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Intro

Welcome to Masechta ny9in which primarily discusses
the nRom 129p that is brought by 7 72 and mwn j7o.
Today we will 7”va learn 2 97 of ny i noon.

Some of the topics we will learn about include.

If one transgresses »w3, unintentionally, a X5 that is 712
punishable with 093, he is liable for a nxvOM 129, as
follows:

AOYD AW N T

APVWIR WA RIAD

If an individual, or even the majority committed the 772y
on their own, then each person is liable to bring a nxon
7, which consists of either a 7w, a female sheep, or
17Yw, a female goat.

7T DA DRI N

99 NID

If the majority committed the 772 based on an erroneous
ruling of the 77739, the highest 7 3, they are liable to
bring a 79, a bull, otherwise known as

N3 5w 93705V 99

And each, individual is exempt from a 7 nxron.

Our Mishnah discusses

P72 DRI VYV TP

If an individual or minority committed the 772y based on
an erroneous ruling of 7 13, all agree that they are not
liable for a 99, because it was not 112°% 217.

However, there is a Machlokes as to whether each person
is liable for a 7 nron:

Our Mishnah, which is 77 27 holds

PT I DRI VYW TP

Nvo

And the Gemara cites a Braisa that holds

PT P2 DRI VYV TP

N

The Mishnah’s distinction between

T

T3 7500

pileh)

If an individual committed the 772 based on an errone-
ous ruling of 17 13, he is not liable for a 7 nxoOA.
However,

MY TN

iy

If he committed the 777°2p on his own, and not based on n’a
17, even though 7 n°1 had permitted this 7772y, he is liable
for a 7 nRON

The Machlokes regarding

A 5nw 7" 10

ORI WA 2515 95nnn

If 7 2 erroneous ruled that certain forbidden fats are
permitted for eating, and a 7' who wanted to eat 7w,
permitted fats, accidentally ate that 25n, whether he is
considered a 7721 750 or a w3V 7N

DafHachaim.org

MmN Noon

Primarily discusses the nNvbn )23
that is brought by p1 m2 and nwn jnd.

AWYN NAAW2 M2 T2
NI7HW IR NW2I RN

1T N2 NRMN2 MX
9D XD

7228 YW 927 0YYN D
NYYY TN
1T M2 NRMN2
1T N2 DRMN2 NVYW TN

MOD

1°T N°2 NRMN2 NWYW T
27N

TN
7722 NINN
TVD

NRYI NINN
27N

Im» 25NW 772 1N
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So, let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

PIIAIIN

AN IR MEH Y31 AR YY N2ws

oo YY AW 7w T O

If the 7m0, the highest 7 13, issued an erroneous ruling
to permit a 18 that 711 would be punishable with 07,
and an individual committed the 77°2y based on the ruling
of 7 3, the Halachah is as follows:

DY NUYNIVYY P2

TPINR VYWYV 2

U VY ROV P2

Nvo

7"31 75NW 391

The 7 is exempt from a 7 nkon regardless of whether
both 7 2 and the 7 transgressed simultaneously, OR
even if first 7 n°1 and afterward the 7r transgressed, OR
even if 7 a2 did not transgress, and only the 7
transgressed. In all these cases, the 71 is exempt from a
Korban because he relied and acted upon the ruling of n»a
P

However,

77210

WOV N TAR VT

ARINO IR R THON IR

170 5Y wvr M

If 7 a2 issued an erroneous ruling and one of them, or a
7150 who was eligible to be a 17, knew that they erred,
and he went ahead and intentionally committed the 772y
based on the ruling of 7 n°3, the Halachah differs, and
TINY TUYHIVYY P31

TPINR TVYNVYY P2

U WY ROV P

piakiRah

722 7150 ROW 191

The member of 7 12 or the 7150 is liable to bring a nxwn
77, because since he knew that 7 n»a erred, he is not
considered to have relied on y7 2.

DafHachaim.org
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Aafal=RRihy
e Ham nns Sy ey
MTMN2 MNBNRT
Brd Y A e P ahm

Ifthe py1naD issued an erroneous ruling
to permit aRb that 72 would be punishable with »>,
and an individual committed the n»2p
based on the ruling of p1 M2,

Now D wpwra wpw s
wy e e
e 1NN 1y

p)iah)

The Tm is exempt from a TN NRLD
regardless of whether

Evenifp1 m Even if firstp71 m2
did not transgress,  and afterward

only the mm the mm

transgressed. transgressed.

Bothp1m

and the rm

transgressed
simultaneously.

In all these cases, the Tm is exempt from a Korban
because he relied and acted upon the ruling of p7 m2.

R -RRih!
WA 17 N P
FINTID N NI T N
D O M Tom

Ifp1 ma issued an erroneous ruling
and one of them, or a Tmbn who was eligible to be a1,
knew that they erred,
and he went ahead and intentionally committed the n»2p
based on the ruling of 7 m3,

Now P wpwpa wyw P
wy e e
e 1NN Y

e TRE T
=793 mhn 85 35

He s liable to bring a 7m nNwn,
because since he knew that p71 ma erred,
he is not considered to have relied on pT1 m2.
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And the Gemara explains

ARTINZ IR RN TN

7N

Includes all the following:

P20 YO)

One who both, learned from others, and from his own
understanding; and

P30 R P

One who learned only from others but not from his own
understanding; and

PPN PO

One who learned only from his own understanding but not
from others;

They are all considered

Mm3YI 15N

Acting upon their own decision;

However, he is considered a »»w and not a 7, because
DPIM 2T VIDYH MBHI IWOT

He assumed that he was permitted to transgress because
one is obligated to follow the rulings of 7 2.

Dedicated By:
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And the Gemara explainy
mNTED N NI abn
iy
Tncludes alt the follwsing:

720 02
TPAIXRN P20 XM 120
Onewho learned Onewho learned One who both,
only from hisown only from others but learned from others,
understanding but  notfromhisown  and from his own

understanding; understanding.

M2

not from others;

They are all considered

MRY2 NN

Acting upon their own decision;

However, he is considered a 221w and not a 7',
because

0PN 727 YINWH MXRN2 YOT
He assumed that he was permitted to transgress
because one is obligated
to follow the rulings of T M.
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The Mishnah concludes with a general rule

pranih

MY NN

N

7"33 790m

Nvo

And the Gemara elaborates;

WY NN

N

Comes to include even

RN VYN

2N

A person who generally defies 1713, even ifhe
transgressed according to 17 13, he is liable for a Korban,
because he is not considered to have relied on p7 na.
And

7"32790m

NVo

Comes to include even

72 IIYOV T 7210

NV

If p7 2 had issued an erroneous ruling and then retracted,
if a 7 was not aware of the retraction and transgressed
according to the original, erroneous ruling, he is not liable
for a Korban, because he relied on p7 2.

And as the Gemara explains the distinction between 750
mzvaand 7721790 is derived from the following Pasuk of
TV DROM:

MWYI PIRT OYH AW RONN NNR WO DX

The Pasuk mentions three exclusive words ,nnR ,wo3
nmwy3, one of which teaches

2°103Y DN VW T

MNOO PT A NRNN

Only one who commits the 7772 on his own is nxon 277,
but one who commits an 77’2 based on a ruling of 7 2
1S DROMP NVHO.

WDW DTN T2 1NN

DafHachaim.org

Y

955 M

a3 ANAM RPN
D v

Includes Includes
NNIN2 DLID
7DD - )N2 NTN) N

A person who generally
defies p1 m2, even if he
transgressed according

topT M2, heis liable fora

Korban, because
he is not considered to
have relied on p7 ma.

The distinction between
MRV NN and T2 AN

is derived from the following Pasuk of T'm nND:
Siia N R 2ol N
Srpha NG obia
m@o%wﬁ{cé/ teaches
2D IPXRDY DD NIV TP
MDD PT 1N HRNN2

but one who commits an n»2p
based on a ruling of T m2 is DRLNDY NWD.
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The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes regarding
PTI2IMN

What was the exact wording of Bais Din’s erroneous
ruling?

This applies to both

Do HY WYY NI

If the majority committed the 772 based on p7 173, they
are liable for a 1128 Sw 727 05N 19, and to

oo Yy vy T

If an individual or the minority committed the 772y based

on 17 3, they are exempt from a 7 nRvn of IR W1
RR%UA

SRivw holds

P21 T PR OO

DOR PIMD O 1IPRW T

7 2 becomes obligated in a 1123 Sw 727 05vn 70 only
when they issued a ruling that the transgression is
permitted, in response to an inquiry.

While xp79m1m 17 27 disagrees and says

mMwYH DOR PIMD OFY IPRW TY

7 2 becomes obligated in a 1123 5w 727 05vn 70 only
when they issued a ruling in response to an inquiry that
was relevant immediately to be acted upon, and

17 maruled that the people are permitted to go ahead and
actually commit the transgression.

But if they only ruled onx onm but they did not state
mwYY, it is not considered a IR,

ARII TII ROV 795

Because, they did not instruct the people to follow their
ruling;

And the Gemara mentions a second approach to this
Machlokes in which the opinions are reversed:
HRmw holds

PI°I T PR

MWYY DNR O IMH B9 1R TV

While

RYTI70 7 27 holds
DNR 0N I1OR
PRI TION

Dedicated By:
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1T NN

What was the exact wording
of Bais Din’s erroneous ruling?

NYDLY Ty
DO by

If an individual or the
minority committed the
N based on pT M2,
they are exempt from
aTm DNLD Of NVYW IR NW2ID.

WDOY NN
DM by

If the majority committed
the nyav based on p1 M2,
they are liable for a
2% 5w 927 DSy 9.

AVZIYN W3 23 é/,«/é
12N 772 PR 12N 772 PR
DY 1IDRW TY DNV 1IDRY TY
mMwYY anR Pamp  ONR PN

Only when they issued aruling ~ Only when they issued
in response to an inquiry aruling that the
that was relevant immediately ~ transgression is permitted,
to be acted upon, in response to an
and p1 m ruled that inquiry.
the people are permitted
to go ahead and actually
commit the transgression.

NNIN NINID Rbw b

A second version a/ thiy Machlokes

EVZIYN W7 P )E//«/é

197DR
onXR DMIMN
RN NINN

1°2°N 772 PR
ono 1MRMY TY
MYy ONR DN
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The Gemara proceeds with a discussion regarding

I 250w 7'

199K w3 25115 950NN

If p7 ma erroneously ruled that certain forbidden fats are
permitted, and a 7 who wanted to eat mw, permitted
fats, accidentally ate that 25m;

There is a Machlokes:

NV IR 17

20ROV 17

17 holds the 7 is not liable for a 7r nxvn, because as
Rashi explains

R172507 7Y VT IR YRIN

72977 MR

2 T 20N

Since had he known that this was 25n he would have eaten
itanyway based on y7 3, he is considered to have relied
onpimi ®

While 13ny 27 holds the 7 IS liable for a 7n° nron,
because ®

W 0o HY 1 R RN

R177 103V 79N

Since the 7 did not know at the time that this was that
25m, he thought it was 1, he is considered like one who
acted on his own.

R17 says however,

23770

M3 17D LU IPRY

17 agrees that although the 7 is considered a a2 750
17, he does not combine with the congregation to create a
majority to become obligated in a 1723 Sw 727 05Yn 79,
because the word awa teaches

ONR WA DIIPW TY

Only if the entire M12°x committed the same type of 7w,
they become obligated to a 79, while in this case his mw
was because he thought it was jmw, while the minority’s
7w was because of 7 2.

Dedicated By:
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MmN 25NW 772170
190R1 17W2 25N 1Y 75NNN

Ifp1 2 erroneously ruled
that certain forbidden fats are permitted,
and a Tm who wanted to eat )mw, permitted fats,
accidentally ate that 25n;

WE yr1 P
2N
Heisliable
foramm nron,

W PI
MNOD

Heis not liable
for amm pron,

Ay Rashic explaing
O V7PN 1D DO
O 35n7
;M3 970 90 P
O 199D 197 D33 OO
Since had he brown that
this waks s he would have

because
10 H5 SHO
CHH oD by
PO WV DN
Since the 3p dd nat
bnow at the time that
this wass that >, he
tho i wa pyl, he
o %@r@/ ﬂéé@ one
who acted on his own.

ealen it anyway based
o 3 R, he iy considered
ty hawe relied on /3P

£P)
DTN
28 N5 pdwp 18w

) agrees that although the 7m is pT M2 NdIM,
he does not combine with the congregation to create a

because the word naawa teaches

HNN NaaY2 )bD 1Y TD
Only if the entire m¥ committed the same type of N,
they become obligated to a1,
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The Gemara concludes that

T ORN VYW T

An individual who committed an »wa n72p based on n»a
T

Is actually a Machlokes;

Our Mishnah is 7777 >27 who holds

7”2 DRI VYV T

T DROMN NOO

Even though there is no m2’x bw 127 05vn 1
As the Braisa cites the Pasuk

JMWDI PIRT DYD AW RONND DNR W91 DR

The Pasuk mentions three exclusive words ,nnR , w93
nmwy3, one of which teaches

2MINIY ON TWIVN

MOV PT PRI

While the o'non hold

T2 DRV VYW T

T NROM 2N

Because there is no M123 Sw 727 051 710

As we see in the Braisa that discusses the source for
VYD MW WYY 5p 27

17:77”

If the majority committed an w2 172 on their own, not
based on 17 "3, they are each liable for a 7 nxon.

The Pasuk of 7r nxovn states
ANWYA YIRD DVH TWA RONN DAR WO DR

The word imwya alone includes only

YR MW VYV T

N

An individual who committed an »»w32 7772 on his own
becomes liable for a 7'r nxron.

Therefore, the pluralized words yIxi oy» teach that
YN MW WYY SR 217

Parn

If the majority committed an »»w32 77°2p on their own,
they are also each liable for a 7 nxon.

Dedicated By:

An individual who committed

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara concludes
T72 NIRMN2 WYY TN

Our Mishmaty is 33> 3 who holdy
T72 DRMN2 WYY TN?
TN NROVNN NVD

Even though thereis no
2% bW 727 DOYN 1D

Ay the Braisa cites the Pasuk
=iis N moN ol an
SrHa PoNG oPn
awo% which teaches
27N DX DN NIV
7DD PT N2 HIRNN2

While f/b@pybﬂ hotd
772 IRMN2 DWWV TN
T°N° DRVN 21N

Because there isno
¥ bw 727 Dbvn Id

YYD NI WYY bnp an
L))
If the majority committed an 21w2 N2y

on their own, not based on 7 m2,
they are each liable for a 7 nRoD.

Siia N iy el N
SmmpHI PoRG oPn

The word nmwpa alone
includes only

Therefore, the pluralized
words yINn pup teach

WYV TN WYY S0P AN
AWYN Naaw2 AVWYN Naaw2
2N 12N
If the majority committed
an 321w2a N1 on their own,

they are also each liable
foramm nnon.

an a2 N1y on his own
becomes liable for a
T DNDDN.
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And the Braisa initially seeks to make the following
distinction:

Perhaps yaxj1 ov» includes only

YD IV IVDYW Bnp DN

Pa°n

Only a MINORITY that committed an »w3a 772y on their
own becomes liable for a 7 nxon, because

99 57T DY pRoAD 77 PRV

If they had committed the same 772y based on 17 13, they
would not bring a 79;

And this must be because

7T A DRV VYO TP

»n

An individual or a minority who committed an »»wa 772y
based on 7 1 s liable for a 7 nroM;

And for this reason, even for an 772 on their own, they
are also liable for a 7r nxon.

However, regarding

YD IV IVYY bnp an

PIvo

A MAJORITY that committed an »»w32 77°2Y on their own
are not liable for a 7 nxvn, because

29 0T 5V PRAD PT 2 Y

If they had committed the same 17772y based on 17 3, they
would bring a 79;

And this must be because

PN0O PT A DRNINA

A majority who committed an w21 772y based on 17 "2
is not liable for a 7 nxOM;

And for this reason, even for an 772Y on their own, they
are also not liable for a 7n° nxovn.

The Braisa concludes however, that yaxn oyn does
include

OV DAV WYY 5P

Pjﬁn

Because the words yIxn oy» imply

1012981 1AM oR

Even the majority or all the Yidden are obligated in a
7 nRon for an w1 772y that they did on their own.

Apparently, the Braisa holds

771 DR VYW T

T NRVA 27N

An individual who committed an »»wa 77°2p based on n°a
p7is liable for a7 nRon.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.

DafHachaim.org

The Braisa me@/ seeks ty mabe a distinction:

Perhaps yann poy includes only

NYYN NAIW2 WYY Snp VYN
2N

Only a minority that did an 231w2 »p on their own

becomes liable for a M nRoD,
because
39 JT DY PRID T2 PRY
Ifthey had committed the same n»2p based on p1 m2,
they would not bring ao;

And thisy must be because
1T N2 IRMN2 WYY TN
27N
Anindividual or a minority who committed an nyav
22w2 based on 1 m2 is liable for a M pROD;

And for this reason, even for an nmap on their own,
they are also liable for a Tm nRLD.

NYYN NIIYW2 WYY S0P a1
falle)>]

A majaority that committed an 31w2 ny2p on their own
are not liable for a 7m nRoD,
because

39 DT b pRaD PT 2 DY
Ifthey had committed the same nmap based on pT1 m3,
they would bring as;

And thisy maust be because
1PNOD PPT N2 NRMN2

A majority who committed an a1:1w2 nyav based on pT m2
is not liable for a Tm nNon;

NWYN NIAYW2 WYY S0P a1
12N
Because the words yInn pop imply

N510 159N nan 15BN

Even the majority or all the Yidden are obligated
in a M PRDD for an 2w2 NP
that they did on their own.

T72 NRMN2 WYY TN
TN NROVN 2N

An individual who committed an 2:1w2 ny2p based on pT m2
is liable for amm nNLD.

Horayos 2- 8



