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Intro

Today we will Be”H learn v q7 of 1" HoPn.
Some of the topics we will learn about today
include:

mOE DEW MdE
It is a DONN whether a MHE may appoint
another agent in his place.

This may depend on the following factors:

1.

If the husband said

o0

Requesting that the V2 should be delivered to
his wife, or

5% ph

That this particular M5E should give her the

The agent is ill, and incapable of delivering the
V2 personally.

3.

MYSED 1901 95

The Gemara brings an opinion that mere
words cannot be transferred to another PSE.
4,
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If the M5 must testify, he can only appoint
another agent in front of 17 M3.

5.

N6 73 MTPD HME NS PH

The MYt may not ask someone else to retrieve
a deposit in his place. In certain circum—
stances, it is a DN whether this also
invalidates the V2.

6.

ME7 MSE

A second PDE may in turn appoint a third
™MYE in his place, and

MHP S35 DPP3 D5

They are all essentially the husband’s DM,
and can deliver the V2 as long as he is alive.

7.

PEYMID 1P HOE mdE

If the M5E does not have the authority to give
the V) himself, he may not appoint another
5. The Gemara discusses several cases that
may be considered PEIAD 1% HS.
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So let’s review...

Zugt di Mishnah:

O5M SHEY 1963 v HY3ND

b 793 1NDEN Ot 90

If a 5L becomes ill while bringing a 173 in
Eretz Yisroel, he may appoint another PE in
his place. And Rashi adds

17 D33 H5E

He does not need to appoint him before '3
1%7, because he does not need to testify D3
oPM) D3 3H2).

The Gemara cites a PP"3 that discusses when
a MbE may appoint another PSE:

The 55D HD holds
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If the husband asked him to deliver the V), he
may appoint another Mg,

DEHD Dt I 50 PO
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If he specified that the M5E should personally
deliver it, he may NOT appoint another M>5E.

IMb N3E9
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¥'5£9 holds that in both cases a PSE cannot
appoint another M>E.

Now, the Gemara points out that our Mishnah
does not specify whether it’s referring to a
case of 1) or 910 PP, but it is specific in that
1D o5n

Our Mishnah discusses only a M>¢ who
became ill - or as Rashi explains, any other
)P which prevents him from carrying out his
ta;k — and therefore, he can appoint another
MoE;

But, if 95D H5 and he IS able to fulfill his task,
he must bring it himself and cannot appoint
another M5E.

Although, the HP*93 does not make this
distinction, the Gemara offers three explana—
tions to reconcile the Mishnah with the
Braisa:

Either the Mishnah follows the opinion of the
H1p HIp; and

1.

0

507 M

The D)EY is speaking of 750, and the first case
of the Braisa where 0P 793 W05E9 1”0 is also
only if D5

2.
Alternately,

0 b

$PE DM

The DXEN is speaking of 7510 DP; and the
second case in the Braisa where 793 053 H5
9nb is only if D50 H. However, the PP HIO
agrees with D)ED in that %HE 55D; the husband
consents to the second MSE if the first MOE
becomes ill.

3.
Alternately,

o 25E0

NHE D5

The Mishnah follows the opinion of )"3£,
and both agree that the husband allows him to
appoint another M5 if he becomes ill.

Although the Mishnah later says

IMEOS 13 VD OVES INH

MEOS VM VI 1300 DESED 1

PPN 13D 156 90

A ™M5E who was designated by the husband to
WRITE the ¥ may NOT appoint another
mbe?

The Gemara suggests two distinctions:
1.
»3h b

Sv37 15 OEN
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The husband is embarrassed for others to
know that he is incapable of writing a V3, and
therefore insists on the original ML writing
it themselves. However, there is no reason he
should care who delivers the V), and so we
assume that he consents.

39 agrees with Abaye’s reasoning and
therefore holds

I D1 Ddn

A gift document is different in that the P>
MAY appoint another D5, because the 1%
does not mind someone else writing the Vg,
because 130155 159 1P, it is not his responsibil—
ity, but that of the Sspn.
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As Y'£9 explains,
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Instructions to write a V3, which are mere
words and intangible, cannot be transferred to
another person. However, a ¥ which is a
tangible object can be transferred to another
messenger for delivery.

SMINE agrees with Rava’s reasoning and
therefore holds

-2 Rebip))

Granting a gift CANNOT be transferred to
another MSE, because like Gett, it is mere
words.
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The Mishnah continues:

1 b oH

15D TON DINYD 95 DI

anb 73 vNdEY K5

If he also asked the DSE to retrieve an object
fr(s)m his wife, he may NOT appoint another
ML,

b 73 MIPD HOE MO PHE

Because he may not assume that the owner
trusts the second M3E with the deposit.

b £ says however

mhH 73 HHE oh
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If the PS¢ did send another MSE, the Y3 will be
valid regardless.

However, 1D ') maintains

"D 65 M) H9N7 I

Sometimes, this may render the V2 invalid as
well, as with any stipulation which if
disregarded renders the V2 invalid.

The Gemara explains the DPYSIN:
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Everyone agrees if she gave the object to the
second MY BEFORE the v was delivered, the
V1 is valid, even though he preferred for the
first MDE to retrieve the deposit.

However,

oD D1 Mpp Y
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If he specifically instructed him to retrieve the
object first, indicating that he only agreed to
give her the V2 if she returns the deposit,

HL9A DD 350N 1096 St

D D SPE 7,

And the DMSE reversed the order, and gave her
the V2 first,

13 501D DY 939

MSES £

The V1 is not valid, because he did not comply
with the stipulated terms.

MBES PESN 5N

13 "N

The V1 is valid, because he did not mean to
insist on any particular order, and so even the
second MSE may deliver the V2.

The Mishnah now discusses how a M5¢ who
needs to say 39 Y03 appoints a second PDE:
Zugt di Mishnah

o5 O PITHN VI KN

If a PSE from abroad becomes ill and cannot
deliver a V) to Eretz Yisroel;

MOEM 197 D133 MSE DEW

OHN) D31 30 D3 DONDD N

He may appoint another M5 in the presence
of "7 D3, and testify 302 )93,

WD PS5 NIV MSE P
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The second MSE merely has to testify that he is
a court—appointed agent.

The expression 19D MOE, the last agent,
indicates

™MOE NEN MOET MOE

That the second agent may in turn appoint
another agent in his place;

However, since he needs to testify %P 773 M5E,
it is clear

17 D33 MOE NEN

He can only appoint him in front of 17 3.

The Gemara points out

H3 MSE

POSE DN5 DEW

In Eretz Yisroel, where the M5 does not need
to testify, he can make any number of PPM>E.

The Gemara then defines the authority of the
subsequent DYMSE:

*'£H 39 holds
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All the M5 are essentially agents for the
original M>E; therefore, if he dies, their power
is also revoked.

However, the Gemara argues

WHH SP37 NN WA

It is the husband who is divorcing his wife, and
so they are actually HIS agents;

Therefore, the status of the original P*>¢ is
irrelevant:

Sp35 od
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If the husband is alive, they may deliver the V2;
if he dies, they lose their authority.

The Gemara records an incident where
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The M5E said to the husband, I’m unable to
deliver a V2 because I don’t know your wife.

Upon which the husband said to him

mMN 93 H3HH M3nr Ot
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Give the V) to this individual who knows her,
and he will give it to her.

However, the M5 could not find him. The
local Bais Din suggested

1797 59D 19 PN
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Leave the Gett with us, and we will give it to
him to give to her.

The Gemara questions whether the M5 could
appoint 17 3 to relay the V2 for him to that
person, because

DI PED 1% HdE MSE

The M5E was only appointed to relay the 13 to
another person, but he does not have the
authority to deliver the Gett; therefore, as Y"£%
explains,

P Su5 DN P>

nh 795 1PN

He does not have the authority to appoint
another M.

The Gemara answers
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The husband did NOT intend to exclude the
first "5 from delivering the Gett, but merely
to permit him to relay it further. Therefore, the
™t DOES have the authority to appoint
another ML,

The Gemara proceeds to relate a similar
incident, which leads into a discussion of
various Halachos dealt with extensively in
other parts of the Masechta.
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The expression g wJ0 indicates
MW NN NHYWT NMHY

However
since he needs to testify

DN T72 bW
it is clear
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The Gemara pointty out
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In Eretz Yisroel
where the mbw does not need to testify
he can make any number of pmbw
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The Gemara arguey

INRP YY2T NON IO
NI ININR - HYIY IR
N5 1M - 5935 M

The Gemara recordy an incident:
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I'm unable to deliver ava
because I don’t know
your wife

The hushand said:
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However, the YW could not find him
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The m5w was only appointed
to relay the va to another person
but he does not have the authority
to deliver the Gett?
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