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Mishnah Gittin, chapter 1

(1) One who [is a messenger and]
brings a get [a bill of divorce] from [a
husband] overseas [i.e., outside Israel]
is required to say [on presenting it to
the wife in Israel]: “In my presence, it
was written and in my presence, it was
signed.” [The Gemara explains that
this declaration was required as proof
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that the get was written [lishmah

(written exclusively in the name of this wife), a requirement for a kosher get, this
is the view of Rabah. Rava says: The declaration serves as a confirmation of the
get against the possible contention of a husband who arrives from a distant land
claiming that the get is forged. Had the Sages not mandated such a declaration,
two witnesses would have to be found to repudiate the husband's claim by
verifying the signatures of the get and when the get was written overseas, this
would be extremely difficult]. Rabban Gamliel says: [This declaration is] also
[required] if he brings it from [cities close to the border such as] Rekem or from
Heger. Rabbi Eliezer says: Even if he brings it from Kefar Ludim [which is
surrounded on three sides by Israel] to Lud [still he must declare since we do not
differentiate between different areas outside Israel]. The Sages, however, say:
The declaration, “In my presence, it was written and in my presence, it was
signed,” is required only from one who brings a get from an area distant from
Israel [to Israel] or one who takes [it out of Israel]; also one who takes [such a
document] from one province to another overseas is also required to declare, “In
my presence, it was written and in my presence, it was signed.” Rabban Shimon
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ben Gamliel says: It is required even
if he takes it from one jurisdiction
to another [where the governors of
each guard their areas as separate
territories].
(2) Rabbi Yehudah says: From Rekem
castwards [is outside of Israel, thus
requiring the declaration], and Rekem
itself is [considered] like the East;
from Ashkelon southwards, and
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Ashkelon is like the South; and from
Acco northwards, and Acco is like the
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North. Rabbi Meir says: Acco is considered as part of Israel regarding the laws
of the get [thus, no declaration is necessary].
(3) If one brings a get [from one place to another] in Israel, it is not necessary to
declare, “In my presence, it was written and in my presence, it was signed.” If
its validity is challenged [i.e., the husband claims it was forged], it must be
verified through the signatures [either by the signatories verifying their
signatures, or by other witnesses who recognize the signatures as being
authentic]. If one brings a get from overseas, but [lost his power of speech and]
is unable to declare, “In my presence, it was written and in my presence, it was
signed,” — if the get has been signed by witnesses, its validity can be established
through its signatories. [Since the law is that eidei mesirah karti — witnesses
who saw the transfer validate the get, therefore, the Mishnah states: “If the get
has been signed,” since the divorce can be valid even if witnesses don't sign.]
() Both gittin and writs of freedom [of slaves] are the same regarding [the laws
of] bringing [from overseas] and taking [to overseas, in that the one bringing it
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must declare; “In my presence, it was
written and in my presence, it was
signed.”] And this is one of the ways
in which letters of divorce and writs of
freedom are the same.
(5) [The Kutim were a nation who
converted but, at first, it was doubtful
whether they were sincere converts.]
Any document which has a Kuti as a
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witness is not valid [though the Tanna

of our Mishnah maintains that the Kutim were sincere converts, nevertheless, they
were not trusted regarding monetary matters], unless it is a get or a writ of
freedom [where one Kuti, as a witness, does not invalidate the get, provided there
is one valid witness who signed after the Kuti. The reason being, that witnesses
for a get must sign in the presence of one another; had the Kuti witness not been
trustworthy, the Jewish witness would not have allowed him to sign before him].
It once happened that a get was brought before Rabban Gamliel [who argues on
the Tanna Kamma who requires at least one valid witness] at Kefar Otnai where
[both] witnesses were Kutim, yet he declared it valid. [However, after the Rabbis
ascertained that they were not sincere converts, they instituted that a Kuti is to
be treated as a non-Jew; even one Kufi serving as a witness, therefore, would
invalidate a get]. All documents which are accepted in non-Jewish courts, though
the signatories are non-Jews, are valid, except giftin and writs of freedom [and
those contracts which actually are the means of effecting a transaction; only those
writs which serve as proof of an occurrence are valid]. Rabbi Shimon says: [Since
it is the witnesses who observed the transfer, thus they validate the get (eidei
mesirah karti) and not those who are signed on it], these [contracts which effect
transactions] are also valid [where the signatures are clearly non-Jewish names
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there is no fear lest one rely on them].
They [gittin, writs of freedom and
contracts which effect transactions]
were only pronounced [to be invalid]
when drawn up by laymen [who are
not accredited judges, but not when
drawn up by judges though they are
non-Jewish. The halachah does not
follow Rabbi Shimon].
(6) If a man says: Give this get to my
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wife and this writ of freedom to my

slave, he may, if he so desires, retract both [instructions]; these are the words of
Rabbi Meir. However, the Sages say: He may retract in the case of the get [since
this is detrimental to her], but, not in the case of the writ of freedom [which is a
benefit for him]; while we may effect a benefit for a person in his absence, an
act that may be harmful can only be imposed in his presence. [In the case of the
freed slave, though he loses his maintenance it is not considered a loss because]
if he [the owner] does not wish to maintain his slave, he is not bound to do so
[therefore, accepting the writ of freedom on behalf of the slave only benefits him;
thus, once the messenger accepts the writ, he becomes an agent for the slave,
actually effecting his freedom], but, even if he does not want to maintain his wife,
he is still bound to do so [thus, accepting the divorce on her behalf would be to
her detriment as she is losing her maintenance, therefore, he cannot become an
agent and accept the divorce on her behalf]. He [Rabbi Meir] said to them: But
does he not disqualify his slave from eating terumah [by freeing him] in the same
way as he disqualifies his wife [by divorcing her, so that freeing him is also
detrimental]? They said to him: [the fact that the slave eats of ferumah is not a
privilege inherent of a slave, rather, only] because he is the priest's property [and
if he wanted to he could sell him to an Israelite; he would then remain a slave
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yet still be disqualified from eating X% w1 72¥7 A1 MNY WY1 "AYKR? 77
terumah). If a man says: Give this ger 7] °3998 €°X? 73 130 Q7R 0K 37
to my wife, and this writ of freedom to T 'IU?_(? un

my slave, and then dies [before they

are given, the power effecting the divorce or the slave being freed is no longer
in force and], they are not given after his death. [However, if he said], give a
maneh to so-and-so and then died, the money should be given after his death
[since the words of a sh'chiv mera — a deathly-ill person is considered as if it

were written and given].
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