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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 7"y 97 of X5 X322 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah'’s Halachah of

DY 9"y A1

XY 9"V 900 1AV

If two witnesses testified that someone stole an animal,
and then the 233 himself admitted in Bais Din that he also
slaughtered or sold the animal;

595 mbwn ohwn

M7 ombwn oHwn 1KY

The 232 pays the owner 593, but he does not also pay M7,
because M7 is a ©Ip, a penalty, and

VO VIPA TN

One who admits to owing a ©3p is 09;

The Machlokes regarding

IR NN

DTV IN2 J"INY

If a person first admitted to Bais Din that he owes a ©1p,
and afterward two 07 confirmed that he owes the ©ip;
27 holds 7o while YRinw holds 27m.

The distinction in 17 that he becomes 7109 in the ©3p only
if

1IP2MRY 27N

His N was sincere, as the 213 also intends to pay the
owner the principal amount that is not a ©1p, for which he
would not be 9.

However he does not become M09 in the ©ip if he was
already 132 270 through ©7Y in which

D191 1Y TOD

His nx717 was not sincere, as the admission was merely to
become exempt in the O1p.

The proof from our Mishnah for this distinction;

The Gemara’s two approaches for the Machlokes in the
Braisa regarding a nxmi after i,

1.

They disagree in whether we say

oA

D7V IN2 3NN

Rileh)

If it was 0551 103 7109

OR

2.

They disagree in the Halachah of

IO D12 ANRORW MY

MY N R>

Do we disqualify the testimony of ©7v who could not
possibly become pmn?

DafHachaim.org

01w D"y 212
DXRY DY 9311 N2V

DIP2 DTN

RY)
He becomesm»
inthe pap only if

NNTIN after npTH

DIP2 DTN
07Ty N2 "N
VD

mTy
NNTNY 9197 NNR INRW
mTY M KR
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

DIw 9"y an

MIY 9"Y IR TAR TY 9" 7911 N2V

If two witnesses testified that someone stole an animal,
and then only one 7v testified, or the 21 himself admitted,
in Bais Din, that he also slaughtered or sold the animal;
503 mbwn oH>wn

M7 PIwn 0YWN WRY

The 233 pays the owner 595, but he does not also pay m "7,
because M7 is a ©Ip, a penalty, and

MNOO VIPA TN

One who admits to owing a ©31p is M9,

The Gemara cites the source in the Pasuk

DMOR YWY TOR

Yo 0w oHw

One who is liable through Bais Din pays the 03 of 503;
MWIY IR VWIS VI

This excludes one who is liable by his own admission, that
he does NOT pay the oip.

DafHachaim.org

YW
QY &"Y 213
XY 7Y IN AN TP 2" 210) R

If two witnesses testified that someone stole an animal,
and then only one T testified,
or the 222 himself admitted in Bais Din,

bas smvhen abwn
= yhen ab 130N

because m "1’ is a DIp, a penalty, and
7DD DIp2 NTID

The Gemara cites the sources i the Pasuk
DN P SN
=D o oo
One who is liable through Bais Din pays the D3 of 592;
DNY DR VYIND DID
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The Gemara cites a SRw) 37 npbmd regarding
oIPANTID

DTV IR D"INY

If a person admitted in Bais Din that he owes a ©1p, and
afterward two 07» came and confirmed that he owes the
oIp;

OO MR 1T

271 IR HRIDW

And the Gemara explains:

27 holds

DTV IR1 2"NRI OIPA AT

Noo

He is exempt from paying the ©3p, because there is a
second source for Mo LIP2 7TIM in the Pasuk

A2D7 72 RRDN RIDT OR

oow DWW

The superfluous words xx»n X317 teach

P72 RPN DTV RIHT O

WY DR VWIS VIO

Only one who is liable through 07y in Bais Din pays the
o3p of 597; but one who admits does not pay the oip.

Therefore, the first source teaches

DY IR2 R 0IPA 7TN

pileh)

And the second source teaches that even
7Y IN2 D"MRI DIP2 AT

Rileh)

While Sxmw holds

D7V IR D"ARI OIPA TN

a»n

He is liable to pay the ©3p, because there is only one
source for ©1p2 7371, and the Pasuk of Xxmn R3»iis
needed to teach that a 231 pays 503 as previously
mentioned in 7O q7:.

Dedicated By:
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D1P2 NTIN
7Y N2 2NN

If a person admitted in Bais Din that he owes a pJp,
and afterward two D1y came and confirmed it

W fepl W
27N VD

> o
Y

DTY IR2 O"NNRI DIpP2 TN
MNOD

There & w second source for 405 opa >3y
oo orily SEriEe Y a REAM NSRS DN

)77 NN - PR D pl
W3yt Yl 30

2 1
TE REER RERA DR DN PP R
= ooy ook
Therefore,
the first source teaches

0IP2 NTIN
0*7Y IR2 XN
TMVD

And the second source
teaches that even

DIP2 NTID
7Y N2 O"NNY
MUD

v
fopl
DYTY R2 O"NNI DIp2 TN
2N
Because there is only one source for pap2 nTn,

and the Pasuk of Nenn Reph is needed
to teach that a 222 pays 59>
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The Gemara proceeds with a related Machlokes in a
Braisa:

DRI DWHRVRIRY DTV IR

1233 N

N791 K91 NN2v KD YR

If someone stole and slaughtered an animal, and when he
realized that D7p were about to testify against him he
quickly admitted in Bais Din before the o7 came that he
stole the animal, but he denied that he also slaughtered or
sold the animal;

177 ROR DOUN IR

The x»p R0 holds that even if the o7v ultimately did
testify, he pays only the principal, but he does not pay 59>
and m’7.

PYPW 92 1MYHR 117 disagrees and says

1TV DTV IRIDY

If the o7v testify, he is liable to pay the complete m 7.

The Gemara explains:

According to SRmw the wnw 2 YR 220 RdP RIN DRI
must be the same as the SRipwi 27 N5, as follows:

The Ry Rin concurs with Rav that

DTV IR D"NRI ©IPA AT

Moo

Therefore, he is Y991 7109 because he was ©32 77 on the
1213, even though the o7y testified afterward; and he is

m T M’ even though he was not 771 on the nnav
77om), because as Rashi explains,

00 50T 11D

YR TWHw mYwn H Mn

"M R I

He can only be liable for a v that amounts to m 7, but
not for a ©1p that would amount to only 71') since there is
no 95 amount.

While pwnw "33 71vHR °27 concurs with Shmuel that

D7V IR D"ARI OIPA TN

20

Therefore, he is 5032 277, and certainly 1’72 271, through
the o7y who testified after he was ©vipa nmn.
Accordingly, Sxmw concurs only with pyrw 32 758 39
but not with the xnp Rin.

DafHachaim.org

DR DOVHVHHNWY D*TY IR
"121) NN
MMM R NNV XY Yar

If someone stole and slaughtered an animal,
and when he realized that D7 were about to testify.
He quickly admitted in Bais Din that he stole the animal,
before the p1v came.
But he denied that he slaughtered or sold the animal.

S 95 7}/@ oY)
DTy R
17YN
If the DT testify,

heis liable to pay
the complete m "7.

AP £
o5wN IR
17 ROR
Even iftheprTy
ultimately did testify,
he pays the principal,
but does not pay 59>
andm 1.

,@//\/6 é//‘/é Y]

D)2 NTIN DYpP2 TN
D¥TY IR2 D"NRY DYTY IR D"NR)
2N MOD

Wber%m, he iy Joow 106

because he was ops >3y on the
Py and he s sy b
v, because ay Rashic N,

YD SooN7 119D
7Y 70 DBED DY 0w
35 HS M
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However, according to 27 perhaps both agree with Rav
that

D7V IR 2"NRI ©IPA T

Nvo

And pypw 12 158 37 rules 271 only in this case of
DRI DWHVHIDY DTV IR

DTV RMINY NN TID RPT OON

He was not ©3pa 77 by his own volition, but only
because he knew that the o7y would testify against him.
However, wnw "2 1tYHR '17 agrees that he is Mo in a case
of

MIVH AT

If he was ©1p2 77 by his own volition, not knowing that
7Y would testify, he is Moo even if the o7y did testify
afterward.

The Gemara now elaborates on 27's opinion of

D7V N2 3NN ©IPA TN

Nvo

And qualifies as follows;

He is only 719 from paying the ©ip of M1 7’ in the case of
123 MR

AW DTV IR

Only if the 213 first admitted that he stole the item, and
then 07p confirmed that he stole the item; because
P20V 27N

The nx7in was sincere, because his admission obligates
him to pay the principal amount which is not a ©3p.

However, he is not 779 from paying the ©ip of M7’ in the
case of

AW DT IR N RY IR

If the 213 first denied that he stole the item and o7y
testified that he did steal the item, in which he is 595 27m;
MII1) PIINAY IR W

9211 NAVW DTV IR

And the 21 then admitted that he also slaughtered the
animal, and the o7y later confirmed the nr»av;

In this case, he is 271 to pay m "7’ even though he was 77n
to the 7m°av, because,

D191 MY JO MW

The XT3 was not sincere, because his admission did not
obligate him in anything, since he was already 17p227n
through the ©'7v. He admitted merely to exempt himself
from the m'7".

MWR 17 ION

RP7TDIRNTI POIND

"WR 17 points out that support for this distinction can be
found in our Mishnah and in a Braisa.

AI

D>TY R2 D"NNRI DIP2 DTN

[ MNOD ’N

il yﬂ/é Y AP L)
Ty N oSN 17X

1TY7 177 ROR

Thiy iy by i a case g
D’NJ) DYHDYHDNY DT NN)
DYTDT NNV NONK TN NP'T DIWD

/L/oweuer, //)//1/5 "9 7)’)/@ R ﬂ?/@%/ that he iy 306 when
MDY NTID
I% he way PR DN é?/ his own volition,
nat bnowing i) przy would testify,
he it 900 even % oy did fw‘%yx latter.

Y]
DTY IR2 O"NNXRI DIP2 DTN
TV

He s only wo from paying He is not Yo from paying
the pap of m '7 in the case of the pap of m '1"in the case of
1222 MIMWIN2 N2 NS MR
223w DTD IN2J) 223W DTV INJ)
Only if the 22 first admitted ~ [fthe 22a first denied that he

that he stole the item, stole the item and then pr7v
and then p1v confirmed that testified that he did steal the
he stole the item; because item, in which he is 593 3n;
]2 1OXD 2PN MY MNNINI NNID IR I
20101 N2DW DYTY IN2J)
This nNTIN was not sincere.

G P W
RP?T M1 RN PNINN
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However, the Gemara suggests that this distinction is
actually a Machlokes in another Braisa:

ARV PR DIV P

9211 MAVW MR D TYH 0730 P

If two o7y testified that he stole the animal, and two other
o7 testified that he slaughtered the animal;

1227V 0NN

7910 15V ANIPH NHYVIY MTY

If the 72232 7Y became Pt but not the 72w 7y, the *7p
1232 pay 993, but the 7w *Ty, even if they later did
become P, do not pay M7, because the nmrav mTY was
already disqualified before through the 7177 of the *7v
12,

120 PR DRWY

7791 PRI AP0 PR

As the accused might have bought the animal and
slaughtered it legally.

DafHachaim.org

220 PP7TYN 021V 1N
7011 NAVWY 1NIR DXTYN DNV PN

If o1 testified that he stole the animal,
and other D1y testified that he slaughtered the animal,

1222 2TY NN
N1 NYva PPN NHVIY MTY

If the n222 7Y became oot but not the nm2av 1T,
the N2 Ty pay 5>

But the nmav 11, even if they later did become pppr,
do not pay m 1, because the nmav mTv was already
disqualified before through the noti of the n222 7Ty,
2D PRI NM2D PR - N2J] PN DN
As the accused might have bought the animal and
slaughtered it legally.
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AP0 TV VNN

593 5w DYV NI

TUSW WD PRSWn 1M

If only the 7r"av 7Y became v but not the 71213 *7, the
R»p Rin holds that the accused pays 92 to the owner for
the n2°3), because the 1232 7Y remain valid, and the o7Y
P pay the additional ¥’ for their false 2w mTy.

1R DIIMO DIVH

503 m5Wn PRYWN 11

DI NYYY bwn bwn RIM

0IOMD says the P 07 pay the Y9, and the accused
pays the additional » 2.

And the Gemara explains that ©13m0 actually does agree
with the X»j RXi1n in the case just described. However,
oo refers to a different case, as follows:

123 772 IR 1IN 72 INRT D

Two o7 first testified that he stole the animal;

112 IR

NIAN PR

palnlolRisiamicl

123 D192 RO IPD

The 21 said, “It’s true that I stole the animal, and I also
slaughtered it, but you did witness any of it.”

PPN PTIO NN

2B ORINT

The 213 then brought 07y who were indeed o1 the 7
721, who must now pay 59> to the 21,

TAD M7 HY2 TN

9911 1201 DT P2ITIOR

The owner then brought two other o*7v who confirmed
that the 213 both stole and slaughtered the animal.

Dedicated By:
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M220 TY NN

If only the nmav v1v became pomir but not the N2y,

AP L
99> DYWN RN
PPYON M
NYYY "MHYN
The accused pays 59> to the
owner for the n2na, because
the n2227v remain valid,
and the pooir DY pay the

additional 1 for their false
NI MTD.

1 oMo P
995 PRYON 0
MOWN OO5WN XM
07V NWHY
The pomit DY pay the b2,

and the accused pays
the additional '» 2.

And the gemam/ that oo W«%
with the i b ity f/w/ case just /W
However, oo re/em/ tow /%ermf case, a&fa%mx

222 MWD MPR NN 2 INNT PId

Two DT first testified that he stole the animal;

NS N

IOM) NNV - N2 PN
N2 DODA Rb

The 222 said, “It’s true that I stole the animal,
and I also slaughtered it, but you did witness any of it.”

"TAD /2N bva N YTND MIMN)
222T M 1T'NDN) NINTN)
7210) NID) 223 179N ROT

The owner then brought Ty~ The 232 then brought o1

who confirmed who were indeed Do the

that the 222 both stole n2227», who must now
and slaughtered the animal. pay o> to the 2.
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The Gemara now explains:

All agree that

7217 IRTIN

NI AIRTITIND

The 233’s admission to the 12°11 does not exempt him from
01p, because

AT RPT R DTV DDA

He admitted to the 72°3) merely because he was afraid of
the first 07, because he could not assume that he would
find 07 to be 01> them.

Therefore, he pays 593 through the second legitimate o*7v.

759MP AP0 NRTIN

And the Machlokes is in whether his admission to the
2o exempts him from the ©ip of 1’2"

The x»p Nin holds

N7 IRTIN A7207T IRTIN

09

He is exempt from 3’2, because it is a valid Ix77, even
though he was obam w3 019,

While 0131310 holds

N7 IRTITIRD P20 ARTIN

2

He is liable for »1’2’, because it is NOT a valid 7R, since
he was D501 13D 0.

The Gemara concludes that this is not necessarily so:
Perhaps, all agree that

N7 AARTINIRD P07 IR

2m

And the Machlokes is in a completely different Halachah,
that of

D 91 ANR ORW MY

The second legitimate o7 could not possibly become
111, because the 2313 admitted that he stole in their
presence.

The Ry Rin holds

MY MRS

Their testimony is disqualified, and therefore the 211 is
709 from ) '2, because he was ©Ipa TN

While om0 holds

MY R1I7

Their testimony is valid, and therefore the 213 is 27 in "2
3, through the o7, and his k77 was not valid because
he was 09191 113Y Y0P,

Dedicated By:
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All agree that
D227 IRTIN
NIN NRTIN IRD

The 223’s admission to the n212a
does not exempt him from D, because

TN NPT NN DTY NHND

He admitted to the n222 merely because he was afraid of
the first v, because he could not assume that he would
find D1y to be Do them.

Therefore, he pays 5o through the second legitimate D¥Tv.

219D NNV NRTIND

And the Machlokes is in whether his admission
to the nmav exempts him from the pap of 'n '2:

oMo
NN220T ARTIN
R IRTIN IRD
27M
Heisliable for '» 3,
because it is NOT a valid

INTIN, since he was
D150 1p¥D IID.

P &
NMP20T ARTIN
RN ARTIN
MNODI

Heis exempt from '» '3,
because it is a valid nNTI,

even though he was
D15oD WY IO

a

All agree that
NN IRTIN IR NNP2OT IRTIN

2
And the Machlokes is...

MITtS 5107 NNR WRY MTY
The second legitimate o1 could not possibly
become pom1, because the 223 admitted
that he stole in their presence.

oMo AP L
mTY XN mMTY "N RS

Their testimony is valid, Their testimony is
and therefore the 223 is 270 disqualified, and
in 'n 3, through the D11, therefore the 221 is
and his nNTIn was not valid D from 2,
because he was because he was
D51o» WND WIP. Dip2 NTID
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