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We are beginning pv°) noon Be“H, which, as its name
indicates, deals with the Halachos of a v, referred to in
the Torah as mm73 990, a document of divorce, which
terminates the marriage.

As the Pasuk states;

mn”™3 190 7> ann

figketaln bl FantuRinhi

The husband must write, or direct someone to write the v3
for the purpose of him divorcing his wife. He, or his agent,
must then give it to her, or her agent, in the presence of
two witnesses. The marriage is thus terminated and she is
free to marry another man.

In the course of the Masechta we will learn various
specific Halachos which are derived from this Pasuk. One
of which is discussed immediately in 21 97;

s - >

It must be written specifically for this woman.

The noon begins by discussing the Halachos of a m>w, a
messenger who is sent by a husband to give his wife a .
The o»on decreed that he must say

DNN3°19112N23°191

He must testify that the 3 was written and signed in his
presence. The Gemara offers two reasons for this decree,
and continues with an extended discussion of various
cases where there may be a practical difference between
the two reasons.

Some additional topics we will learn aboutin 247
include:

D7 NPTHI ORI PIR

One is required to say 1n21 191 when bringing a v3 to yIR
58w from o1 Ny», from overseas. This refers to any
country outside of YR yIx, with the possible exception
ofY2a. The Mishnah describes the borders of YR’ yIx in
regard to this Halachah.

mvw orp

If the authenticity of a document is challenged, the bearer
must bring two witnesses to verify the validity of the
signatures.

PNORI ORI TAR TV

A single witness may testify regarding most prohibitions.
However, we require two witnesses for

mIYIW 927

Matters concerning marital or forbidden relationships,
which includes matters pertaining to marriage and
divorce.
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. So let's review...

The Mishnah discusses a messenger who arrives in Eretz
Yisroel bearing a v3, a bill of divorce:

Zugt di Mishnah

DN DPTHN VI RN

DNN3°1D11 AN31 7192 IR IR

Ifa o915 mbw, an agent appointed by a husband to
deliver a v) to his wife, brings the v to Eretz Yisroel from
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overseas - and as Rashi explains

o eI YR YN 5

pakloln]

From any land outside of Eretz Yisroel other than 532 -
He must testify that the V3 was written and signed in his
presence.

IR HRO03 127

W DRI N RIANT AR

Although 7m b7 are in close proximity to Eretz Yisroel,
one who brings a v from these cities is required to testify,
since they are still technically o’n nyn.

TR WYHR 727

755 1Y 91911798

Even one who brings a v to T, a city in Eretz Yisroel,
from its suburb, o7 993, which is across the border in yin
PIND, must say 113 *301.

The Gemara will explain the n»5mn regarding the status
of these cities.

The Mishnah brings another opinion:

DN OO

IRV TIRIPR

DNN3°19211N33°191

TOWM N NPTHN KA ROR

Only a va that is transported between SXw’ yax and yin
PR, in either direction, requires 2n3 °302.

The Gemara will explain how this opinion differs from
the xpp Rin.

The Mishnah continues

DN NPT AYTHD NPT KA

DNM 73921 2023 192 IRW IR

If someone brings a v from one country in yIX5 yin to
another, he also must testify.

MR HROHI 12 PYPWw 117

RN RN IPOR

Even within one city, a messenger who brings a v) from
one neighborhood to another is required to testify if the
two areas are controlled by different authorities.
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. The Mishnah now delineates the borders of YR’ yIx:
WIR AT 717 The Mishnah delineates the borders of SN YIN
mIPd OpN nnb Op
DT POPWRI DTS OPWRD
119X 19V 11985 1991

W D3/ )

FMeD Bp - b ap

The city of Rekem borders 57w p7x on the East, the city a9 i\‘?PV)R‘ B n.m-‘?, iﬁpwkn
NEXS 13PN - BEb ISP

of Ashkelon on the South, and Akko on the North. These
cities themselves are considered to be yax> yin, and one

who brings a v from there to Eretz Yisroel IS required to
say 1n21 7191, The Mishnah does not describe the border to These citiey are considered fo é?//;t\é/ﬂ'
the West, because, as w1 explains, 192 S0 oo, it is and one who éﬂ'ﬂ?&d/ 4{ ﬂam/ there 1y [rez‘f ywoeﬂ
bordered by the Mediterranean Sea. . ved
& requir fo saly 353/ 1JOR
However, 7R 17 disagrees W 2 139
AN PR 2T
o o s PRI PIRD 1Y

AKkko itself IS part of 587w’ yIR in regard to pv’3, and a Tquq 3‘7
messenger who brings a 02 from Akko to Eretz Yisroel

does NOT have to testify. The Wishnaty does
T nat describe the border
ty the West, because

s)/a/c ﬁ;@ o)
it i bordered é?/ the
Wediterranean Sea
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The Gemara brings two reasons why this testimony is

required: Rl~L N “duinr g=Naahimialafahl yutary)
- 2NN Y1521 2N21 1152

IR 12Y

WY PRPI PRY 195

The Pasuk says DAY

mn»™3 390 15 an) \ 95

A v3 must be written 75, which the Gemara interprets as

anw, specifically for the woman for whom it is used. I“\!b a9 ]’Rw I’K’P: i'sw

RE.lShi explains that the population ou‘.[s.ide of Eret.z v:“P Py

Yisroel were not 7m0 13, and not familiar with this

Halachah. Therefore, the messenger must testify that the MINN MY PR bairaim=Re e -‘17 =T

V) was written in his presence, and we can then question

him to confirm that it was written 7nwS. We are concerned /
thes husand will claim, W,

2.

IR RIT the & MA//& r;a/

1RY PISH DY PRY 0D and there W nat be Outside Erety Yinroel f/»e?/

We allcre concerned that the husband will claim that the v3 witnesses available ty not M with this

was forged. Since . .

RIS P R validate fMWa/ax Hallachah.

Since people traveled between countries infrequently, Therefore, the Therefore, the

there might not be witnesses available to validate the st testily that it was written bt con%//m that

signatures. Therefore, the messenger must testify that it . y . 4

was written and signed in his presence. MWWW/M cence: o wals wridfen Z[

The Gemara suggests three practical differences between
these two reasons:

1. .
T RN Three differences between these two reasons

"N 2 PIRT NI NON
If the husband appointed two messengers to bring the v,
they will be available to testify if the husband challenges

the v3. However, we still need to confirm that it was inlal=Railal i

written Wb, If two messengers brought the vJ,
Therefore, they can then testify

0 y2 ) if the husband challenges the v

MM Y2 RS RITH

According to 711 they DO need to say an1°103, but R:‘\‘? ﬂ:ﬂ”

according to X217 they do NOT.

MY e NS Mo W3
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2.
Similarly,

D7 NPTHA NPT AN

If a messenger brings a vi to another location within the SAME
country overseas, there will always be witnesses available.
However, we still need to confirm that it was written inw5. Here,
too, according to 727 he DOES need to testify, and according to
x17 he does NOT.

3. Alternately,

ORI’ IR 70T rTon

If a vy is written in Eretz Yisroel, we can safely assume it was
written wh. However, if it is brought to a far off location
within Eretz Yisroel, such as %5 nmin», where travel is not
common, there might not be witnesses available later. Therefore,
05 wARY 117>

5 1 R

According to 121 he does NOT need to say 2n31°193, while
according to X127 he DOES.

The Gemara now questions why a single witness is believed to
testify regarding nnwd:

N VY

AMNAW IPTY IR T TD

Why is this different from all other testimonies, such as cases
regarding monetary matters or capital punishment, where we
require two witnesses?

At first, the Gemara answers

PRI ORI TR TY

A single witness is believed regarding prohibitions, as v
explains

7N PHRA W

SRIWM TARI TR 23

7ONW Y N NWI9I DY

25m T I 5Mm

The Torah allows one to eat from another person’s food, which
entails trusting him regarding the many possible prohibitions
involved, such as slaughtering and removing the forbidden
sinews and fats.

However, the Gemara challenges this comparison, because we
only apply this principle when dealing with a case similar to
> nn

1w Sw Poo 251 Sw pov

RNOR PINIR R5T

A specific piece of fat that may be 25m, forbidden fat, or pw,
permitted fat - In that case, there are no prior assumptions
regarding this particular item - therefore, one witness is
believed. However,

WR NWRT RNOR PIAIR N7

This woman was definitely married at one point and MoK, and so
the witness is attempting to be 7m» her to marry and overturn
her previously established status of "or?

In addition,

MW 2T N0

D IWUN MNS MYV 7917 PN

This testimony concerns her marital status, which certainly
requires two witnesses, as "1 explains

oPn 927 727 9T

We have a mw 771 comparing these issues to monetary matters,
in which the Pasuk explicitly requires o7p 3, two witnesses.
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If the messenger bringsa D]
to another location within the same country

) 135
Smavab 'y

S’ pa b

DN PaND TS M

Ifitis brought to a far off location within Eretz Yisroel,
where travel is not common,
there might not be witnesses available later.
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Why a single witness is believed regarding npowb
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We have a )0 D2k comparing these issues o
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. For both of these reasons, the principle of X1 TR T
PmoRa does not apply in this case?

The Gemara therefore answers
Y
MPRP2IN i-‘l i N P: 29

Most people actually ARE aware that a va must be w5 DHNI 1293 NI 191 NDMINTD
and Rn»7IRTH the testimony of b3 10212023192 is not

required; rather, is not required - rather

Thesam i TIRRT NRIN 1229

The 37 required it, because, as *"w1 explains
T TN MIVRT RIYRT 77@?/ were concerned that someone will M w discarded
4{ whase names match, and will decide tv use it

1PV 2120 'R owH 2001w D
We are concerned that someone will find a discarded v
whose names match his and his wife’s, and will decide to
use it. Therefore, RJ]J,)’ n.'wn R3n1
1329 12712PR RIY DIWN RN 9
Since it is merely a stringency of the Chachamim, they 1331 N2 1I? PR
Since it M/Wdywmén}aw?/o% the Chachamim

were lenient and relied on 71X 7Y, in order to avoid a

situation where the woman will not be able to locate two

witnesses to testify and as a result will be unable to ?‘/L@?/ were lenient and relied on it 3y
remarry.
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