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Today we will Be“H learn 2> q7 of pvoa noom.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

5SRO} 127 PN

58513 127 decreed that the husband can only nullify the L3
in the presence of his wife or the mbw.

This was either because of o Nipn, to avoid the birth
ofillegitimate children, or because of mmy nipn, to make
it difficult for the husband to needlessly void the v3.

The Gemara explains that these explanations depend on
the question of

193m3 3 1193

Whether we require two or three judges to nullify a v?

S0 1503

The Gemara brings a nmn whether 50502 139
invalidated a Y72 performed in a 7 1’3, because
WP 13277 ROYTR W17 95

They could retroactively annul the marriage.

The Gemara also brings a N>

113192 ROW 1 Hvab

Whether the husband can retract one mm’>w privately, or
only in the presence of any other m>w?

This may depend if

ANZPN TH0Iw MY

91 v

Whether the other ombw are still valid;
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So let's review...

The Mishnah earlier discussed under what circumstances
a husband may void a v);

And then continues;

15021 IR PR T2 AW PR IIVRIL

Originally, one could nullify a v3 in front of a 7’2 in any
location, and was not required to inform his wife or the
mow. However,

TP ONOMA 127 PPN

P PO Y ROV

WA PPN 730N

58512 127 decreed that he can only nullify the v) in front of
his wife or the mHw.

The Gemara offers two reasons for the decree:

1.

IR Y

ninlysloRahpiaRAlals)

So that she will not mistakenly remarry and bear illegiti-
mate children, because

15020 N7 A0 391

2792’

A v) can be nullified before two judges;

Although the Mishnah says that one nullifies a vx before
17 13, which is ordinarily comprised of 3 judges,
3025

mop T2

A panel of two judges can also be referred to as a p7 2.
Therefore,

ROp > YN 3

AT RN YD RY R

RIDII) RN

DWHN RN

It is quite likely that she will NOT hear about the 53, and
she may unwittingly remarry and bear omn.
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And was not required to inform
his wife or thebw
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Two rewwndx%ar the decree:
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So that she will not mistakenly remarry
and bear illegitimate children

Because
'31193 - 19920 X1 I3 193
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2.

wpb W suggests another reason;

MY NIpn 1om

To prevent a situation where she will be unable to
remarry, because

1DV R ID 193

30102

He can only nullify the v3 before three judges, because
IR T

The Mishnah says that he may nullify the v) in front of n°a
17, which ordinarily connotes three judges. Therefore,
RO7 17> IR RAHN

YT VW)

There are enough people involved to ensure that the news
will spread, and she WILL hear about the m0°3;

R2DYD KD

MY RN

And she will not remarry.

Therefore, we require the husband to void the v) in the
presence of the wife or the ">, and if he wants to void the
vx merely to torment her, he will not go out of his way to
seek his wife or the m>w.

The Gemara discusses the status of a v that was nullified
in 72 AFTER the decree:

Sv1an Hhoa

19727

17 holds that the 511 is nevertheless valid.

IR MW

1BV RS DY IR

WRIN 5y POINY RN

»”2w holds that such a 512 1s NOT valid, nor can he add
any stipulations at that point, because

79 7"aM0 I "R

Otherwise, Y8513 127's decree would be meaningless.

The Gemara asks

RV% 502 RONRTT O RIR D)
719 7" 10 D DWW

RPOYY WR MR 1770

RO IRTH, the 1’2 DOES void the 03, and she is an nWR
wR. How can the 1327 declare the v valid, and allow her to

marry?
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To prevent a situation
where she will be unable to remarry

Because

'111931 - 17921 XIi1 133 192

77%7 MWW//9J)/,3

which or/mb%/ connotes
three /M/gw
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If he wants to merely to torment her
he will not go out of his way

to seek his wife or thembw

Status of a Gett nullified inT M2
AFTER the decree
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The Gemara answers by teaching a fundamental concept:
WP P2TTROVIR WTPPT 2D

IR POITRY 1327 NPVPOR)

During Kiddushin one must specify Sx7w» nwn 07,
which makes the pwi7p subject to the approval of the
Chachamim. Therefore, when he is 7721 50ap, the
Chachamim retroactively nullify the Kiddushin, and she
was never a WX NWR.

The Gemara points out that this mechanism is effective
not only with

902 WITR

But even with

AN OITPR

Because

mi N> In»Yad pa mw

The Gemara now discusses other details of va Ha:
MWRY VA 12N TTVYY IR

If someone authorizes ten people to write a v), the
Halachah is that any one of them can write it, and any two
of them can sign as witnesses.

192 ROW M Hoab >

17737

Rebbe holds that he can retract the authorization of some
of them even if the others are not present.

IR N2

71392 771 ROR D0 919 1R

He can only nullify the mmbw of some of them in the
presence of all ten.
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The Gemara answers by teaching
a fundamental concept
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The Gemara offers two explanations of this Machlokes:
1.
Rebbe holds

ANIPR THVAW MY

7919 THvI RS

When he nullifies some of them, the remaining agents are
not nullified;

271’202 30 IR ORI

12912095

The others are still authorized to write the v). Therefore,
the concern of Y8511 127 Mipn does not apply in this case.

However, »”2w1 holds

NP 7oV MTY

5 v

By nullifying some of them, he nullifies ALL of their
mbw;

TR I

22711 72N31 9IR)

ROV VR NOR 1TV

The others, not knowing that their mm5w was nullified,
will deliver the V3 and she will remarry 172 X5>w. There-
fore, the concern of 58513 127 mipn DOES apply in this
case.

According to this explanation, if the husband originally
said

jabpih)

WRY 031203

‘You should ALL be my agents’

In which case ALL of them are required to sign the v);
The "1 of some of them IS effective even according to
32w, because

2271 7N 18P KD

There is no concern that the others will give the Gett,
because they cannot give it without all ten signatures, and
those whose mm5w was nullified will not sign.

Two explanations oyé thisy WMachlokes

PO
biaab 5190 330N
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DOES apply

D
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If the husband originally said

TIYXY 1123 a3y
‘You should ALL be my agents’

The 71913 of some of them
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However, the Gemara offers another explanation of the
2N 17 ﬂmbﬂbt

17 and »”2w agree that

ANRPN 7YV MY

915 15V RS

As explained earlier; and the concern of SX'513 129 Mipn
does not apply;

Yet »"awn requires the 501 to take place in the presence
of all ten 'm>w, because

WY ORI RTAVNNT KON

RoLWDY 1IWY 71 RN

A matter that was put into effect in front of ten people can
only be retracted in front of all ten. According to this
explanation,

1103512 19°0R

Even if he told the m>w ‘Y ou should ALL be my
agents’, requiring them ALL to sign the v), he only has the
power to nullify their agency in the presence of all ten.
Therefore, if he attempts to nullify only some of them, it is
NOT valid, and all ten om>w, including those he tried to
revoke, may sign the vJ.
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The Gemara brings several opinions whether the
Halachah follows >33 or )"aw-:

NIR "7 says

29D NN

VWD RTM

The Halachah follows 27 in that 13t 23921 XS0 771 50315 51,
and the Halachah follows 32w in that So1am 1R D0,

The Gemara illustrates this from the following incident:
RWIN DT PWR 727

70 5V RO TOPWR

He forced someone to grant his wife a divorce. After the
fellow agreed, and appointed o'm>w to write the Gett;
112 1R

7512091 MOVR I

RWIR 10T PR 127 instructed the agents to avoid the
husband, so that he should not have the opportunity to
nullify their mm5w.

Clearly, 50121 108 1503; he cannot nullify their mmbw
unless he is in their presence.

Additionally, he must hold 7t *392 R5w 3t 5025 91>, because
otherwise

NIRRT

He could have avoided the problem by instructing them to
remain separate.

However, j»mi 27 holds

TPRWa 3179 7950

The Halachah follows 27 in both Halachos, and so 1502
Soran.
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The Gemara points out that although j»n1 3 himself
agrees with the reasoning of )"aw1, of

19 PTIPANI N

Asherules

PR 0211 PN IRAW Py

DIOITVIONR B PTHYD PT M2

19 PHM > o

17 maappoints guardians to divide an estate on behalf of
orphans who are minors, and

M P9 PRI

They cannot challenge the settlement when they mature,
because otherwise the previous 17 n'2’s decision is
rendered meaningless.

However, the Gemara differentiates

R 0NN

RIONR RO1

Regarding financial matters, 79 7 n°ano nn is sufficient
reason to uphold the ruling of 7 n°a based on

WON T 2PN

The power of 7 "2 over an individual’s money;
However, regarding pv) it is not sufficient reason to
uphold the ruling of 50121 1R 1503, for which we need to
utilize the power of

YD POITRY 327 IVPOR

To retroactively void the original Kiddushin;

The Gemara on 7> 97 rules

M0 RNOSA

M3 KNS

The Halachah follows 1m3 7 in that 2195 1>021; and also
in that jnwa 3795 7057;

The Halachah follows 27 regarding both of his arguments
with »2w-:

5v1m V1 and

7192 RYW i Hoab >
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The Gemara on 3"/ O rides
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