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T HE  S U G Y A

This section of Gemara Gittin, Daf 9a, continues the halachic analysis of a master who writes over all his property to his slave,

leaving over a minute fraction. The Gemara explores the opinions of Rabbi Shimon and Rabbi Meir regarding whether we

divide a single statement in a document, and how this impacts the slave's emancipation. It also addresses the status of a

deathbed gift (shechiv mera) if the owner subsequently recuperates.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor's commentary and are not part of the original text.

STATEMENT

ן״. בָּהֶ  שֶׁ וֹא  יבּ רִ ד מֵ חָ אֶ ץ מֵ י חוּ דִּ בְ י עַ נִ לוֹ פְ ין לִ יי נְתוּנִ סַ כָ כֹּל נְ ״ ר  יֹּאמַ  שֶׁ ד  ין, עַ ן חוֹרִ בֶּ לָם הוּא  עוֹ לְ

The slave is  always  a free  man,  unless  the master says  in the document: "All my property is  g iven to so-and-so my s lave ,

except for one  ten-thousandth of them."

QU E ST IO N

י בִּ רַ כְּ כָה  לָ ן – הֲ עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ ת רַ י אֶ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ לֵּס רַ י קִּ שֶׁ י  פִּ ל  ף עַ ן: אַ מָ ב נַחְ ר רַ מַ י אָ מֵ יוֹ נְ בַּר מִ סֵף  ב יוֹ ר רַ מַ אָ הָ וְ

יר, אִ מֵ

But didn't Rav Yosef bar Minyumi say that Rav Naḥman said: Even thoug h Rabbi Yose i praised Rabbi Shimon,  the

halakha is  like  Rabbi Meir?

EXPLANAT IO N

ים בָרִ יב דְּ שִׁ  ק מֵ שָּׁ   יִם יִ פָתַ ״שְׂ זֶּה:  א הַ רָ קְ מִּ יו הַ לָ א עָ רָ י, קָ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ י רַ נֵ פְ ים לִ בָרִ רוּ דְּ מְ נֶּאְ  שֶׁ  כְּ יָא:  נְ תַ דְּ

ים״! חִ כוֹ נְ

As it is  taug ht in a braisa: When these matters  were  said before  Rabbi Yose i, he  read upon him this  verse : "He  kisse s

the  lips  that g ive  the  rig ht answer."

QU E ST IO N

יו סָ כָ ל נְ כׇּ ב  כָּתַ  שֶׁ ע  רַ יב מְ כִ שְׁ ן:  מָ ב נַחְ ר רַ מַ י אָ מֵ יוֹ נְ בַּר מִ סֵף  ב יוֹ ר רַ מַ אָ הָ י? וְ כִ ן הָ מָ ב נַחְ ר רַ מַ י אָ וּמִ

ד. בֶ עֶ בָּ זֵר  ינוֹ חוֹ אֵ ים, וְ סִ כָ נְּ בַּ זֵר  ד – חוֹ מַ עָ , וְ וֹ דּ בְ עַ לְ

And did Rav Naḥman actually say this ,  that we do not divide the statement? But didn't Rav Yosef bar Minyumi say that Rav

Naḥman said: A person on his  deathbed who wrote  all his  property to his  s lave , and then arose  from his illness, he  can

retract his gift reg arding  the  property, but he  cannot retract his gift reg arding  the  s lave ?

EXPLANAT IO N

ין! ן חוֹרִ בֶּ ם  שֵׁ יו  לָ י יָצָא עָ הֲרֵ שֶׁ ד –  בֶ עֶ בָּ זֵר  ינוֹ חוֹ אֵ ע הוּא, וְ רַ יב מְ כִ שְׁ נַת  תְּ ים – מַ סִ כָ נְּ בַּ זֵר  חוֹ



He can retract reg arding  the  property because it is  a g ift of a person on his  deathbed,  which is canceled if he survives; but

he  cannot retract reg arding  the  s lave , because  a rumor has  already g one  out about him that he is a free  man.

R E SO LU T IO N

א הוּא. טָּ י רוּת גִּ כְּ או  לָ וּם דְּ שּׁ  א, מִ מָ עְ ינוּ טַ יְ ם הַ תָ י: הָ שֵׁ  ב אָ ר רַ מַ לָּא אָ  אֶ

Rather, Rav Ashi said: There , this  is  the  reason why Rav Naḥman ruled like Rabbi Meir, because  it is  not a complete

severance  of the  bill of manumission, since the master left over some property for himself which might include the slave.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

יו: מָ חוֹתְ יֵּים בְּ  קַ ין, יִתְ רִ יו עוֹרְ לָ ם יֵשׁ עָ אִ

The Mishnah states: If there  are  those  who contest it, it should be  ratified throug h its  s ig natorie s .

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

QU E ST IO N

יִם! נַ שְּׁ   חוֹת מִ פָּ ר  עָ רְ ין עַ כֹּל אֵ  י הַ רֵ בְ נָן: דִּ חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ הָ ד, וְ ר חַ עָ רְ א עַ ימָ ילֵ ה? אִ מָּ  כַּ ר  עָ רְ עַ

The Gemara asks: How many people constitute this contestation? If we  say a contestation of one  person, but didn't Rabbi

Yoḥanan say: Everyone  ag rees  that a contestation is  no fewer than two  people?

QU E ST IO N

י! נֵ הָ ךְ אַ מוֹ י, סְ נֵ הָ תְּ אַ כַ מְ סָ זֵית דְּ אי חָ ינְהוּ, מַ י נִ רֵ י וּתְ רֵ י? תְּ רֵ ר תְּ עָ רְ לָּא עַ  אֶ וְ

But rather, is it a contestation of two  people? If so, they are  two  witnesses against two  witnesses; what did you see  that you

re ly on these  witnesses who ratify it? Rely instead on these  who contest it!

ANSWER

ל. עַ בַ ר דְּ עָ רְ לָּא עַ  אֶ

Rather, it is referring to a contestation of the  husband himself, who claims the bill of divorce is a forgery.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

ים – דִ יו עֵ לָ ם יֵשׁ עָ ם״, אִ תַּ  י נֶחְ נַ פָ ב וּבְ תַּ  כְ י נִ נַ פָ ״בְּ ר  מַ ל לוֹ ינוֹ יָכוֹ אֵ יָּם, וְ  ינַת הַ דִ מְּ ט מִ יא גֵּ בִ מֵּ  י׳ הַ נִ תְ מַ

יו. מָ חוֹתְ יֵּים בְּ  קַ יִתְ



MISHNAH: One who bring s  a bill of divorce  from a country overseas , and is  unable  to say: "It was  written in my

presence  and it was  s ig ned in my presence ," if there  are  witnesses  s ig ned on it, it should be  ratified throug h its

s ig natorie s .

MISHNAH

ים שִׁ י נָ טֵּ י ווּ גִּ שָּׁ   שֶׁ ים  כִ רָ דְּ ן הַ ת מִ חַ זוֹ אַ יא, וְ בִ מֵּ  לַ יךְ וְ לִ וֹ מּ ווּ לַ שָׁ ים,  דִ י עֲבָ רוּרֵ חְ שִׁ ד  חָ אֶ ים וְ שִׁ י נָ טֵּ י ד גִּ חָ אֶ

ים. דִ י עֲבָ רוּרֵ חְ שִׁ  לְ

Both bills  of divorce  of women and bills  of manumission of s laves  are  equal reg arding  the  one  who de livers  and the

one  who bring s, and this  is  one  of the  ways  in which bills  of divorce  of women are  equal to bills  of manumission of

s laves .

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

QU E ST IO N

א הוּא?! טָּ י י גִּ יֵ תוֹ בַּר אֵ שׁ  רֵ , חֵ שׁ רֵ א חֵ ימָ ילֵ ר״? אִ מַ ל לוֹ ינוֹ יָכוֹ ״אֵ אי  ׳ מַ מָ גְּ

GEMAR A: What is  the meaning of "is  unable  to say"? If we  say it means a deaf-mute , is  a deaf-mute  fit to bring  a bill of

divorce?

O BJECT IO N

ן! טָ קָ ה וְ טֶ וֹ שׁ שׁ רֵ חֵ ץ מֵ ט, חוּ גֵּ ת הַ יא אֶ בִ הָ ין לְ רִ שֵׁ  כְּ כֹּל   נַן: הַ תְ הָ וְ

But didn't we  learn in a Mishnah: Everyone  is  fit to bring  a bill of divorce , except for a deaf-mute , an imbecile , and a

minor!

ANSWER

ב תַּ  כְ י נִ נַ פָ ״בְּ ר  מַ יק לוֹ פִּ  סְ לֹא הִ , וְ חַ יקֵּ פִּ הוּא  שֶׁ  כְּ נוֹ לָהּ  נְּתָ שֶׁ ן  גוֹ כְּ ינַן –  קִ סְ אי עָ מַ כָא בְּ סֵף: הָ ב יוֹ ר רַ מַ אָ

. שׁ רֵ חָ נִּתְ שֶׁ ד  ם״ עַ תַּ  י נֶחְ נַ פָ וּבְ

Rav Yosef said: With what are  we  dealing  here? For example , where  he  g ave  it to her when he  was  halakhically

competent, but he  did not manag e  to say: "It was  written in my presence  and it was  s ig ned in my presence" before  he

became  a deaf-mute .

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

ים: דִ י עֲבָ רוּרֵ יחְ שִׁ ד  חָ אֶ ים וְ שִׁ י נָ טֵּ י ד גִּ חָ אֶ

The Mishnah states: Both bills  of divorce  of women and bills  of manumission of s laves  are equal.



א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

BR AI SA

ים: דִ י עֲבָ רוּרֵ יחְ שִׁ  ים לְ שִׁ י נָ טֵּ י ווּ גִּ שָׁ ים  כִ רָ ה דְּ שָׁ לֹ שְׁ  נַן: בִּ בָּ  נוּ רַ תָּ

The Rabbis  taug ht in a braisa: In three  ways  bills  of divorce  of women are  equal to bills  of manumission of s laves:

BR AI SA

ל כׇ ים; וְ דִ י עֲבָ רוּרֵ חְ שִׁ  ים וְ שִׁ י נָ טֵּ י גִּ ץ מִ סוּל, חוּ פָּ י –  וּתִ ד כּ יו עֵ לָ יֵּשׁ עָ  שֶׁ ט  ל גֵּ כׇ יא; וְ בִ מֵּ  לַ יךְ וְ לִ וֹ מּ ווּ לַ שָׁ

רוֹת טָ שְּׁ   הַ

They are  equal reg arding  the  one  who de livers  and the  one  who bring s; and any document that has  a Samaritan

witness  on it is  invalid, except for bills  of divorce  of women and bills  of manumission of s laves ; and all other

documents

S U M M A RY

The Gemara clarifies that according to Rav Ashi, Rav Nachman's ruling follows Rabbi Meir because a bill of manumission

must fully sever the bond between master and slave, which is compromised if any property is reserved. The discussion then

transitions to a Mishnah regarding a contested get within Eretz Yisrael, establishing that a contestation by the husband

himself requires ratification of the signatures. Finally, the Gemara introduces a new Mishnah detailing the laws of an agent

bringing a get from overseas who is unable to make the standard declaration, resolving that this refers to an agent who

became a deaf-mute after delivering the document.

ה שֶׂ עֲ מַ לְ W H AT  T O  T A K E  H O M E

In our daf, we learn about a messenger who brings a get but is suddenly unable to make the required declaration because he

became deaf. The Gemara explains that he was fully hearing when he received the document, but became deaf before he

could speak. This teaches us a profound lesson in avodah: we must never take our tools, our health, or our opportunities for

granted. A person can have every ability to perform a mitzvah one moment, and in the next, the door is closed.

This is not a reason to live in fear, but a call to live with urgency. When Hashem gives you the clarity, the energy, or the

physical ability to do a chesed, to learn a piece of Torah, or to speak a kind word, do not say "I will do it later." The ability

you have right now is a gift meant for this very moment.

Today, when you feel the inspiration to do a mitzvah or help another person, do not delay even for a few minutes. Act on it

immediately while the opportunity and your abilities are fully in your hands.
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