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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 1’0 97 of P2 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include

PO PO IVHY
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The Mishnah mentions three Gittin that are disqualified
132970, Therefore, 1°nn35 she may not marry with such a
Gett; but 72072 if she did marry, her child is not a
Mamzer.

1.

17 ano1and

D7V YOV PRI

If the husband wrote the Gett himself, but no witnesses
signed it;

2.

oY YW

PUAPRY

If o7y did sign the Gett, but the date was not included;

3,

mawY

TAR TY ROR 12 PR

If the date was included, but only one witness signed;

The Machlokes & >27 and 7ty5X 17 as to whether o7y
must sign the actual Gett;

PR» 217 holds

Rankiatalisin Rty

The 07y must sign the Gett, because 2021 refers only to
the > nm, the signatures, but not to the 721>, the text of
the Gett.

While 7195x "27 holds

172 NYOR 7Y

The 07y need only to witness the delivery, but they do not
need to sign the Gett, because a0 refers to only the 720>,
but not to the m>nn.

The Machlokes 17 and 58w regarding

TVII90 IND

If a scribe wrote the Gett and only one 7y signed, is the
Gett 1°1n3% 7w or RMPIRTH NO9?

The Mishnah's Halachah regarding

12NN P PO IV INHVY DIW

O 0PI 1S OIw 1O

If two husbands sent two identical Gittin with one mbw,
but he mixed them up, the 5w must first hand both Gittin
to one wife, and then hand both Gittin to the other wife.
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

5100 PoN VY

W THONN DRWI DR

The following three Gittin are disqualified merely j31277n.
Therefore, 7>'nn>Y she may not marry with such a Gett,
but 7272 if she did marry, her child is not a Mamzer.

1.

The first Gett is a case of

17 an231and

oM7Y YOV PRI

The husband wrote the Gett himself and no witnesses
signed it, but there were 0’7 who witnessed the 17omn, the
delivery of the Gett.

Rashi offers two explanations.
1.
Either the Xnp Rin holds 72v771 9w> because R IR it is
sufficient if the Gett has only 77on *7v. But it's %109
n>nina%, because the 1117 initiated that a Gett must have "7
.

Accordingly, the x»p Rin disagrees with X727 who
holds xn»yx7m a Gett must have n»°nn *7v, and he also
disagrees with 7Y% 217 who clearly argues in the Xo’0 and
says that even 32771 a Gett does not require 7»°nn 7Y, and
needs only 7701 7Y,

2.

OR the Tanna Kamma does concur with =23, who
holds Xn»7R71» a Gett must have 7°nn 7v; however, it is
72772 7W), because

T DTV ARHDI T AN

The husband’s handwriting is considered as 100 07y, and
therefore even without 77on *7v the Gett is 7wo. However,
it's 75'nn2% 5109, out of concern that

9910 AN PNWIRD NN RPYT

People might incorrectly validate a Gett with no o7y that
only a scribe wrote, whose handwriting is considered only
as one V.
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2.

The second Gett is a case of

ni$YREPRUA

T PRI

7Y did sign the Gett but the date was not included. The
Gett is 75nna% Y109, because the Chachamim initiated that
the date must be written in the Gett.

3,
The third Gett is a case of

P

TAR TY ROR 12 PRI

The date was included but only one witness signed. The
Gett is n>nnob %109, as the Gemara cites a 27 npbmn
ORIDWY;

17 holds

IV AN

The Mishnah refers to a case where the husband wrote this
Gett himself and only one 7 signed, and as Rashi
explains, although the Mishnah already taught us in the
first case that 17’ an> is 721772 9W> even if there were no
7Y signed, the Mishnah now teaches us that the Gett is
7>nnab S0 even if one T did sign.

However, regarding

TV 90 2N

If a scribe wrote the Gett, but only one 7v signed, 11 holds
the Gett is 720772 9090 and w1 797, because there is only
one >0, and the 9970 20> does not count as the second
Y nn.

And although the Mishnah in 19 97 does rule
TVII9I0 IND

o

The Gemara there explains

17710 9910 DNN

There, the 9970 also signed, and there are two n>nn.

SNinw disagrees and says

TV1 D10 AN 1°OR

Both in our Mishnah and the Mishnah in 19 q7 the scribe
only wrote the Gett and only one 7Y signed, and even so
the Gett is 7w>, because the 1970 215 does count as the
second mynn.

However, in the next Mishnah it's n>°nna5 9w because
PIaNT R1901

There the 1970 was a professional, who is well aware of
the Halachah that a 91970 may not write a Gett without the
husband'’s specific instruction, while in our Mishnah it's
1>nnab Y100 because

P RYT RIDO

Here the 1970 was not a professional, and there is a
concern that he may write a Gett without the husband's
instruction.
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The Mishnah concludes

5090 PV IYHY 1HR 1

W T NRWI DR

These three Gittin are disqualified j3277». Therefore,
7>nn>% she may not marry with such a Gett, but 7272 if
she did marry, her child is not a Mamzer.

The Mishnah does not address the question whether, once
married, she may remain with him.

And the Gemara cites a Machlokes 27 and im0 15:

19 says that it depends;

RXI I

RXI RS Pt

Sometimes they must divorce, and sometimes they do not
divorce.

onmbhw

N3 RS

If they already have children, they do not divorce, because
as Rashi explains

3250 TN 1Y RRIAD ROV

So that people should not consider her children from the
second husband Mamzerim. However,

DI PR

RX

If they do not yet have children, they must divorce,
because this is considered a 7>’nna5 since there are no
children

However, j3mv "1 disagree and say

N3N R OMWH

In all circumstances they do not divorce, because this is
considered a 72»>72 since they are already married.
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The Mishnah continues:

IR NYHIR 727

DTV 1YY PRY 9"PR

W DY *392 75 NIV ROR

M5R 17 disagrees regarding the first and third Gett and
holds that even if there were no o7 signed, but there
were 07p for the delivery, the Gett is 71’nna% qw>, and
therefore

D*7IVIVN D020 72N

If a21n 70w, a loan document, was written in this fashion,
the the lender collects even from assets that the borrower
already sold to others, because

VI 5Y OPMNOMTYR RO

DY PN 7300 ROR

According to 75R 117 a Gett or 7w does not require 7Y
>0 to be valid, and they sign only as a precaution in the
event that the 77°on 7 die, the husband might claim that
the Gett was a forgery, and Bais Din cannot then validate
the Gett through n»>nn orp if there are no i nn 7.

The Gemara cites a Machlokes:

17 says

PU22 NYHR 270 75N

The Halachah follows 71v5x 17 only regarding a Gett, but
not regarding other mvw, because as the Gemara in Daf
2”> explains the 70w is meant to be used for collection ata
later time, and by then the 7701 *7» might not recall the
original details, and therefore there is a concern for q»s.
And the Pasuk states;

D27 D0 1Y [R5 wIn °5o1 0nnn

N2377 77»Y instructed them to preserve mIvw so they last
for along time.

Sxmw disagrees and says

mIvWI R

The Halachah follows 71v5x 17 even regarding other
now, because

27 957, they will remember.

And as to the Pasuk o271 o 11007 [nY;

5P 1210 18Y 0NN

717 merely provided them with good advice, but there is
no obligation to write M VW to be long lasting.

The Mishnah confinues:
W 7)7/;@ Y]

oy YOp 1N BTPN
WS Y D3 117 BN NON

The Gett is N>NN2b Yw>
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1O OmIw 1O OTIw |

If two husbands sent two identical Gittin with one 5w,
but he mixed them up; the m">w must first hand both Gittin
to one wife, and then hand both Gittin to the other wife.
T TAR TIR 105

501301

Therefore, if the 5w lost one of the two Gittin, the other
Gett is also disqualified.

The Gemara offers two explanations to the Mishnah's
Halachah of

7O 0PI 1Y OTIW 1N

1.

7717 "7 holds the Mishnah is x» '273 who says

DA A DR TY

The divorce is through the 07» who signed the Gett, and
they are not required to observe the divorcee accepting
her own Gett. However, according to 7tv5x 13 who says
N0 A0 TV

The divorce is through the o*7v who witness the delivery,
both Gittin are disqualified, because

O RPN M1V R R

The 7701 7v do not observe a proper delivery of this
divorcee receiving her own Gett, since the Gittin were
mixed up.

2.

7R says the Mishnah is even 715X "7 and

1O O 1S OTIw 1N

Because

"2 PwH NNd

DARD OWY ArnI

The non 7 are not required to observe the divorcee
receiving her own Gett, as the requirement of w5
pertains only to the writing of the Gett, but not to the
delivery of the Gett.

The remainder of the Mishnah will be reviewed in the
next Daf.
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