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Intro
Today we will 7"pa learn 0™ 97 of P2 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of

PO PN N 2301

The reasons for which the Chachamim initiated that the
1, date, must be included in the Gett.

mnan

The three-month period which a woman previously
married must wait before she marries again, and the
Machlokes of whether this begins

NI NYwn

Only from when she actually accepts the Gett;

OR

1212 NYWwn

Even from when the Gett was written.

NOPYH YW

The Shmittah year cancels a 21, a loan; as the Pasuk states
YT DR W RSN TODW 2T TN

However, regarding a 721n2

NOPWYN PR

Shmittah does NOT cancel a 7211, because of two
reasons:

1.

W RS 2 3P RS

As long as she did not demand her Kesubabh, it is not yet
considered due for collection.

2.

And because it's a

P72 nwYn

It is an obligation initiated through Bais Din; as opposed
to a 1, which was initiated by the mb, the borrower.
And the Gemara cites a YR1w1 23 NP as to when oY
does cancel a Kesubah.

The Machlokes in pw»w *17's opinion of

w1 1253 DN OV 2N0)

If a Gett was D7, it was written and dated during the
day, but signed only at night, it is Jw>.

Is this merely, 105K, if the Gett was signed that night, OR
even,

D1 WY TV INOD

If the Gett was signed ten days later;
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A person who wrote a Gett for his wife, but they then
reconciled. If afterward he reconsiders and wishes to give
her this Gett, the Chachamim initiated that the Gett is »109, u’, U J
because there is a concern that they possibly had relations ]

after the 72'n>, and

7125 0TI O IR RV

People will assume that they were divorced from the j»t of
the Gett, and that their child is owo, tainted, because he

was conceived later when they were no longer married. n .'w»l, 1D R

The Gemara discusses a case of

IWRS 31203 7IWYY IR

A person who instructs ten people to write a Gett for his
wife;

Do all have to sign the Gett?

And if they do, are they

D7V DIWN, in the capacity of 07?

OR

RIN DIV, as a stipulation?

10D IR 217 TNR R¥N)
nYva IMTY

5100 1R 217 TR K221 DTV RN 199K

oo MY

If there was a joint testimony of one hundred o7, and it

was later discovered that even one of them was disquali-

fied because he was a relative or a 909, the testimony of
. all o7y is void, because they are all considered one mTy.

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Gitten 18-2




NPT
esl;'e‘l
Dedicated By:

S ]

So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed

PO T IR I 100

The reasons for which the Chachamim initiated that the
date must be included in the Gett:

IR Y 27

IMNR N2 DWn

1371 27 says that the Chachamim initiated j»v out of
concern of a person married to his niece; and that if she
was 1», he will attempt to save her from nn'» by giving
her a Gett, and claim that they were already divorced at
the time of the mar.

But now that the Gett must have a date it will be clear that
the mit preceded the Gett.

MR WPH UM

mroown

wpb wn says that the Chachamim initiated 1 to preserve
the wife's profits. Since the husband is entitled to the
produce of the wife's property, he will continue to sell the
produce even after they divorce, and claim that these were
HIS m79, because they were sold while they were still
married.

But now that a Gett must have a 1»1, the Gett is proof that
these were HER m9, because the Gett precedes the sale
ofthe mv».

The Gemara now continues:

D3 DYTNN O°RIA7 PO

MWD TV 10N RN 19°12°1N2°107

Regarding Gittin brought from faraway countries, in
which the 11 of 72°n3 is in j0°3, while the nyns, the
delivery, is six months later in *wm;

There is NO concern that regarding nit or m70 a Bais Din
will consider her divorced from jo°3, when in fact she
becomes divorced only in 7wn, because

MO R RO N

It's well known that these Gittin were given much after
they were written, and the Bais Din will require proof for
the j»1 of the .

And regarding 73027, the three-month period which a
previously married woman must wait before she marries
again;

17 says

VI P

NI NYWn

The three months begin from when she actually receives
the Gett;

And 58w says

12°'N2 NYWwn

The three months begin from when the Gett was written,
because they were separated from that time.

And the Gemara concludes

72°N0 NYWH RN

2170222 PIT PN AN 21DN

W f'/')/éo
m7°d MIwVN

He will continue
to sell the produce
even after the divorce
and claim
these were HIS
because they were sold
while they were
still married

WE yp1 )
1INNKR N2 MwnN

A person married
to his niece;
If she was nmn
he will save her
by giving her a Gett
and claim they were
already divorced
at the time of the mor

0N NPTHN RN PV
VN TY VN RN JO12 2ANIMNT

..and were delivered six months later - in YWD

There is NO concern that Bais Din
will consider her divorced from |D2,
when she becomes divorced only in MW

N NOR RYP 1NN

NnnNan
The 3 month period which a previo 4
woman muﬁ‘e:mf é@&m JZ: Wm;ﬁb?/enwry/

Soptt
VY PN
121D NYWN

205
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The Gemara digresses to another Halachah in which there
is likewise a SRw1 27 npYTd as to when the given
Halachah begins:

We know that

NOPYH MW

The Shmittah year cancels a 211, a loan; as the Pasuk states
VI DR W RSN IOV 3T

However, regarding a n21n>

nOPWH NPR

Shmittah does NOT cancel a 7211, because of two
reasons:

1.

WP RY A RS

As long as she did not demand her Kesubabh, it is not yet
considered due for collection.

2.

And because it's a

PT A nwYn

It is an obligation initiated through Bais Din; as opposed
to a1, which was initiated by the mb, the borrower.

However, 27 says;

norwn

NPT ONRONWH

Shmittah does cancel a Kesubabh if] both,

She collected part of it, which indicates that the rest is due
for collection;

AND

The remainder was converted to be considered a 21, and
is NO longer considered a 7 "2 nwyn.

SNinw disagrees and says

7971 ROW 9"YR 0

30 RYW 9"VR 1971

Shmittah cancels a Kesubah even if she only did one of
these two things;

She collected partially;

OR

She converted the Kesubah to a 21m.

SRIDY also says

N7 772 7WYNd 12N

In that

TV M

7553 PN ora Pans)

N2 9R

192 nHAN 0Pa Nans)

A document bearing Bais Din’s ruling may be signed even
on a later date, because, as Rashi explains

DPIPR ROT A"DRI RIT T OO DWN 772N

TP DV PR 950

The obligation is created by their oral or written ruling,
without the signatures. Therefore, the j»1 of the J0ow does
not precede the actual ruling.

So too, a Kesubah may be signed on a later date, because
ATYW 571 19NY 103017 12N NYWH

The Kesubah obligation is effected through the intimacy
of Chupah.

DafHachaim.org
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PO 197 POD OIEN D3P
oPMH H57 17 VH
ON7PD O PH 5O
The obligation is created
by their ruling, without
the signatures. Therefore,
the ot of the yww does not
precede the actual ruling.

O3 PYEN
ODINd DPI7
O3V SN
The Kesubah obligation
is effected through the
intimacy of Chupah.
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The Gemara now refers back to the previous Mishnah in
which there is a Machlokes regarding

1531 0NN OP2 2003

A vy which was written and dated during the day, but
signed only at night;

The xop Rin holds that 5109 o7 V), either

IMAR N2 DN

OR

myo own

While pynw »27 holds w> o771 V), because;

Regarding ymnx n3;

RMOW RY Mt

And regarding mvo;

WS PYY NI 1D

MY L PR IW

He does NOT receive her m7o from the 7215 17 when he
decided to divorce her.

wpb w1 now qualifies;

IMORY ROR 0" PWIN R

RO D1 7I0Y TV RID HIR

PYnw 17 said 7w only if the Gett was signed that night;
but if it was signed the next day, it's 100 for a different
reason.

VO RDW PWIN

There is a possibility that they reconciled after the n2n>,
and as Rashi explains

T vINn

If afterward the husband reconsiders and wishes to give
her this Gett, the Chachamim initiated that the Gett is
509, because there is a concern that they might have had
relations after the n2'n>, and

1325 DTIP 7O IR RHW

People will assume that they were divorced from the o
of the Gett, and that their child is bno, tainted, because he
was conceived later when they were no longer married.

1nv 27 disagrees and says

D9 WY TV IRID 1OR

PY»pw a7 holds that the Gett is 9w even if it was signed
ten days later, because

07D RIVR DR

RO 5 IR RO

If they had reconciled it would be well known, since the
neighbors were accustomed to hearing them quarrel.
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The Gemara continues with another w1 13 *27 N>
WY related to o7 V3, and cites a later Mishnah which
rules;

VR V3 12N TIVYS IR

PPN OIWI 2M TIR

If a person instructs ten people; write a Gett for my wife;
and the Gemara explains that this is a case of

03913175 IR RY

He did not explicitly specify that all should write.
Therefore, one person writes the Gett, and only two
people sign the Gett as witnesses.

However, in a case where

03913179 I1RT

He said

MWRS 131203 097

All of you write the Gett; the Halachah is that all ten have
to sign the Gett. However,

1Ny 17 says

DTV DIV DY

RIN DWN O

His intention is for two people to sign the Gett as
witnesses, while the remaining eight people sign the Gett
as a stipulation; as Rashi explains

mak Byl

He wants to humiliate her publicly.

w5 wn disagrees and holds
DTy DWW 095
His intention is for all ten people to sign as witnesses.

And the Gemara mentions two distinctions in this
Machlokes

1.

1IN XO'X

nmimnm™Mman 2 onnT

oMm' MYY TYI XN 2N

If only two people signed on the day the Gett was
written, while the others signed ten days later;
According to

par an

NIN DIYN NXRT

awd

The Gett is vw», because the Gett was completed that day
when the two o signed, and it's NOT a owpm va.

According to

vt un

D'"TY DIYN NXRT

1109

The Gett is 909, because the Gett was NOT completed
that day, since all ten o1 did not yet sign, and it IS a va

oTpm.
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Then all ten have to sign the D2

é'p/!'? W
oYy aRs as

oYY DN DN
WP 2 099

0Y393 DEM”3d
ty humiliate her

IR 1B 1309 D99

Then all ten have to sign the D2

@/9/5/37 WA
avy D as oYY DS oYY
Win 2 oo

17PN

179172 10720 7N 22 DINNT
DN NIVY TYI IRON N

éf/o/éf?
DTV DIYN IXRT

70D

Since all ten p1v did
not yet sign, and itis a
DT» DI

\//)/' o~y
'NIN DIYN IXT

JWD
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Another distinction is regarding the Halachah

1109 IX AP TNR KXN)

N0 [Ny

If there was a joint testimony of a large group of o+, and
it was later discovered that one of them was disqualified
because he was a relative or a oo, the testimony of all
o is void, even if there are enough qualified o left,
because they are all considered one ni.

Now, in the case of this Gett, if

109 IX AN DN TNR XXM

If one of these ten people turned out to be disqualified;
According to

[anIr A

'RAN DIYN AINKRT

W

The Gett is still ww», because the 900 1 is NOT considered
part of the nry.

While according to

v wn

D'TY DIYUN IXRT

109

The Gett is 909, because the 4ios IS part of the ni.

And even according to pnr an;

109 IX 2N N'I'NNA DINN X

If the moo was one of the first two signers;

WO N1 X

XIn 'KIN

Some say that the Gett is > because the oo is consid-
ered as signing for the wan, not for niw.

And

9109 N7 "INX

XN7YT NNVWYA '91NRT 'NRT

Others say that the Gett is 1109, out of a concern that
people will assume that the moo was for the nity, and they
will accept a 0o for other nrow.
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nYv2 IMTY
Even if there are enough qualified DYTD left
because they are all considered one DTV

I the case of this Gett
10D IR 217 TNR R¥NM)

é'p/én WA

0TV DIYN "MNRT 'NIN DIYN "NXT

210D 05
The Joo 3y i Because the Joo 3y
considered part i ot considered part
% the p1zy of the r/zy

10D R 217 N9NN2 DINN X
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