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Today we will 7”pa learn X" 97 of P2 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

27's Halachah regarding

N33 Jnn 727> Mw wan

INWRS V) PImnPann

If a person became both, deaf and mute, but he can write
down his thoughts, they would write and deliver a Gett as
per his written request.

The Halachos of

vIin

DWW IPRI T IPRY

A person who is both, deaf AND mute, is Halachically
considered mentally incompetent, and is included in the
category of jop nvw wan. Therefore, he cannot effectuate
a R IRT PRI However, the Chachamim enacted that
he can get married in a 13277 PR}, and

1’1072 701DV DWD

AU ANRRIN D

Both the Kiddushin and the Get are accomplished by
gesturing,

However

vIn

VW IR I2THN

Ifhe can speak, even though he is deaf, or

bl

2TDIPNI VWA

He can hear, even though he is mute,

D127 595 Ppod 110

He is considered mentally competent regarding all
matters, and he can get married and divorced Rn»RT».

5R513 12 W a7's distinction of

PR VIR DMK 027 702

WINNI NR’o 5

PPN M M NI

If he was always a wn, then we do not consider his 121>,
and therefore he cannot divorce. But if he was originally
well and then became a wn, we DO consider his 120>,
and he can write his own Gett, and the o7y sign it.

The Machlokes regarding

W5 1IoN R D

Whether a mbw can accept and deliver only a matter of
substance, or he can deliver even a verbal message.

DafHachaim.org

215N PN 727 1Y
V2 12AMN Pand

NN

wIn
YWY 1°R1 - 727N 1IRY
is included in the category of
O DD WIN

%N WIN
VNIV 927N
927N 1R YNIWY 11XR)

DNMAT 525 pnpod 0 Mn

Y PR Il 2’y distinction of
QYK 0127 N2
PN WIN2
WINNN NP°D HaR

17PN 10 2N RN

Wmu%éwre?ar/m?/
NHwY 1701MM KRY M

Gitten 72-1



Dedicated By:

2RI PEN

So let'sreview ...

The Gemara begins a discussion of the Halachos of wan,
and cites a Braisa which quotes the following Pasuk;
YPWUR RY WD IR

7D MNO’ R OIRN

By definition, a wan is a deaf person, who is

VW IR 2TH

He can speak, but cannot hear;

And a o> is a mute person, who is

J2THIPRI VW

He hears, but cannot speak.

0127 595 PAped 1 N A

They are both considered fully mentally competent
regarding all Halachos.

This explains the Halachah mentioned in the Mishnah at
the beginning of the Perek;

TWRIL PIIM JOIWKRS 0 21N3 1D 1R PNNVI

If a person became mute, and when asked if they should
write a Gett for his wife, he nodded his head, yes;

DDYO TWHW IR PRI

1717501185 185 DY IR DR

NN ORI

To verify that he’s indeed mentally competent they ask
him questions to which he responds three times yes and
no, and if he answers correctly, they can give the Gett,
because he is a 05 as described in the above Braisa who
is Halachically a npo.
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However, a 0bx is excluded from mTyn nyaw, a person’s
obligation to testify, as the Braisa cites the Pasuk

MY RWN TX RO DX

Someone who is aware of relevant information and
refuses to testify is liable as decribed in the Pesukim.
However,

770 919 1PRY IR VIO

A mute person who cannot speak is excluded. Even
though he’s anpo and

20573 IO TAO DY

He can give written testimony.

IR RIDATT MTY INY

DN 91 R OON

Regarding m7y the Pasuk specifies that the testimony
must be stated verbally, and not in writing.

The Gemara proceeds to the Halachah of a

wIn

FATDIPRI VDIV IPRY

A deaf-mute, who can neither hear, nor speak; is included
in the category of

TOR O WIN

A deaf-mute, insane person or a minor, who are Halachi-
cally considered mentally incompetent, and therefore
cannot authorize or give a V.

DafHachaim.org

However,
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Who are Halachically considered
mentally incompetent
and therefore cannot authorize or give a2
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However, the Gemara cites the following Machlokes:

The Rip NN says;

172N IR I PIHT IR 121357 RO 0IN

PHvbOPI RHR

PoId RS HIR

The Chachamim consider a wr's signaling and writing
valid only regarding his sale of moveable assets 32771, but
not regarding a Gett which is Xn»x7. As Rashi explains,
this is referring to a case where at the time of marriage he
was anpo, creating a Rn»IRT PRIw’y, and then he became a
wIn, a deaf-mute. Therefore, he cannot give a Gett.

5R0Ym2 12 Pnw 127 disagrees and makes the following
distinction:

1IPYR WINI DMK 027 702

The above applies only to someone who was always a
wn, and we do not consider his writing as an indication of
competence, because as Rashi explains

nYTHW T AN ® prRY

He only learned to write when he was a wan. Therefore, he
cannot give a Gett because he is not considered a ipo.
wINnN 1’0 Har

PPN 2Md RN

If he was initially a npo and then became a wan, we DO
consider his writing as an indication of competence,
because

73 nYTR 3035 IOV

He learned to write while he was a npo. Therefore, he
CAN write his own Gett, and the 7 sign it, because he
remains a npo.

27 holds like S%'13 12 w»pw 129, and therefore made the
following statement regarding a wInnn np’o:

N7 O 927> H1w wan

IMWRS O PIMI PN

Ifa npo became a deaf and mute, but he can express
himself in writing, they would write and deliver a Gett to
his wife as per his written request, even if he got married
as anpo, a RN MRT PRIV], because as Rashi explains

I 3ininlivRalpila)

He is considered fully mentally competent.
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The Gemara cites a Machlokes:
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and f/wr%m made the ﬁ%wmﬁz Malement:

Regarding a wannu nppo

215N NN 7279 12w WIN
INWKRY VI PAMN PaMd

even if he got married as a npo

Because 73 ype npro

Gitten 72-4



2RI PEN

. The Gemara continues to explain that a 1p’yn wIn
generally can only get married 13277. The Chachamim
initiated for him a 3277 PR1w’1 so that they should be able
to get married. Therefore,

APHI ARRIN I AP TONIW DV
He can also give a ) to effectuate a 13277 pwi).

The Gemara confinues to explain

N{j'vn YN
can only get married
2NN

However, there is one situation in which a 17p°v» wn can
be in a RnN»MIRT PRIW’) as follows;

mpP0 PARD 75 19937 1NH172

His brother a njpo, who was married a Rn»9IR7 pRw’), died
childless. The brother’s wife falls to him for Xn»xTH D12
He then performed Yibum and she becomes nwxr
RNIRTY, because Yibum does not require nyT. In this W%W (]

case he cannot divorce her, because he is not capable in

giving a Xn»MRT V), and a 13277 VI cannot termirf)ate a nT'nNM NOIDY DO

RIPIINT PRI N7 NN'XIN )P

However,
N{'vn wnn
canbeina
. NN"MIRT |'RIW1I
MY NYDIT INN222
NP’D PIRD
Because Yibum does not require. >

In thiy case
He cannot divorce her
Because he iy not ca/zaéfe/
in giving @ Pt Ge
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. The next Mishnah returns to discuss a competent person:
Zugt Di Mishnah :\;’)/é/\/

JOWRS VI NI H IR

1200 179 MR
If two people asked a person, should we write a Gett for -Inwxs mJ :‘n:: “7 1.‘DR

your wife, and he told them to write it. However, they did

not write it, and instead ‘:’n: Ins 1?3&1

MM O 7Y 2091 19105 1R ) o .

They got a Sofer to write the Gett, and two other o7y to However, 7%17 did nat write @, and instead
signit Wanm 2 ph 203 15 18N

193NN ITNM IMANOW 9"PR

o unn mm

501 VI N

The Halachah is that even if they handed the Gett to the
husband, and he gave it to his wife, the Gett is not valid,
because, as Rashi explains

12N2 DN IR

AR IR ROV 7 TOPD

WIRAM YN &"PN

5 133 M 19 1IN
s 1am

12 NI WY Because,

The Gett was written without his consent. By purposely - N

stated 1an>, and not 1n deliver it, he indicated that he 1305 002 N7 >
specifically wants only these people, and not others, to plp PR ppink f)bﬁ OO 70PN
write and sign it, because he is embarrassed that he cannot N PO DEN3E

write a Gett. Therefore,

NN DTV 3N IO MRV TY NN 510‘7 AN Y
The Gett is 7w only if he actually instructs the Sofer to
O WM B

write, and the 07 to sign, in which case the Gett was
written with his consent.
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The Gemara points out a contradiction. In the xw», the
Mishnah implies

11 IR RDT RO

PIMI NN IR R

The Gett is %109 only if he stated 120> and did not add 1m;
but if he does state 1an alone, then if

MM 7YY 2091 99109 1R

The Gett would be 7w>, because the Mishnah concurs
with R »27 who holds

WS 1on Hn

A ™50 can transfer verbal instructions.

However, in the Xo°0 the Mishnah states the Gett is 9w>
only if

NN DY 1110 79109 MR TV

Ifhe clearly instructs the Sofer to write the Gett; but if he
states only 1n then if

MM 7YY 2091 99109 1R

The Gett would be 5109, because the Mishnah concurs
with "oy >33 who holds

YWY 1o RS Y

A 5w cannot transfer verbal instructions?

The Gemara at first answers

1.

PRD 127 RV

0P 27 ROD)

We must say that it is indeed a Machlokes; the Xwis 129
TR», while the X9°0 is "0y 727,

2.

YUR 17 says

N7101 27 791

Both the Xw»7 and X0 are "o °27, and

11 IR RDT RIT RVID KD

R5 111 IR 1DOR KON

The Mishnah shows the contrast in >0y »27 that the Gett is
Svaifhe did not state 10, and even if he did state 11n,
because

WS 1o RS 5
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The Gemara pointy out & conttradiction
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If he states only nn, NNyO
and1 19107 NNX 12N X NTT

mnni 0TI 12N NN XN
the Gett is 100 [ann
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Because
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