 RINKR2
VIVD 79 T2Y H"RI
TVIPN NP T2Y KT
RTDP
Inalocale where the custom is to use a VD v,
and he instructed the D to write a Vwo 3,
and the 90 went ahead and wrote a Ywipn v2;
All agree that the ww is 5o,
because - NT'Op
His instructions were specific,
and since the 191p contravened his explicit wishes,
the document is invalid.

V
Sm(&réy
TP M
TWIPN 2 TaY N
VIVD 1Y T2Y TR
RTDP
Inalocale where the custom is to use wip» va,
and he asked the y9p to write a wipn v2,
and the 00 went ahead and wrote a viwo p2;
All agree that the ww is 5po,

because - NT'®p
His instructions were specific.

However

TWVIPM VIVDI 22°NT RINR2
VIVD *H TaY H"NRY
TIPN MY T2Y KT

Where the custom is to use either a vwo v or a WPH D3,
and he asked the9)p to write a vIwD D3,
and the o0 went ahead and wrote a Wipn v3;

&P AP ,éj/;
1Y XN DIPN RN RT'DP
Hewas merely His instructions
letting him know that hewould ~ were specific, and since
be satisfied with a vwe va, and the 9D contravened
there was no need for him to his explicit wishes,
bother with a ywip» v, and so the document is invalid.
NN 200D Son
andww isvalid.
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The Gemara cites several other rulings that utilize the
principle

1 RINOPHD ARID

1.

IR PYHY 127

naws IYvn or

VTP RN

If someone performed a Kiddushin under mistaken
assumptions but they are to the woman’s advantage, as the
Rashbam explains

D OWTPIN MR

9005w 72

27 Hw R3PN

amow " Sy N TRPNN

If a woman sent an agent to accept on her behalf a silver
coin for Kiddushin, and the husband gave him a gold coin,
the Kiddushin is valid, because

RN OPH RN

She merely said that she would accept even a silver coin,
but she certainly agrees to accept gold as well.

2.

TINRY AWURA

mHe D w5 Hapnn

MR TP 12 5T

5109

If a woman appointed an agent and instructed him to
accept her Gett in a specific place, and he accepted the
Gett in a different place, the Gett is not valid, because
RTOP

She only agreed to accept the Gett in one place, because
she would be embarrassed to receive it elsewhere.
However,

TWID NYIR 727

MYOR 17 says the Gett is valid, because

1 RIN DR RN

She merely said that she does not expect him to travel
further than the place she specified, but she is amenable
for him to accept the Gett anywhere.

DafHachaim.org

The principle of
1% RN DIpPHP IR

1

Wik i )
NawY NYvH OX
NYTIPN T N

If someone performed a Kiddushin
under mistaken assumptions
but they are to the woman’s advantage,

ab the Rashboam Wl@m
G SE 9273 %5 YETPHD IMPD
30t 5E PN

OMBE 975 DY PETPHNI)
%wmmmm o aw%fm//wr é@éﬂ%wi&&/ﬁ
com/%w Kiddushin, and the WMW@MW%&/wW

the Kiddushin is valid, because
15 M DIpL DRI
She merely said that she would accept

even a silver coin, but she certainly agrees
to accept gold as well.

2

NINRY NWKRN
"M PN 202 Y H2pnn
R DIpHN A% 1N
710D

If awoman appointed an agent
and instructed him to accept her Gett in a specific place,
and he accepted the Gett in a different place,
the Gett is not valid, because
NT®p
She only agreed to accept the Gett in one place,
because she would be embarrassed to receive it elsewhere.

However,

PWION YR 227
the Gett is valid, because
15 NI DIpY ARV
She merely said that she does not expect him
to travel further than the place she specified,
but she is amenable for him to accept the Gett anywhere.
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The Mishnah on ©"p 97 continues

TOR TV 12 2N0W VIwo

DTV °3W 11 2N0W WPl

o090 oW

If a viwo V3 contains a single signature, or a IWIPH V)
contains only two signatures, it is not valid.

Now,

DTV W2 INdW WIpn

509

The Mishnah teaches us that a 9wipn ) that contains only
two signatures is not valid, even though, as the Gemara
explains,

JWI RSV

Two witnesses usually suffice.

Nevertheless, since the »on required three witnesses for
awipn vy, it is not valid with only two witnesses.

However, the Gemara asks,

TANR TV 12 2NDW VWO

piieh)

ROWH

It is obvious that a v1wo V) with a single signature is not
valid?

The Gemara cites two explanations:

1.

aND3 TAR T IOR

192 TR TV

The Mishnah teaches us that even if an additional witness
can testify orally to the contents of the document, but
since he did not sign it, the document is not valid.
However,

TWOR MPR

2N01 AR T2

195 TR M

R validates a document if one witness signs and
another testifies orally.

2.

Therefore, 9°»X explains our Mishnah

TP DI

VWO TAR TV

RIPIRT RDD

The Mishnah is comparing two witnesses on a 7pn» Vi to
one witness in a VWO VX

Just as every document must have two signatures, and a
single witness is worthless;

So too, the o'mon required three witnesses for a Jwipn V3,
and if it has only two signatures, it is 721772 9109;

DafHachaim.org

AN TP 12 N WD
DT 3 12 2N WHPI
MoDD DM

If avwo va contains a single signature, or a wipp va
contains only two signatures, it is not valid.

12 270W VIYD 12 2ANDW TWVIPN
TNR TY o7y NNV
910D 970D

v
NDWO

Itis obvious that
avwo va witha

WD RPOYI

Nevertheless, since the bwon
single signature required three witnesses
is not valid? it is not valid with only
> two witnesses.

anoa TNXR TY 199DR
ND2 TNR TM

The Mishnah teaches us
that even if an additional witness can testify orally
but since he did not sign it, the document is not valid.

However,

IWON IVIPON
19 by TPR TVY 2N>2 THNR TV

W explain our Mishnahy
TVIPNI DY
VIVDIA TNR TYD
RNMNRT RNOD

The Mishnah is comparing
two witnesses on a Wp» va to one witness in a VIV LA:
Just as every document must have two signatures,
and a single witness is worthless;
So too, the ppon required three witnesses for a ywpn va,
and if it has only two signatures, it is 72072 bpo.
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The Gemara now cites a series of inquiries sent to 77’19
for clarification:

1.

ANJ2TANRTY

719 5V TR T

1970V 1IN

Can we combine the signatures of one witness with the
oral testimony of another witness?

To clarify the question, the Gemara cites a related npmonn:
7722 NOIOM JMTY PR

TARD DPIV IRV TV

The x»p R0 holds that witnesses can only testify as a pair
if they observed the incident together.

AN AN 12 VWP 120

1 INR M2IOR

They can testify even if they observed the incident
separately.

Now, the Gemara explains

RPP RI>

v RS

D0 RHT

According to the X»p Rin, if we cannot accept testimony
of separate observations, we certainly cannot combine the
signature, which testifies to the document, with the oral
testimony, which testifies to the loan. However,
PHovrnn

MR 12 YW 7297 RIOR

According to 1P 12 YWy °29, who holds that we can
combine separate observations, the Gemara inquires
whether we can combine a signature with oral testimony;

71»7 17 answered

7013 D TPON NYT

1970XW

We can combine the signature with the testimony.

Dedicated By:
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A Wm/ofwwm/wm‘ to 27 m%or o(%nfomz‘wm
1

an5a TNR TV
ND DY TR TM
1D7VXMY NN

Can we combine the signatures of one witness with the
oral testimony of another witness?

7o clarify the question,
the Gemara cites a related ypilh:
T”22 NOIDND )MTD PR
AP A
DMIY INYY TD
TNND

Witnesses can only testify
as a pair if they observed
the incident together.

P P VO DI
1ION
NTINN NT2
They can testify

even if they observed
the incident separately.

P WwN
DY T NIDN
M 2

According to nmp 12 ywin 1,
that we can combine
separate observations,

NDP NRIND
9 WD RO
1DIVND ROT
If we cannot accept testimony
of separate observations,
we certainly cannot combine
the signature,
which testifies to the document,
with the oral testimony,
which testifies to the loan.

N 4
DN P
NV DOTMNYN NYT
1DVNY

We can combine the signature with the testimony.
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2. A second question;

1TYNY DI

P72 TIOR

W PT I TIONY

If one witness testifies in one court, and another witness
testifies in another court;

NIV I

PTabsR TN

19703

Can the two courts come together and render a decision
based on their combined testimonies?

The Gemara cites a related npomm:
nYRON MY PR

TARD DPIVITYW T

A pair of witnesses must testify together.
IR NI 1Y

orn e Sw PIaT PYmw

IS 1IN RPWA

PIIT YD

They can testify on separate occasions.

Now, the Gemara explains

RpP RIN>

12 v RS

According to the x»p Nin, if we cannot combine their
separate testimony even before one court, we certainly
cannot combine their testimony before separate courts.
Rather,

DoY)

1737277 RHR

According to jn1 27, who holds that we can combine their
separate testimony before one court, the Gemara inquires
whether we can combine their testimony in separate
courts;

pY 27 answered

701 DTSN NYT

19703V

We can combine their testimonies.

2
1TYNY DNY
Nt 17 M2 TR
T PPT P22 TN

If one witness testifies in one court,
and another witness testifies in another court;

NIW 1NN
1T M2 Y8R T N2
1D708"N

Can the two courts come together and render a decision
based on their combined testimonies?

7o O&fﬁ the question,
the Gemara citey & related il

Yy P AP
N1 bw MaT POV DOMIND )JDITY PR
INPL 1N RYw DMWY 1YW TD
2T PYPY TDND

They can testify A pair of witnesses
on separate occasions. must testify together.

NDP NN
520 RS

15 1
)02 12T NYON

According tona 1, we can
combine their separate
testimony before one court,
the Gemara inquires if we
can combine their testimony
in separate courts.

If we cannot combine their
separate testimony even
before one court,
we certainly cannot
combine their testimony
before separate courts.

DN P
NV DOTNHN NYT
1DIVY

DafHachaim.org
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3, A third question;

7722 7Ynw DY

M T2V

If a pair of witnesses repeated their testimony in several
courts;

772591 TR RI2W 110

197031

Can one judge from each court come together to form a
new court and decide the case?

The Gemara explains

n1727b

15 v2n RS

If we can combine testimonies, we certainly can combine
judges.

12°v20

2"N7 RIOR

According to the x»p Rin, who holds we cannot combine
separate testimonies, the Gemara inquires

JPOIRD RYT RIT DTV

97031 37T YR

Perhaps we cannot combine witnesses, but we can
combine judges? OR

RIW RS

Perhaps we cannot combine judges either, and they are
equally invalid?

717 727 answered

noN OITPON NYT

1970V

We can combine the judges.

DafHachaim.org

3

N7 7722 17YNW 0711W
NT 7722 17TYM 1T

If a pair of witnesses repeated their testimony
in several courts;

772 9o TNR R12W IND

190N

Can one judge from each court come together
to form a new court and decide the case?

)N 127D
9 2N RS
If we can combine

testimonies,

we certainly can
combine judges.

ghR)inLh)B e
P"NT RN
According to the Nop Nap,
who holds we cannot
combine separate
testimonies,

<
the Gemara inguirey
J9IND RHT NI DTD

]2OIDXD T 5anN
Perhaps we cannot combine witnesses,
but we can combine judges?

OR
NJOW Rb

We cannot combine judges either,
and they are equally invalid?

v
DN PRI
NV DOTMNOHN NYT
1DVNY

We can combine the judges.
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4.

1PVW WSV

0w NR o7

T TR NN

If three judges accepted testimony authenticating the
signatures on a document, and one of them dies before
signing the confirmation, the Gemara inquires

N5 >

RIM7IRNON 2M»2

b Tm

Must they write, “We were a company of three, and one is
no longer with us?*

As the Rashbam explains

RIPWI NN RYT

DPJW ROR DINI RYT

Perhaps they must add this statement, because otherwise
the certification appears false, since there are only two
signatures?

nY 17 answered

70 DTN YT

2NON5 PIIRY

They must write this statement.

DafHachaim.org

4
12WVY WOV
TOWN NR O”PY
100 TR N
If three judges accepted testimony
authenticating the signatures on a document,
and one of them dies before signing the confirmation,

P4

L)

aAnNONY 1N
R1MN RNON anMnNa
TN TM

Must they write, “We were a company of three,
and one is no longer with us?”

Ay the Rashbam @%ww
HIPES AHHN HO7
oNE POH WHN) H57
Perhaps they must add thiy statement,
because otherwise the oerf%wfww appeary M@,
since there are OM/%/ wo WM&/P

A 4
DN P)
NV DOTNON NYT
2NONY PI1NY

They must write this statement.
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