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Intro
Today we will 7’va learn > 97 of P2 noon ’Tn: .r” 1’53, \’J’\’J DJ l’:
Some of the topics we will learn about include. I”DD

The Mishnah’s Halachah of D’wn ’D’JD Y’n

T TV PO W 0D
100 0>72Y NN
D72 NI DWIOIN YN

Regarding general mavw, even if only one witness is a
T, the 70w is not valid. However, regarding a vy of a
woman or that which frees a slave, it depends; if there is

one M3 7Y together with another Yxw’ 7, the V3 is valid; ’ n’: nxn

if both o7y are o>, the V) is not valid.

The o'm> were a gentile nation who converted under
some duress. Some say that they do not adhere to the
Torah, and therefore cannot be trusted, because o mwn

pwY, they are suspected in testifying falsely. ﬂ R | , DJ

The Machlokes regarding *m> nx», Matzah baked by a

'm>, whether it may be eaten on Pesach, and used for the n110 w n \’J N

Mitzvah of 731 or NOT.

2 ,e£ XU/ t£ D

. The distinction between 7wx V3 and other MYVW in that / &/

% R92 7 PIRMIN PR VAT O, /&) /O/ 27/
The Chachamim initiated that each 7 signs the v3 only j /‘
while all other 07 ARE present;
DI DWN TN
There is a concern for a v in which the husband specified
that ALL present must sign, and that v3 is NOT valid
unless they ALL sign
However, for mnow IRw
7RSI T PN
The 7Y may sign the 70w even if the other o7y are NOT
present

The next Mishnah’s Halachah of
019 S MR YR MIvWN 5
DPWI 0MOY DIPPMNY 9”VR

All nriow that were completed by the non-Jewish court, n”'uwn I,D
and were signed by non-Jewish witnesses, are valid. ”
| , 0”1DY YW MRIIY2 D*NYN
And the Gemara’s explanations of whether the Mishnah ” -
refers to both, 70n 70w, a sale document, and 730N OV, a n 1:3’ n n’Dn’nw D l’R

gift document - OR the Mishnah refers only to 751 0w,
but NOT to mnn jow.
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

N TV POHY W 0D

piloh)

D72V " NINWI DWI 0N PIN

508 - s TP 1oy e s 5

?m Regular nnvw,
Y AT even if only one

witness is ann

Regarding general mavw, even if only one witness is a QYD NN
'™, the 70w is not valid. However, regarding a vx of a lid
woman or that which frees a slave, it depends; if there is vat
)
one M Ty together with another 587w 7p, the v is valid; If.one mﬁ w If bOﬂ}
if both o7y are 'm>, the v is not valid. l.S together Driy are
with another D, the

theww is not

In explanation of the Mishnah, the Gemara cites a Braisa 5w T DI is not

in which there is a 3-way Machlokes regarding *m> nz», the va is valid valid

Matzah baked by a m>:

The xnp NN says;

NI D XD W9 [YY

1092 ININ T 72 KXY DRI

A person may eat *m> nx» on Pesach, and may even use it

to fulfill the Mitzvah of nx» n>or. As Rashi explains, the /’;& 7)r}/£ ) t/‘f’ ,9/,
x»p Rin holds that the o'm> fully abide by the Mitzvos. =en l,: "0 [aRTallA

Therefore, one can rely on him that the dough did not
become y1om; and even to the extent that he baked it owb
Mz My, to be used for the Mitzvah.

DS NPT PP PN EY A REY B
M2 PPTIDM NI MIRH PRI MDD AN T

’ ’ )
JOIR NMYOR 127 T ‘78'\2{’ R ﬂ?’é d ’”f’“é“/” The popio
. MR PITRTA PP PR 05 Mitguoy they do keepy by the WHZWJ/ abide by the
TYHX 127 disagrees and says that one may NOT eat nzmn f@ are evew more /w/ber%/ mgfjwj,

'3, because the ’m> do NOT abide by the Mitzvos
properly, and cannot be trusted. Therefore, there IS
concern that he might have let the dough become y»n.

stringent than YA

»"2w1 makes the following distinction:

D'MA NPT MEN 5

ORIV NV 712 PRTRTO 7277

In the Mitzvos that the o'm> DO keep, they are even more
stringent than 587’ 553, and CAN be trusted. But for the
Mitzvos that 10 K5, that the o°m> DO NOT keep, they
CANNOT be trusted.

. esl;'e‘l .
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. Now, the Gemara asks,
PRI 20 hann
Who is the Tanna of our Mishnah which rules that one 7v )
*m> is 7w> for a V), and H,oo for other MVW? s

It seems that it is neither the X»p Rin, nor 7tYHR 119, nor 117
5RO 12 PYnWw:

Because

I TIOW IRW I1POR PN R

According to the xnp Xin who holds that a'm> CAN be
trusted, he should be 7w> even for other mvw?

Which rules that one »m> T is 3> fora va
and bpo for other nnvw

éfﬁ/ 1 fo0 £ 7;% ™ Pk

PUMN NS N pumNTN 19N PA
N oan TN DY A WY
TN DY MR MR NO "3
N5 Ty He holdy that  Ho holddy that

Wthewabide o pf> camnat @ iplo can

Y ndt, 7%?/
sholdd be fjoo uld be be trusted be trusted

RY M1 TUR V119K YO 17 R
According to 7ty5R *17 who holds that a'm> CANNOT be
trusted, he should be ,109 even for a vx?

5RO 12 PYBW 127K

Dedicated By:
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R5 121 TR VI 1OR PIAR RYT R

And, according to »"aw3; if they DO abide by mnvw, they
should be 7w> for all mavw; and if they do NOT abide by
mAvw, they should be %109 even for a va?

The Gemara explains

YR 727 00

MO SRIW’ AT AN

The Mishnabh is actually 71958 17, and generally a*m>
CANNOT be trusted. However, the Mishnah refers to a
case where the *m> signed first, and the 87w signed after
him; and this proves that this *m> is a 72m, he is trustwor-
thy, because

M 920 M7 IR R

PR Y NI RS

If the *m> was NOT a 72, the 581w would NOT allow
him to sign first.

However, this is proof only in a ), because

RO PPMA PR 0N TY

The Chachamim initiated that the 7v signs the v only
while all other o7y ARE present, because

DO DWW 1N

There is a concern for a v in which the husband specified
that ALL present must sign, and that v3 is not valid unless
they ALL sign.

Therefore, the second 7y, the X7, was certainly aware
that the "m> is also a 7y, and let the *m> sign first because
he is a9an.

However, in mavw Ixw this is NOT proof, because

7 RYA T P

The 7 signs the 70w even if the other o7y are NOT
present, and

YD WWRT INDD PV XM IR

There is a possibility that the 'm> did NOT actually sign
first, but rather the second 7v, the 7w, skipped the first
line to honor an older 587w’ who he assumed would sign;
but instead, the "m> signed.

DafHachaim.org
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mosb SR DnnT e 27>

The by signed after the sm>
this proves that this »m> is trustworthy, because

MN 92N >MOT IRY R
PPN N DINNN RY

However, this is proof However, with mpw INw
onlyin a va, because this is not proof, because

VAN TY NN
NN PR NTRYANT
Nt 892 Nt Pl s o
Ol PG Dk PY/4 ﬂgﬁ /t///
The husband specified that The foll, might have
bl present must sigh, and skipped fﬁ&/w% to honor
that ¢ i nat valid unless an older Jorl who he
f@@%%ﬂ/ assured woudd sign there.
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The Mishnah concludes with

TR VI IRIMY 1935 3777399 NIV AWYD

PWIT DI TV VTV P

There was an incident of a v in which both witnesses
were oMo, and Y513 27 ruled that it is valid. And the
Gemara offers two explanations;

1.

58513 27 agrees with the xip Rin, that only ONE »mid 7
may sign a TwR V), but TWO om> o7v may NOT sign a
03, because if there is NO 5w 7, there is NO proof that
the *m> is a 7an. And therefore,

PIR IR

1TV N

The incident must be reworded, that there was only ONE
'm> 7Y that signed the V).

OR

2.

5R°Y1m2 137 disagrees with the ®»p Rin and holds that even
TWO om> 0™7v may sign a Twx V), but they may NOT
sign mAvw IRW, because, as Tosfos explains, HR511 727
concurs with )"aw1 regarding om>, and

K712 PINR R K2 PROR

The o'm> accepted only w1 v, but they did NOT accept
nMOVW INY.

Zugt Di Mishnah

0”10V 5w MR DN MOWA 23

DPWD 012D DIPPMINY 9"VR

D72 NIV DV PIN

All mvw that were completed by a non-Jewish court, and
were signed by non-Jewish witnesses, are acceptable.
However, regarding the v3 of both, a woman and a servant,
if they were signed by non-Jewish witnesses they are
NOT acceptable.

The Gemara offers two explanations for the xw» of
financial mow.

1.

991 RIW RS

TIND RIW R?

The Mishnah refers to ALL mavw, a sale document, AND
a gift document; and a 751» 70w through MR is accepted,
because

TIPT RIIPHP T 7000

NI RPHYI PRI RIOW)

The i was accomplished when the buyer paid the seller,
and the 70w serves only as proof of the transaction.

And even a mnn 70w through mxo7Y is accepted, although
there was NO p1p yet, and R R72 this 70w CANNOT be
the 7ip either, because

RI77 XYY ROOM RIOW R

The 70w of a gentile is worthless. However, 13277 this
avw CAN serve as the 73p, because HRnw says

NPT RMOHT RPT

A person is obligated to keep government laws that don’t
go against the Torah. Therefore, the 70w of a gentile court
is effective.

DafHachaim.org

WInYy 9535 S8'Oma 139 1185 e s
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X v
b 30 NP NIN - ON91a) 139
Even two D> may Only one»md Tv

sign a NN v, may sign a nwN va,
but not MLY INY, but not two
because, b5Nbna 11 therefore,
concurs with 372w "aN AN
K91 RN2 MITNR Yy 3R

RiN2 ITNR

WW@/ pﬂ '/;4,
butt nat_pyr 0 320

" e 5

PINSTYS 2O
anap b
a"aY RN BTN
v
/— 1 \_/\
M N3 NS 258 N3 NS

because
NP 1 2N on

QY21 R
Q'Y *NINENn

There was no 7 yet,

and V7.5 5/ thiy 7/5
cannat b the,ppp either, Lran

becairs NIOYS TN NN

RDON RTVW R N
NIN XNHY2 The '\ wa accompli

However, jjr3p the W0 when fﬁ@é«%ﬁa/ the seller

serve ay the '), because and the N0V serves only ay
a é///f sagy /zroof 0/ the transaction
RDT RMIYOT R1T
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2.
The Mishnah refers only to 751 70w, because there

/_2\

already was a 11, and this 70w is The Mishnah does not The Mishnah refers
NI ROV PRI refertoa onlytoa

But the Mishnah does NOT refe( to 7IN» VW, because =300 Y a9 1Y
there is NO p1p yet, and this 70w is

ROV ROON because there was no pap, because there alread
And and this yww is was a pap,

D'w1 030 Y1 "IN ND"},D RDON and this ww is
The Mishnah must be reworded, that those m7vw that are N1 RD'?}’: 989

similar to v in that they accomplish the pip, are also »o9.

WA RSP IR LN
The Mishnah must be reworded - those mvw that are
similar to va in that they accomplish the pap, are also bipo
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