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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn i1 q7 of pv2 noomn.

Some of the topics we will learn about today include: 17D bU ﬂn Rb

T2V MRS

At some point, the people of i ny7» learned of the
requirement of nwS. However, 021 still requires the
messenger to say 1n21 193, because we are concerned
PIPOPS 12T M RPW

The situation might revert back to its original state. 1 :7 11(” ’ an

Nevertheless, in certain unusual situations they waived

this requirement, such as wInmw npo, a messenger who 1 b] 7 b 7 b
became a deaf-mute, and X0’ 10”»7°90 °3, in a case of two I I
messengers.
In addition,
noIw)

If the messenger did not testify and she already remarried,
we do not compel her to divorce.

N 1M1 NND 21D

The Gemara discusses whether the messenger must
testify before two or three others.

T I THw

7 wYI TV

A messenger can serve as a witness to the case; the
Gemara brings a np5n» whether he can then serve as a

judge. However, in regard to Halachos that are only 7y n my J n ’ bw

1312771, all agree that he may serve as a judge.

D151 1DIVW YIVHN VN

R 7 maintains that any change in the set procedure of
PV, even those that are 131277, invalidate the v, and a
child born from a subsequent union is considered a 3.

mwh MW
The Gemara brings several opinions exactly what the

$§:S‘§2%gn h:; (tu(; .observe in order to testify that the v3 )’ :U D D n J w D
000N 1Y2VWY

NNWY MY

y
Yecheskel .
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So let's review...

The Gemara earlier brought two reasons why a messenger
bearing a V3 must say

DNN3°1931 2N3) 101

127 says

Wb PRPA PRY 05

To ensure that it was written npw;

N27 says

MRS PR OTY PRV 0H

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

The Gemara continues to seek a source to decide the
nm>nn, and cites a later Mishnah:

D7 NPTHN VI RO

DNMI°19212N23 2301 IN> 12 1N

If amessenger is unable to testify, which the Gemara
explains refers to a case where

npPo RITWI 1> 1M

DN °39212N33 °3021 W15 P00 R

WINNIW TV

He became a deaf-mute after having given the v, but
before he could testify.

Atthe time of 703, his mm’S>w was valid, but he cannot
testify onmn11921 201 °193, because, as w1 explains;
YT 128D

He’s no longer of sound mind.

Therefore, in this case,

PPMN2 0PI 7Y POV W DX

We authenticate the v3 the usual way, by finding
witnesses who can confirm the signatures.

RWP 727 RMIRID

According to 117, why does it suffice to confirm the
signatures - we still need to confirm that it was written
nw5?

The Gemara explains that this Xn92 is referring to
15w IR

After the Halachos of inwb became well-known, and the
only concern is the vX's authenticity;

However, a “mb %12, a person who CAN say an21°103, is
still required to do so,

DIPSRY 92T M RPW 7N

As aprecaution, in case the people in o7 37 will once
again become ignorant of nnwb.

Nevertheless, a 91> 1wx does NOT need to testify, because
WwINNN Npo

ROV RYT ROPD

1323721 R

Unusual cases, such as an ordinary person suddenly
becoming a deaf-mute, were not included in this decree.

DafHachaim.org

Rl~b N “dn it g =iaFahimtalafahl yutaryl
DA 152 2NJ1 382

£ DRY,

v 'nb

PR DY PN NP2 N
YaNP i~y

70 authenticate 70 ensure that
the signadures it way writtens 0/

=)plniinialafiaky yulalyl
BN 11531 3051 153 D 9150 W

o L1l> > "
p/)ﬂ jdp/ p/g jép W, /')'003) t[
f?/yjf 3y
He became a /ea%»mm‘e/ a%fer /m/m?/ given the 4

MRaNna 2YPN DY 1’51) 0N

NP 129 - 8N NaY
/fccom/m?/ fo 9, w/ry doey dz‘wf%&w

ty condirm the Sighatures

we still need ty con%omu that it was writfen 3)/\/5/9

2 &

This RDM2 is referring to

ITNO5W INNRY

After the Halachos of now5 became well-known,

However Buta

9 9137” “IMH 95?7 1R”

a person who can say doesn't need to testify,
N2 1192 because

is still required to WINNN NPD
Rk 6! RNOW XROT RNYM
727 MM’ RPW 1329 N2 17T &M
11POP5 Very wnusual case
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Similarly,

DY NI 03 INITY DIV

If the husband appoints two agents to deliver the v), they
do NOT need to testify, because

TWIIPID TIDR TP )

WP RY M

They would be believed if they claimed to have witnessed
her divorce; therefore, if they claim to be agents of the
husband, they are also believed, and he can no longer
challenge the va.

Here, too, the Gemara explains that we are speaking Inx>
15w, and yet

RO 0”702

RMPOW RYT RN

Since it is unusual for two agents to deliver a vy, this
circumstance was not included in the decree of 11 Xipw
PP 12T,

The Gemara points out, that other unusual messengers
ARE required to testify: For example;

RMPOW KD TN

It is unusual for a woman to bring her own v to 7 m2in
the role of a 5w for the husband, and yet

703 IR NI TR

W5 1>IRY 7251

DINI °102) AN °193

She DOES need to testify, because

mbwa mbnn RHw

Not to differentiate between the various kinds of messen-
gers.

However, a%1> 1R, as *"v1 explains

> IRIN

TWOR PRW RIR

Was not exempted due to his unusual circumstances;
rather, he is incapable of testifying; therefore, his v3 is
valid.

In regard to the husband, however,

107 R?3TW VIV RIN

DNM3°392) AN33 2391 M5 IR PR

He is NOT required to say an21 192 if he brings the v)
from o’n Ny himself, because our concern is only
55091 7791 Hya N ’DT

That the husband may later challenge the v3; however,
7Y VPRI VPIH ROVA

D N RP MYV

Ifhe brings it himself, we are confident that he will not
contest it.
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=) a R ahiiaialiakii Putyligalhiy

NWIA 1172102 1INR? 192X NI
NN XY M

..and he can no lbn?er WW?‘/L&%

\ 4
This N2 is also referring to

1ITNOW INKRY

RNOW XRYT RNYM - RV MNMHPT 1IN 12
Since it it wnudual /«r two Wyz‘a deliver a/&,
thiy circamstance wad not included in the decree a%

PP 27D MIN? kDY

Other WWA/ are r%w‘//e/ o fw‘%/. ..
NNOW XY NOK

It is unusual for a woman to bring her own va to pT m2
in the role of a mbw for the husband, and yet

IS NN PR ONT
P 0 ey v 739
ol pAmY DI B3N8 DS

However...
o corcer ) KSR IR MY
fopirde  TEOTRPR ZE
oo sy BAMSNBMY NI ups T 27

We are confident that he will not contest it.

Our concern /‘/owwer,
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The Gemara adds that although we still require the 5w to
testify even 175w InR5; however, the X2 says
DNMI°192) 2N °301 MR RY DR

non

If the messenger neglected to testify, and she then
married;

W PHMN2 07PN DR

As long as the signatures are authenticated, it is valid;
because, as the Xn72 concludes

2 1IN R

DNNI °1021 2N31°193

R sianb

75Y 5P ROR

This testimony was meant for her benefit, that we believe
the mHw, a single witness, in order to prevent future
challenges. Therefore,

7O I DRI IR

We certainly do not challenge the v3 ourselves, and have
her divorce!

DafHachaim.org

Even though we still require the mbw to testify
even 1Tnbw INND - however...

QNN *I53) 3N33 153 AN NS N

Do
If he the did not, and she then married;

2 AN VPNl BN

115 19983 8D

DAM3 YI53) 353 B8
mop mannd
Wo coria P Opid NON )
do nat W?‘w‘mn?/ was meantt for :// }/jy/
?‘/w/ her éw%)‘, i order to prevent 1202
4 ourselves WM& Wl&nﬁw (
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. The Gemara now discusses before how many the messenger
testifies DN *3921 210317192
5 M1 191
RYINN NP
2193 90R TV
3102 MR TV
13m "3 holds that he testifies in the presence of two others, while
R1I1 ' maintains that he testifies in the presence of three others.
The Gemara explains the Machlokes as follows:
We've learned in the previous Daf that
N1 75 PR 127
Rabbah agrees with Rava’s reasoning of
WIRY PR DTV PRY 195
We need to confirm the signatures.
And while a document can only be authenticated before a 7 2
of three judges;
12371 P ROP
T Y1 YT
Regarding Halachos that are 132771, a witness can also serve as a
judge. Therefore, two judges should suffice, because the witness
can then serve as the third judge?
However, in the case of bnni 1921 201 °192 there is particular
concern according to Ry '
VI DR K272 TPV TORT D
15V 23101 RAIPR 72 RODT Pt
Since a woman can serve as a messenger, they might accept her
testimony before two judges, even though a woman cannot
serve as the third judge;

. However, 1307 "y maintains
WP VTHIOR
oY 10 R
It is well-known that a woman cannot serve as a judge and they
will make sure for her to testify before three judges. Therefore,
in an ordinary case where the 5w is a man, we allow him to
testify before two judges based on 17 w3 Y.

The Gemara brings support to 137y '¥'s position that two judges
suffice:

D7 NPTHN VI RADT

115 IR R 75 10N

DNM3 °192) 2N21 191

TN TN RORY

PR 1327

N1 17 says that if a messenger does not testify, a child born
from a subsequent marriage is a wn.

The Gemara explains that 7x» 17 holds

022 D107 1WAVW YIOND 7IWND 5

TN TN RORY

Any change in the proper procedure for pvx invalidates the v,
and causes a child born of a future union to be a 7».
However,

DN DO

TOH TN PR

The omon disagree, and do not disqualify the child; rather, he
corrects his mistake:

[L25% 0 - go]

5 10 M I NV

DWW 301

DINNI°197) AN23 *301 IR

He takes the v3 back, and then testifies in the presence of TWO

' others when he gives it again.

-
Yecheskel
Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

=5 130 1 1153

éﬂ” 2 - VL4 g
N M N 97
pRM ] ‘D D2

The Gemara explains the Machlokes...

R297 1YY R N2

7Y PRWY DY

A document can onley MPPY PNAND
be authenticated Therefore we need ts

é%m wpzon 0%3/%0 /L& am%'//m the Signatures

T WY1 TYT PAT2 19 RDMP
Two j shold ,
because the w#fé&/w/g thew serve ay the third. /M/?@

L % iy concerned
YWD NYNT 0D
DIN NN RS
WD NPT PIOT
NDD 1DDD) RDIYR

?L
her f&tﬁmxzny é%(/r&
méy fwo /»/g&/
Therefore, in an ordinary case where the mbw is a man,

we allow him to testify before two judges
based on - T nwwl TV

W VD NUN
by 1PD N,

M5 13M3Y 2 P3N 1Y N
5 SN 89
AnM Y153Y 3093 359

oplon PN 532
A 19N PN Ny
b 32 At 99m
NN NV’
Y2VNN MYNN 95
1% 1M MM 10732 DON WIVW
TN THM RN
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The Gemara next discusses whether he must testify that
he witnessed the writing of the entire v

MR 27, who was appointed to administer v, holds
MR TR 92 5D TIvY5 AR 733

The messenger needs to be present while the entire ) is
written.

However, "or " '»R "7 hold

n>IYRY

He does NOT need to observe the entire writing; rather,
they agree with 7t5R "9, and

122N5 R I1YONR

APWH MR 707 ROR

PIRIR IV

He can testify after seeing only one line written nnwb, and
we can then assume that the rest was also written mwb.

The Gemara brings a third opinion:

IR IWN 1T

RN 7Y ROWNP 7 179K

Even if the messenger only heard the sound of the quill
writing on the parchment, we can then assume that it was
written W, as the X2 says

77502 1901 1123 K179

WD M°22 99101 7775V NN

Even if the messenger was not in the same room as the
scribe, he can testify that it was written in his presence;
evidently, this is because he HEARD him writing.

The Xn™12adds

K1 011 199R

w315 o 5

As the Gemara explains

RNRIRPIWY POIT 199K

Even if the scribe interrupted his work to visit the market,
the v is still presumed W5, and we do NOT suspect
RIINR VIR

5 MR PHIVR

He was commissioned there by someone else to write a
vy; rather, we assume he is still writing for the sake of the
original woman.

Dedicated By:
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Witnessing the writing of the entire D2

2
TpS ANN TN
PN PN 55 5y

ok I M 2
N9 N

WWE
13 305 &Y 19N
MRS MAN Y NON
X N AN

b Lven % the messenger
NOMDD 1P 198N o? heard thes soiind

NP9 1Y oA the quilb writs
TI Wuz‘ﬁj;fcéme%

An"n
33 NI Y9N
MMy B0
moYs N
N33 950
WS

Lven % the
wads not i the same room
ab the scribe

Lven % the scribe
Wermfzfe/ hi work 1o
visit the market

NEYN D393 19BN
5 Y9 A 9

The va is still presumed to be written npwb
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