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Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 13 97 of 37730 NoON

Some of the topics we will learn about include. ]’311Pn ]n 1',&1

The Mishnah'’s Halachah of
Panpn R
The relatives who are disqualified to testify or to serve as

judges in a relative’s case;
e MORD D32

INWRO Y3
A husband is considered like his wife, and therefore he
achieves her status regarding all her relatives.

Six Machlokes regarding o117p;

1.

noRIWHY

Whether a third generation of one brother can testify for a

first generation, in other words for his great-uncle, and

vice versa?

2.

NV WOV

Whether a third generation of one brother can testify for a I?

second generation of another brother, in other words for a ’Jw: ’\’J’ w
. first-cousin once removed, and vice versa?

PORI VDY

3,

MR NN

Whether step-brothers become 509 through their
biological brother?

4.

%)

Regarding the husband of a wife's sisters, does only 1073
become 109, or his sons and sons in law are also 5109?

5.

PRInn P

If two people were initially 0°119p through marriage, such
as a son in-law, but then his wife died, and they were no
longer o117p at the time of the incident, whether or not he 10’3
is considered a 217 to his father in-law through his

children?

6.

RIWI MR

Whether a friend or enemy is disqualified to testify?
All agree however

55
gne r]g;yxrjl]oui judge the case of an enemy, because since Pn 1 n J’ 311 P

the 17 despises him, it would be difficult for him to find
merits for the defendant.

RV 2NRX

)
Yecheskel .
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah:

ReialPn RPN

The following relatives are disqualified to testify or to
serve as a judge in a relative’s case.

The Torah explicitly mentions 1R, a father, and j3, a son,
and the following are also 5109.

IR

PINR NN

DR TN

TPINM I N

A brother, a father’s brother, and a mother’s brother, i.e.
uncles, along with their sons and sons-in-law;

And the corresponding relatives;

IMNR 5Y

PIR TINR SV

MR MNR S

TPINM I

A sister’s husband, a father’s sister’s husband, a mother’s
sister’s husband, along with their sons and sons in- law are
9109, because as Rashi explains;

NI IR IMNR Spa

IR HYT

A husband has the status of his wife regarding all her
relatives.

MR HY

M

N

TPINM I

A mother’s husband - in other words, one’s stepfather, and
awife’s father, and the husband of a wife's sister, along
with their sons and sons-in-law are %109.

However

1722 DI

Regarding a wife’s son - in other words, one’s step son,
only he is 509; but his sons and sons-in-law are Jw>.

DafHachaim.org

YN
MV 1T A0

The following relatives are disqualified to testify
orto serve as a judge in a relative’s case

The Torah W/?/ mentions pf and ',
and z‘/w/a%wm?/ are abho foo:

AN AN 12N TINY AN

Mother’s brother  Father’s brother Brother

1AM Y

Their sons and sons-in-law

And the corr%/zm/m?/ relatives;

byay Sy by
AN NN 12N DINN NN

Mother'’s sister’s Father’s sister’s Sister’s
husband husband husband

TN NS iR

Their sons and sons in- law

Because
WEHD D137 HID PHOS HNH dv3
A W@MW%@#@‘W&%%W%@

re;ar/m?/ all her relutives

hl=)k)! "M
Husband of a Wife’s
wife’s sister father

1N 5y
Mother’s husband
(Stepfather)

IO Y 15T

Their sons and sons-in-law

/7/0W6{/”

135 139m

Regarding a wife’s son (step son),
only he is 5p;
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DY "17 says

RIPY I VNN

This Mishnah is X2°pY *27’s opinion;

INORY MW IR

WIH IR HNITIT 2T

The first Mishnah held that only a father’s brother, and his
son, and all other relatives from the father’s side that are
eligible to inherit him, are %109, but relatives from the
mother’s side or through a wife that are not eligible to
inherit, are Jw>.

The Gemara proceeds with the sources for all the o'217p
that are S100:

The Pasuk states

032 5Y MAaR Y RS

mar 5y inpr RS 01

DY IRON2 WR

The last phrase of the Pasuk teaches us

D°33 Y2 MR M’ ROW

mMaR paoIn

A father does not die for the sins of his son, and a son does
not die for the sins of his father, because

MDY IROML VR

A person dies only for his own sins, but not for the sins of
others.

DafHachaim.org

oy 19
R2PY 227 MYN 1T
This Mishnah is N2pp 127’s opinion
NNWRI MWN HaR
WY NRIN HNINT I INT
m/w Wishnah held

Only But
a father’s brother, relatives from
and his son, the mother’s side
and all other relatives or through a wife

from the father’s side that are not @Z‘?JM@
that are eligible ty inherit,
to inherit him, arew>
are 5o

The Gemara proceedsy with the sources
/or all the PRIP that are fjoo

i 5P maN mar 8B
max o mar 8 o
AP INDITS PN

WWMM&%%&PM teaches us
D)2 ])DJ AN 1O N.’)W
NN V2 D))])

A father does not die for the sins of his son,
and a son does not die for the sins of his father

1NPP INDD PN

A person dies only for his own sins,
but not for the sins of others
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Therefore, the beginning of the Pasuk teaches us as
follows:

1.

072 50 MR mDY RS

D12 mMTYa

A son cannot testify against mar, plural, two fathers, and
cause them to die;

And this is a source for

mMar> 02

A son cannot testify against his father, or vax 'nx, his
father’s brother.

IR 5y nmr R O3

MIR MY

The two fathers cannot testify against the son;

And this is a source for

07125 MR

A father, or father’s brother, cannot testify against a son or
brother’s son.

And certainly

7775 MR

The two fathers, who are brothers, cannot testify against
each other.

DafHachaim.org

Therelore, z‘/mé' gy of) the Pasuk
%fmww/a%éy

1

iz P MmN Y 8D
D)2 MTY

A son cannot testify against
man, plural, two fathers,
and cause them to die

And thiy iy a source %or
MIANRSb D

A son cannot testify against
his father, or van mn, his father’s brother

maN B e X' o
N2AN NITYI
The two fathers
cannot testify against the son
And thiy iy wwwc&%or

D225 Man
A father, or father’s brother,
cannot testify against a son or brother’s son

And cerﬁu‘n,%/
TTND M2N
The two fathers, who are brothers,
cannot testify against each other
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2.

The first word 012 is also plural to teach

o115 o3

The sons of the two brothers, in other words, first cousins
are also 5100.

And the second word o711 is plural to teach

NpYYH 012

Two relatives cannot testify together as a pair of o7 fora
stranger.

3,

The word mar is mentioned twice to teach

DR MDY

Even relatives from the mother’s side are ,109.

4,

The word ynny is mentioned twice to teach

mad

A relative cannot testify, even in favor of his relative.

MWoOI° YT NOWR

o3 mnpn rTa

The above Pasuk refers to capital cases.

However, a 217p is %100 even in monetary cases, because
another Pasuk states

D235 7777 TNR LOWN

D35 VR VOV

The procedures are the same.

DafHachaim.org

2

The first word D753 isalso plural
7o teach
D)2)b D2
The sons of the two brothers,
in other words, first cousins are also 5

The 2nd @83 is plural
7o teack
NDODD D2

Two relatives cannot testify together
as a pair of o1y for a stranger

)
™MaN
Is mentioned twice
7o teach
DR NP

Even relatives
from the mother’s side are b

4
Y

Is mentioned twice

7o teach
moth

A relative cannot testify,
even in favor of his relative

NYD) 172 NOWN
21530 MDD 1T
) 4
o2k =i S bk
oo s bain
77&@/}#00@/&4//@/ are the same
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The Gemara proceeds with two Machlokos;

One regarding

noRIWHY

Whether a third generation of one brother can testify for a
first generation, in other words for his great-uncle, and
vice versa?

And a second Machlokes regarding

NV WOV

Whether a third generation of one brother can testify for a
second generation of another brother, in other words fora
first-cousin once removed, and vice versa?

19 stated

D 7Y KD RIR TR

1IN 1) NN

My father’s brother, i.e. my uncle;

His son and his son in-law, i.e. my cousins;
Cannot testify for me;

And

1 TYRRY IR IR

*INM 121 IR

I, my son, and my son-in-law, cannot testify for my uncle.
And the Gemara explains;

17 holds

noRIWHY

509

And therefore he said

Y TYRR M

My son cannot testify for his great-uncle, Xax 'nx.

However, 27 holds

w1 WHY

>

And therefore Rav only said

1 TYR RS 12

But

115 YR 12

My son cannot testify for his great-uncle, but he can
testify for the son of his great-uncle, his first cousin once
removed.

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org

1V VMY

[ vny |

The Gemara proceeds with two Machlokos...
PORI2 VMY

(o |
(r) () .
2—r) '

-
R

27 stated
" TV XY RaX NN
1201 122 RN

|

1) | 12

jjin

19 TOIR XD "R R
NN 2121 2R

[ vny |
L@

|2
jin :

wdY
VY
MWD
We/am Ry m/?/wi/
W ok g

]
wbw 7/
YR
5o
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The Gemara questions 17 from our Mishnah that
mentions only

PIRTIR

I

A person is ,09 to his uncle, which is pwx12 1w, and to his
cousin, which is 1w1w.

However, the Mishnah does not mention that a person’s
son is 9109 to his uncle, the son’s great-uncle, which is
noRIWHY?

Apparently, the Mishnah holds that only
PORI W
509

And

WA

500
However
PORI WY
W

And certainly
NV WHY
o

The Gemara cites another opinion, that of 775x *27:

TR MYHR 727

5 Y R RIR TIRY OV

IDM 12 RN

Just like my uncle, and his son and son-in-law, cannot
testify for me; so too,

5 Y RY RIR TN |2

1DM 12 RN

My cousin, and his son and son-in-law, cannot testify for
me.

TtvHR 27 clearly holds

MWW HY

509

And therefore certainly holds
PORIL VLY

509

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara questions 31
Pd

L

Our Mishnah mentions only
N2 )7 AN AN
A person is 5p

to his uncle, which is pjwN12 1Y,
and to his cousin, which is w2 0w

However, the Wishnak does not mention
that wperson’y sow W oo ty iy uncle,
the son’s ?reaf—wwfa which iy //Z,k)p 'Z'éP

/f/zparm?‘%/,

WD - PN DIDD - N2 DY

WD - W Wb 509 - W3 Y

The Gemara citey andther opinion
|
N MYON 129

'O Ty N NIN INY DD
NAM 12 8N
% P 8D NaN MIN 1D
NAM 12 87

oy |
L)

ry

sl o clearly holdy
~ 5po nwawbw
And f/b@i‘%r& cerfwlyx holdy
NWNRI2 WD
5o
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And the Gemara explains the Machlokes as follows
27 holds only

PORIL VLY

509

However

w1 WHY

7Wwd

Because the Pasuk states

D32 5Y MR Y K>

MaR Sy nmpy XY 0

IR NT MO

As Rashi explains

012°32 M2 "™

The superfluous letter VAV adds that also a third
generation is 9109 but only to the max the first generation,
in other words pwxI2 "WHW.

While 71v5X *27 holds even

1w WwHY

pileh)

Because the Pasuk states 0’11 5y which teaches

DR TV MIART 00

All those, such as "wbw, that are 5109 to the 7w are also
5109 to the 1w.

So, let’'s summarize this 3-way Machlokes:
The nywn holds

PORIL VLY

W

And certainly

MWWV

W

5% 17 holds
ORI WVOHY
piloh)

And even
NWIWHY
piloh)

17 agrees with 75K *37 that

ORI WVHY

509

However, agrees with the Mishnah that
w1 WY

Wwd

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara W&m
the Wachlokes as/ /o%m/

7)’/,@ »7 holdsy
Even Only
)R R))26)) NWNI WY
5o 5o
Because the Pasuk states
iz P
which teaches
PRt I Sod

22 holds

NP Wbw
WO

Because the Pasuk states
iz ) man mar X
max B mar X o
Mt 7/9/)/97/
M3 N3 M3 N

So, &e‘ywmmar%

Cpa ]

R

JWRI2 DY B
W3

5Do

5o
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The Gemara proceeds with several Halachos of eligibility

to testify:
1.
And cites a Machlokes regarding
IR TR

The scenario is as follows:

A man, with a son j2187 from a previous marriage, married

a woman, with a son p»w from a previous marriage.
They then had a son "> together.

Ruvain and Shimon are not related, but they are each 'nx
nRi to the other, the brother’s brother, because Levi is
each one’s half-brother.

717 27 holds

MR MR

509

Because they share a brother;

R70M 27 holds

MR TR

R12n]

Because they are not related;

2.

RTOM 17 says

152 73R1 1M 3R

MOV M pPTYD

The fathers of the groom and the bride may testify for
each other, because

RITY RYIN 79 ROR *TT72 1T R

They are not considered relatives through their children,
like a stopper which is not considered a part of the actual
barrel.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara proceedsy with...

Several Halachos of
eligibility to testify:

1
NRN MR

£z0p 27 holdy 2 27 holdy
RN MR RN MR
W5 210D

Because Because
f/r,e?/ are not reluted ?‘/w/?/ share w brother

2

£70p P)
N9 7281 1NN 2R
Nt Y NPT PTOYN

The fathers of the groom and the bride
may testify for each other

Because
Aj?/,é,g,é o té 379/ N3 t/
are not considered relatives
fﬁrou?h their children,
like a stopper which i not considered
wpart o% the actual barrel
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3.

7379292127 says

AOTIRINWNRY DR TV

A person may testify for his bride to whom he gave
Kiddushin, but did not yet marry, because

N7 1IRW IRD "R

She is not considered his relative before marriage.

R127 however makes a distinction

71 'P1ORD RO IR KD

I RS 1555 Har

He may only testify against her, but he may not testify in
her favor.

The Gemara concludes however,

Y5 RIW R PIORY RIW RY

RS

He may not testify for her at all, because
7225 PRYT RITPR

He certainly feels close to her

DafHachaim.org

3

3’)//) 2P 29 DA
NOIIR INWNKRY OTR TVYD

A person may testify
for his bride to whom he gave Kiddushin,
but did not yet marry
Because

£ 1l 1 pot
She iy not considered his relative

éaﬂ&r& Wn’ag@

9/,37 however
makey a distinction

N2 M1YH SR
1PN RY

But he may not testify
in her favor

ROR 1R RY
NN YPIDRD

The Gemara concludes however

M1YH RIW RN PMDKRY RIW RH
1PN XY

He may not testify for her at all
Because
9/ 207 L9t

He cerfunl?/ /e@é/ close 1y her
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. The Mishnah taught
0% The Mishnah taught..
TPINM I N
The husband of his wife's sister, and his sons and sons-in- ‘DH J
law, are 5109

However ]ﬂ"mm ]:'I"J:'l ]ﬂ

17250 : . The husband of his wife’s sister,
His wife's son - or stepson, only he is %109, but his sons . .
and his sons and sons-in-law, are 5po

and sons-in-law are w>.

However
The Gemara cites two contradicting Breisos:
One Braisa states . 1.I:5 WM
1725 0N Regarding a wife’s son (step son),
1072 MR 7OP 727 only heis bpo;

While the second Braisa states
17315707
NI IR I 1Y

And the Gemara reconciles as follows: D - nmp & - DR
The Xnp Rin in the first Braisa is 777 >27 of the second \

Braisa and he concurs with our Mishnah that only 1ﬁ:‘7 =) ?. 11:‘7 \n
y725 DN AN AN A9 AN DY 29
But kel =l

0711321 RN
® | N v

While the X»p Rin in the second Braisa is *ov '27 of the

first Braisa and he disagrees with our Mishnah and holds

172570 The Rpp RN i5 D11 The Npp RN is NTIN? 1)

NN W' i the second Braisa

. of the first Braisa of

Both 103 and »7n are only themselves 509, but their sons fthefi

and sons-in-law are Jw>.

And ov 21 concurs with the Braisa of

XTI 1725 1013 1725120
AR DY

AS— 123D V2] o

The first eight people mentioned in the Mishnah, along And py 1) concurs

with their son’s and sons-in-law, a total of twenty four with the Braisa of 12ON) 122) NIn
people, are 9109, This implies however that regarding the NDD) Y 1IN

remaining two people, 103 and wm, their sons and

sons-in-law are w. NN NILY
FE=====s NDIIN) DIPDY |NY
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