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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn n”> 97 of Rp*X1» X132 NJON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah's Halachah of
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If a person finds a Gett he may not return it to the woman,
because the husband might have merely written the Gett,
but then reconsidered and did not actually give it.

This implies

PIMINN IR RA

72 P> 10K

If he wants to divorce her with a found Gett, then even 15
12 the Gett is qwo.

The contradicting Mishnah that discusses

10 TARI VA NID7

W INORY NN

5109 185 DR)

A m5w who lost the v while on route to deliver it;

If he finds the Gett right away, the Gett is valid, because
this is definitely the lost Gett. However if he found the
Gett only n21 1, after a lengthy interval, the Gett is
pliob)

127's distinction of

DMIRD MWW DIPN IR
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If the Gett was found in an area that people do frequent
then

5109 721 IS

But if it was found in a area that people do not frequent
then

W 72

The Machlokes 7127 and X7t "2 regarding

DR YA PYPW 12 900 130 TN

Whether %100 72191 1915 is only if it was known that there
are two people with the same name living in this city
mentioned in the Gett?
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. The question of
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Whether a v is returned based on a general 10 depends
on whether a general 1120 is considered proof'to claim a
lost item XN X7, or only 131279717
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

DWI V%) N3

D72V NI

If someone finds a woman'’s Gett, or a slave’s emancipa-
tion document; OR

IV NN P NT

A document detailing a will, a gift, or areceipt for the
return of a loan;

PR N
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He may not return it to the recipient, because they might
have merely written the document, but then reconsidered
and not actually have given it.

By using this reason the Mishnah implies
PIMINN AR KA

If the husband now wants to divorce her with this Gett, we
give it to her,

WD A It 170K

The Gett is 7w> even though it's some time later, because
we assume that this is the same v).

However, a Mishnah in pv’; noon states

N7 TR VI RADA

W3 INORY INZD

5109 185 DN

A mbw who lost the va while on route to deliver it;

If he finds the Gett right away, which the Gemara defines
as

7V RV NAYNY 7D 7IVW

The time that it takes for a group to arrive and settle;
The Gett is valid, because this is definitely the lost Gett.
However, if he found the Gett only 7211 i, after a
lengthy interval, the Gett is 109, because, as Rashi
explains

W T PRI SOI IIRD ROW

Perhaps this is not his v, but a Gett that someone else
dropped, and therefore it was not written w5,

This Mishnah in P2 naon clearly rules 5109 721 115,
because we are concerned that perhaps this is someone
else’s vy, and it is not MPWH?
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If someone finds a woman'’s Gett,
or a slave’s emancipation document

mil~aatinl~ vl ke

A document detailing a will, a gift,
or a receipt for the return of a loan
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He may not return it to the recipient,

because they might have merely written the document,
but then reconsidered and not actually have given it

B?/ wsiny this reason the Wishnah w/»&w
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If the husband now wants to divorce her
with this Gett, we give it to her
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The Gett is W2 even though it's some time later,
because we assume that this is the same 2
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Thiy Mishnah o&a/[?/ ruley
51p9 nanw 1>
because we are concerned that
perhapy thiy i someone e’ &,
and it s not /P
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Similarly, X7t °27 notes the same contradiction to the
Mishnah in pv’3 n2on from a Braisa which states;

PV TR VI RID

If someone finds a Gett in the marketplace;

77 SYanw pora
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If the husband admits that he already gave the Gett, the
Gett is returned the wife.

AT HYn PR

2 R21 9 RS P R

If the husband does not admit that he gave the Gett, then it
is not returned to either one:

The Gett is not returned to the wife, because perhaps she
was never divorced; and the Gett is not returned to the
husband either, because, as Rashi explains perhaps she
was divorced, and now the husband will claim that she
returned the Gett as proof that he paid her Kesubah, when
in fact he did not yet pay the Kesubah.

The Gemara points out

DR AT STV 1A R
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The Braisa implies that if the husband does admit that he
gave the Gett, it is returned to his wife, because even 1>
127 we assume that this is definitely his Gett?

So, we have the following N7 no;

Our Mishnah and the Braisa rule

W3 A >

While the Mishnah in Masechta Gittin rules
5109 721790 1

Therefore, both 727 and X7 °37 explain that there is
actually no contradiction, because they refer to different
scenarios:

DMIZD MWW DIPP1 IR

DMIZH MW PRY DIPH1I IR

The Mishnah in Masechta Gittin is referring to a case
where the Gett was found in an area frequented by many
people. Therefore, only

W IR

Because in such a short time we assume that no one else
passed through and dropped it here, and this Gett is
definitely his Gett. But,

5109 72190 1

Because perhaps from among all the people passing
through someone dropped this Gett and this is NOT his v;
However, our Mishnah and the Braisa refer to a case
where the Gett was found in an area not frequented by
many. Therefore, even

W A Pty

Because since no one passed through, we assume that this
is definitely his va.
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The Gemara pointy out
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So, we have z‘/m/o%wm?/ 1o,

Our 2yt and £pnp: PO - YW
M P> () N2 TH
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Therefore, even Aws N
Aw> Mnn ary Because
Because in such a short time
since no one we assume no one else
passed through, passed through
we assume and dropped it here
this is definitely
hiswva 109 naNn |t
Because
perhaps from among
all the people passing
someone dropped it
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However, the Gemara adds according to 12;

DD MWW DIPHION

AR PV PYPY 12 90V I IPIMIY RiM

Obviously, the name in the V) matches the name of the
person who claims to have lost it and we entertain the
possibility of this being someone else’s Gett, and 1>
509 121, only if it's known that there is another person
with the same name who lives in the same city. But if
IR PV YDV 1290V 30 IPITII RS

Then even

DD MUY DIpna

WwI N

Because we need not be concerned for the remote
possibility that another person with the same name, and
from the same city, passed through; therefore, this is
definitely his Gett.

However, there are two versions as to the opinion of 19
R

MIHRT RN

Some say that X1 17 agrees entirely with 727, in this
distinction between

PN

And

AR

While "mmRT ROR;

Others say that X771 *27 disagrees with 727 in this second
distinction and holds that

I RYT IR

ITPY RS

The Mishnah in pv) naon holds that

NI MW DPPa

5109 72190 1

Even where

DMR PV PYBY 12 900 30 PMA RS
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However, the Gemara addy
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we entertain the
We need not be concerned possibility of this being
for the remote possibility someone else’s Gett
that another person and
with the same name, 5DD Nanw td
and from the same city,
passed through

However, there are two versions

abty z‘/mo/tzdwow 0”5 4275 2:
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agrees entirely
with mn

D L
xvr disagrees
with mn in this
second distinction
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. The Gemara offers two additional solutions to the

fontradlctlon: Two adiitionall solutions ty the contradlction:
PP 717 says 1
W M I
Only in a case where
DTV IRPT
PYPY 1290 YW TNR 03 HY ROX 1HNA RS DO WD NN )DTb
The witnesses testify that they signed on only one Gett of only in a case where
2(1} Iéi:tr.son named py»w j2 qor. Therefore, this must be his 1NN NI’ Db1l’b D,-rv ,-lDNP-r
And we need not be concerned for ]1]’”\” ]3 qD” '7\’) TNRXR V2 I’” RbN

DTV OTVI RDWI RDW IDITPR R1ODT
These o7y indeed did not sign this Gett, but perhaps two
other o7p with the same names signed this Gett for

another person named p»w j2 907, because that is And we need not be concerned
certainly not likely. PrRNO pr3Y) AV AW it /_7./5
Perhaps two dther pr3y with the same names
W thiy Gett /or andther person named e pp ;ga/',
because that i certainlyy not likely

Therefore, this must be his Gett
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2.

TR 17 says

W A Pty

Only in a case of

N9 MR TR 12 W’ 2R3 IORPT D

P o b mnT

In which the husband provides a pnam 1o, a very
specific identifying mark, such as, that there is a hole near
a specific letter in the Gett.

RS RpHYa 2P Har

If he provides only a general 1»°0, such as there was a hole
somewhere in the Gett, then it will depend in the question
of

13297 R RIPIRT R PIYO

Whether a general 0 is considered proofto claim a lost
item RN NRTH, or only 13127717

If we say

RIDIINT D300

Then even regarding the Issur v’k nwN it is a valid j»o in
claiming a lost Gett. However, if we say

i=pygniiisye]

Then only for a 17°ax that is pon is it a 1»°0, because o
997 73, the 1127 have complete control of all property.
However, regarding the Issur v’k nwx a general 11’ is not
enough proofin claiming a lost Gett.

The Gemara adds that fora

P2ITH RNV

A Torah scholar,

NPV MY10

Recognizing it is considered like Xn»R7 0312’0, and even
a vy is returned to him.
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The husband provides a very specific identifying mark,
such as, that there is a hole near a specific letter in the Gett

XY ®NYY2 21 Har

Such as there was a hole somewhere in the Gett

7t w[ﬂ/epm/m/ z‘/mWLam o//é
PJTT IN NDODIINT N PJD’D

Yuesay
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PT
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Even regarding
the Issure’N NWN
itis avalid oD
in claiming a lost Gett

Only foranm2an
thatispop isita)o'p,
because
DN T"2 PON
However,
regarding 'R NWR
a general oD
is not enough
in claiming a lost Gett

The Gemara addy...

Fora

122970 RANN

a Torah scholar,

N1 MY220
Recognizing it
is considered like NDINT DOOD,
and even avJ is returned to him
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