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Intro

Today we will Be”H learn 7 971 of joa non.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

%’i:lg Eenr:ll;;;;é’cablishes that amar an, who requires both nD’ﬂﬂ’ n:’n:

the writing and the signing of the va to take place wiina,
when it is detached from the ground, also requires them nnw
both to be done nnen.

niy'mi ndino

Areas that are in close proximity to Eretz Yisroel are
more likely to know of the requirement of nnwy, and it is
common for people to travel between these cities and

Eretz Yisroel.
This is even more likely if the area is also surrounded on n]:]DD

My

three sides by Eretz Yisroel. This is caused by several
cities along the border extend out further than others,
creating an area between these cities which is outside the
borders.

INW' YN N1 N

The Gemara concludes that everyone agrees that within
Eretz Yisroel an» 11 is not required, even from one area
to another, because it is certainly nnws, AND travel

between these areas IS common, and witnesses will ’ b ’

. certainly be available to authenticate the va. nJ TD nJ 7D
On the other hand,
xamana xamann, if two neighborhoods are controlled by ijw’ Yﬂ N:
different authorities, we DO require the messenger to
testify. This is true even in Eretz Yisroel, because
X217 ' AR M

a1 also agrees that we are concerned about authenticating
the oa.

R22ID20N
N2

N2IT N9 N°XR NI
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So let’s review...

The Gemara continues the discussion of the reasons for
the requirement of

0NN 1911 2ANd1 '191

nn says

nNnYT 'R'pa 'RY 191

To ensure that it was written anwy;

N1 Says

m"g |"ixn 0Ty 'R 94

To authenticate the signatures, so that it cannot be
challenged later -

The Gemara now analyzes the rest of the Mishnah in
light of the xaw man npiann:

nIx RN 2N

72NN N1 DN 2 RN 9K

NIRATYIR N

797 0117 19N 17'9R

Even a va brought from these cities requires
DNN1 11921 N1 1192

Since wma | and arvax a1 found it necessary to point this
out,

¥ 89 10130 N YN

Apparently, the xnj xan disagrees and holds that a va from
these cities does NOT require nnna 1921 an2 92

The Gemara explains

W' YR NdINoN NNty

|70y KW' IR DINN2 NIyIami

2anI DN Are mo, Very close to ww y.

o117 199, in addition to being close, is also voam, surrounded
on three sides by Eretz Yisroel. This is caused by several
cities along the border extending further out than others,
creating an area between these cities which is outside the
borders.

Presumably, those in close proximity to s yw are more
likely to know of the Halachah of anen, but since they are
across the border, there are no witnesses available.

DafHachaim.org
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70 authenticate 7o ensure that
the Signaturey it way writtens 0/

The Gemara analyzes the Mishnah
in light of the N2 M N2Y NMbNN

M APON 129
BN
5% 25 9551

1 8o 129
NPT AN
pkiatafi~iR=painkia)

23 ,e@a %00 Pinz @/

IRV VIR MOMODN MIMY2
1PPOY HRIW YIR DINN2 MY

73M 0PI oMY 79>
are N0 is Y92Mm

Presumably, those in close proximity to DRI YIN
are more likely to know of the Halachah of npw5
but since they are across the border
there are no witnesses available
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Therefore, we assume the npnnn is as follows:

The Tanna Kamma holds

vl 'R 'RY 19

nma 'l

Therefore, an» 191 is not required because they are aware
of nnwM.

While ~ryx 2 9xsna a1 hold

N7 |"IXn DTV |'RY 99

nHY X7 "M Nl

Therefore, an»1 191 IS required because there are no
witnesses available.

Thus, the dispute between m and xa is actually a nprann
in our Mishnah?

The Gemara responds that we can explain all opinions in
the Mishnah according to both na1 and »an:

According to man:

The xnp xan holds

'NA N2’ NDMOT |I'D N

These cities are aware of nnwy; therefore, they do NOT
require an» 9.

S%4na 21 Maintains

nma ny'amn

nma X9 Nidino

A city surrounded by the border knows of aney, and does
NOT require an» 19, while a city that is merely nearby
does not, and therefore DOES require an 193;

While ~ryx 2 argues

X7 ') niy'ain

0'n N1 TN pinn XY

The Chachamim required nnna 191 an2 192 from ALL cities
in o' nrm, with no exceptions, in order to avoid
confusion.

Similarly, according to xan:

The xnp xan holds

'N'DY NdYM NIDINOT [I'D '

Witnesses ARE available from nearby cities;
sxtna 0 maintains that

nHY niynm

'Y X7 NdINO

They are only available from cities surrounded by the
border;

While ~ryx a0 argues

X7 ') niyhan

D' NI TN PIINn XY

The i did not allow any exceptions.

DafHachaim.org
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W m‘mﬂ% Y /)/')/ﬁ// i our Mishnah?

N3P NN

PRWY D9

a

We can explain all opinions
according to bothn2? and R2)

According ton2):

LPYON 39
myvam
R M)
PoNn RHW
0N NTN2

1oN9m 130
myvam
MM
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72 RY

'Nmp NIN
1170 N
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According to N2:

tMON 129
myYam
N9 "M
PoNn ROW
0’0 N1 TN2

1oNom 19
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MY
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The Gemara now turns to the next opinion in the
Mishnah:

D' MMIX 0D'MdNI

0NN 1911 2NJ] 191 MNR'Y 11X 'R

"IMn1 0N NITAN XANN KR

The om>n add that ym, one who brings a va from Eretz
Yisroel to o nrm, also has to say an» nea.

71X X7 79I 120 Xnj XINT 770N
Apparently, the xnp xan maintains that ysm does NOT have
to testify.

Here too, the Gemara first assumes that this npann is
actually the dispute between nm and xa:

The xnp xan agrees with nay,

e 'R RY 1Y

And so y9m does NOT say an» 193, because the va
originated in Eretz Yisroel where are aware of nne;
However, the omon agree with xn,

"' |"Ixn 0'TY 'RV 9"

And so yam DOES say an» 193, because the va is brought to
another country, and travel is not so common from one
country to another.

Dedicated By:
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The next opinion in the Mishnah

QYN 220
DAY *ID2Y 2ND) 15D N TIX WN
OV BT NI N2 NON

ffb’ t/f'[// 200 t/f) {_j/)? Z/%/

The Gemara assumes that this Dmbnp
is the dispute between N2 and R2)

N2p NIR
eed With 92

PRW DY
NNWY PRPI

Q'hon
aﬁrm With 59

07y PRWY DY
MMPH PIND

b1 does NOT say
pi)BARMLOR]
because theDl
originated in
Eretz Yisroel
where they are
aware of NDWD

b1 DOES say
RI)PARMLOD]
because the va
is brought
to another country
and travel
1S not so common
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The Gemara responds that we can explain both opinions
according to both m and xan:

According to m;

710 XN XIN

NN 10X 19 112 X9

110 'RN] N

N'an 10X "7 1A

All agree that 99 should not require an» 193; the npinn is
whether the decree was extended to the case of yam as
well because it may be confused with the case of xan.

According to xan;

'Y

INKT XIN rJ”n—[ n'nmyo 'Wl'\DLJ

All agree that vam DOES need to say an» n93; there is in
fact no npann, and the omon simply elaborated on the
words of the xnp xan.

The Gemara explains the next case of our Mishnah:
0'N N1*TNA N1 TN N1*TAN LA X'ann

DNN1 1921 2Nd2 1192 N1y X

If someone brings a va from one country in yw vin to
another, he also must testify.

nn infers from the Mishnah

X X7 TN yIRa NI NN XN

A va brought from one area in Eretz Yisroel to another
does not require ano 19, because it was certainly written
nnYh.

x1, on the other hand, infers from the Mishnah

X X7 D'N N1*TNA NI'TA NNIXA XN

Within the same country in yw yin, a messenger does
NOT need to testify, because there ARE available
witnesses.

DafHachaim.org

X

We can explain all opinions
according to both N2 and R2)

According ton2?:

Y920 *NAN2 11239
122972
1°om

920 Kp NIn
122772 RO
oM

X721 TORXR X721 JOXR

According to N2):
'NRIN2 1227
P7NT NMYL YWIIDH
INRT XRIN

/Wa?rw fh@f/’[/\/
DOES need ty Say 213 YO

Next case of our Mishnah

DY YYD D MY B XY
s T
DAMI 353 353 153

Py %VJ/
NOTH NNMR2 RN
0N NTN2
IR RY

Because there ARE
awalable witnesses

D2 L Yy
NPTNY NPTHN RN
PRIV ¥IR2
R RS

Because
it wag certai
written
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In one version of this discussion, the Gemara questioned
this inference according to xav;

DNO NN NI TAN Xann "N

The Mishnah should not have specified on nym? Rather,
a messenger traveling between ANY two regions -
whether in Eretz Yisroel or in on nrm - must say an» 1o
onna oa1?

The Gemara therefore retracts from its earlier position,
and says that even according to xx;

X X9 11 IR YR NrTn'] NTan

One does NOT need to say an» 191 when bringing a va to
another area in Eretz Yisroel, because

"NDY NdDYUM

There ARE witnesses available to authenticate
signatures; either because

D120 1Y KON

People travel to Yerushalayim for Yom-Tov, or because
'VIPT ' 'N2 RO

And, as '"en explains

TVIN DIIM 1T ARYINY NNTY DN

People travel to the established courts.

The Gemara turns to the final opinion in the Mishnah:
mixa v

N'2INaN" X'INANN 179X

Even within one city, bringing a va from one neighbor-
hood to another requires nnni 191 ann w91 if the two areas
are controlled by different authorities.

DafHachaim.org

In one version of this discussion
the Gemara questioned this inference
according to N2)

“N12TNY NPTHRN R2NN”7 AN
20N0

Even according to N2)

NN NPTHEN
PRIV ¥IR2
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The final opinion in the Mishnah:

N "N

N335 Y9 DN
N3N
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As an example, the Gemara says

N YR ANt NN Y

nnY ni'‘ooyi

There was a city in Eretz Yisroel named nrooy, which was
divided into two jurisdictions, and therefore a va that was
delivered from one area to the other required an» 19a.
Here we have conclusive proof that the purpose of the
declaration is

mep |"ixn DY 'R 99

The Gemara therefore concedes

X217 "7 AN M

Everyone agrees that we are concerned about authenticat-
ing the v, however, nn holds that we ALSO need to
ensure that it was written nnes.

We have established that n:y and xan agree concerning
7w ywa nry nrn that anna meaiano uea is NOT required,
because it is certainly nnwy, AND there ARE available
witnesses.

Therefore, we are left with only two of the practical
differences that the Gemara suggested ona 97"

1.

N 2 ArnRT

If two agents bring the va; or

2.

0'N N1'TN] NN NNIXA

If a va is brought to another location within the SAME
country in o nrm;

In both of these cases, there ARE witnesses available, and
so according to xa» we do NOT require an» 101 However,
we ¢till need to confirm that it is nnwy, and so nay holds
that we DO require it.

DafHachaim.org

/fymmm/zf&, z‘/wgemam/m?&
HRTW? YR NIPA NINK Y
ANWY MO0

Which was divided into 2 jurisdictions
and therefore a V) delivered
from one area to the other
required 2N21°102

The Gemara therefore concedes

R2I7 N DR N2

However, n21 holds
we ALSO need to ensure
that it was written nnwH

N2y and N2 agree
concerning SN yINI NITOS NI THH
DNNI 921 2022192 is NOT required

because it is certainly nowb
AND there ARE available witnesses

W%m, we are &/f with oné/

tuo practical /#ermm

2 1

NTN NMNR2 OPNRT
0N N1TN2 N2

There ARE witnesses availuble
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