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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"va learn > 97’ of 7730 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the proceedings in a case of mnnn 17;

The Machlokes regarding

2AN2°2>72NDD

If the majority ruled "%, not liable, what is the text of the
written verdict?

The discussion of the Mishnah’s Halachah of

IR POYIOD P I2TI DRI

After Bais Din finalizes their decision all are brought
inside and the elder 17 announces so and so is liable or so
and so is not liable.

Which parties need to be brought back to Bais Din, the
D7V or the P37 5va?

The Machlokes regarding

TARD DIV IRY

IR R

Whether witnesses can testify as a pair if they observed
the incident separately?

And the Machlokes regarding

TORD OPIVITVW TD

Whether a pair of witnesses must testify together?

RIP RDR VIR

RI20 RN YN

Both Machlokes can be explained either with a Pasuk or a
R710.

The Machlokes in the final ruling regarding

IR IR

Whether we say

7P 12 VWi 1279 1950

POvYLA PAMYPIPA P

We combine the X3 regarding both a m7y for land and
even moveable items,

OR we say

MR 12 YWI 22739 1950

PooboPa RS Har MR

We combine the X7 only regarding a testimony for land
but not for a moveable object.

And the corresponding Machlokes regarding

RIS IR IR

ARTITINR RO

Whether we combine two testimonies, if one testimony
was for a IRTI7 or X157 on Sunday, while the second
testimony was for a second X157 on Monday?

DafHachaim.org

mMNmpn 1T

927N NX 172
IR 1702291 1N

TNRD DN7IW IR
Ot AR NT IR

TNRD ONNW 1TV TY
RIP ROR NYYIINXR

X720 RNIR NYYIARXR)

AT IR NT2 IRI

MNP 12 YWIN? 229D nerh!
1PY0%002 P2 MYPIP2 P2

NP 12 YWIN? 229D No%N
1°50%0N2 R SR MYPIP2

NRIDN IR ORION
DRTIN IR NXRION
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah discusses the procedures of a case
of mmmn» °»7, and continues with the Bais Din’s verdict:
RIT DN DIV

270 IR TN

RIY

If two o7 say he's not liable and one 7 says he is liable,
the defendant is not liable, because we follow the major-
ity. Similarly,

N DN DY

RIT MR TIR

N

If two 0’17 say he’s liable, while one 17 says he’s not
liable, the defendant is liable, because regarding mmn 37
we follow the majority even 121m>.

YRIT IR TARI 20 IR TR

PAIN DIVIR PN DIV 190K

DIVOPRANVIN TONI

117771907

If one 17 says he's liable and one 7 says he’s not liable,
or two say either liable or not liable, but the third 77 is
undecided, two other 0’17 are added to the case.

Rashi asks:

179D 259 N RT A"PRI

RO I VNN

Even though the opinion of the third 17 is irrelevant,
because even if he would disagree, we would follow the
majority;

So, why don’t we just accept their decision without adding
T2

Rashi answers, because

7722w ROW M3 VTP OPR IR D

1Y ROON IR

The undecided 17 is not considered part of Bais Din; so
there are now only two 0’17, and three o°17 are required
to issue a verdict. ®

The owaon ask:

If so, why do we add two o172 Let’s just add one 7, for a
reconstituted 7 n°a of three?

The answer is, because the undecided 17 continues to
participate in the ongoing deliberations because he might
come to a decision, and we cannot have an even number of
four. Therefore, we add two 037 for a total of five.

DafHachaim.org

R4

270 DNPINDQUY NI DM DN
NP N TANY 20 I TN
20 Nt

At oY OB 3NF N NN
1P2%1R DU N YNDT N TANY
PN DN WIN AN
IR Ra N1k
If one7 says he’s liable and one T says he’s not liable,
ortwo say either liable or not liable,

but the third 7 is undecided,
two other T are added to the case.

Rashis asks:
1OMOY 15D D1 H7 YN
PLIVNI SP3 NO
Even though the qpinion o the third pr> i
ivelevant, because even 75 /4 /M?A/&&,
we would /o%w the mry’on‘?‘%
So, wé?/ dom't we @W their decision
without M//mgx ,cyu??
Rashic answers, because
173 3£ HOE MO V7V D D 9O
1903 HHOH M
The undecided pr» it nat considered part % Bais Din;
30 there are now onl?/ fwo Vol

and three Py are rWe/ ty dbue w verdict
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The Gemara mentions a Machlokes regarding

AN3°27 NN

If the majority ruled *xot, what is the text of the written
verdict?

1INy 217 says

R

557750 K> own

They write the decision of the Bais Din, as a whole, but not
the specific opinions of each 7, because this would be
gossip about the 17 who ruled 2.

wpb v says

El{>RA PIaRAbh)

211 19

RIPWIATPHOT OWD

They write the specific opinion of each 17 and not the
general decision, because it gives the false impression of
being a unanimous decision.

MYOR 127 says

159 NI JPITH

They write; “From the 037's statements so and so was
acquitted;” but neither the general decision, nor the
specific opinions, is written, because

WT VY IR

WT Y N

There is a concern for both, m>>7 and X3pwa 7.

The Mishnah continues

IR P01 V72T DR I

AR P77 TN

RV IR 15O WR

271 DR NP0 WR

After Bais Din finalizes their decision, all are brought
inside and the elder 17 announces, “So and so is innocent,"
or “So and so is guilty."

MR RY RYWIH Pamy

D271 7PN A IR

DY 1277 PIANY VIR 75 DR

But after the 0’37 leave, one 17 may not tell the guilty
party, “I ruled that you are not liable, but I couldn’t do
anything since the majority ruled that you are liable,*
Because this is m>>7 and the Pasuk states

Y27 PPN RS

And

pilchpiololenkpill
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72N2 %1 2NJN
If the majority ruled nor,
what is the text of the written verdict?

g,/—)/g,, WA
15t "5 2NHD INIT
2NN 119D 537 95N RS Dwp
They write the decision of
the Bais Din, as a whole,
but not the specific opinions
of each 1, because this

would be gossip about the
"7 who ruled 27n.

RYWIOTIHNT DIWD

7)’)’@ »)
"MHD N7 NN
“From the DanT’s statements so and so was acquitted;”
but neither the general decision,
nor specific opinions is written, because
T WD N - WT D N
There is a concern for both, m»2) and RMpw2 .

>

TN Y05 1T 12 1N 1)
9N 1A Svan
WST NN 99D BN
2"7 NN NP BN

After Bais Din finalizes their decision,
all are brought inside and the elder »T announces,
“So and so is innocent,” or “So and so is guilty.”

N 8O RYWRH
DOV MM TN N
Bp 139 M am mepN i San

After the panT leave, one T may not tell the guilty party, ‘I
ruled that you are not liable, but I couldn’t do anything

since the majority ruled that you are liable,”
Because this is mb21 and the Pasuk states

s "7'2;» 75 N

=10 Hin B i
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The Gemara asks

IR POION YA I2TA IR IIA

RS

Which party needs to be brought back in to Bais Din?
And the Gemara offers two explanations

1.

Either oy

The two witnesses must be brought back to Bais Din,
because as Rashi explains

DIPTIWI 12 INDT DN

TR 5w 11T WY

Bais Din initially cross-examined each witness individu-
ally, and now they must both return and testify simultane-
ously like the opinion of the X»p Xin in the following
Braisa:

PTI022 DRI Y PRI

TORD IV ITYW TV

The testimony of two 07 cannot be accepted unless they
testify simultaneously.

AN NI

ornm YW rIaT P

P33T OR PV 05 1730 RV

11127 disagrees and says that Bais Din may accept one
T)'s testimony today, and the other 7V’s testimony the next
day.

And accordingly
1737270 R5T proann
Our Mishnah disagrees with 0327,

2.

OR

The Mishnah does agree with jn1°17, and the Mishnah
refers to

P37 55,

The two litigants must be brought back in to Bais Din, as
PPN says;

oSOV NYTI 7RI YW P 7D

177927 pumw Py 5rab ponion

D27 PYDIWI DTV DR POION)

9272 PIMI PRV PING IR PRI

The custom in Y erushalayim was to first hear the
arguments of both litigants, and then to hear the testimo-
nies of the two 07, and then they were all send outside
while the o7 deliberated. Therefore,

IR POIID 17927 DR 1IDY

After Bais Din finalizes their decision, the litigants are
brought back in to hear the verdict.

Dedicated By:
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Pe

IR P00 1PN 927N DR 1902

IRPY
Which party needs to be brought back in to Bais Din?

@

o>TYY
The two witnesses must be brought back to Bais Din,
é@c&u&e 7% QM/M/ @x/a/amy
DIpT2w> N>ONONT DD

NT N2 T bw MaT wow
Bais Din initially cross-examined each witness individually,
and now they must both return and testify simultaneously

8 &
K bp &
DPN DT 5w 1T PO NOYPNHD JNITY PN)
NN 177N RIWD) PT P22

2T DN POV TNND MY 1YY TD
Bais Din may accept The testimony of two DT
one Tv’s testimony today, cannot be accepted
and the other Tv’s testimony unless they testify
the next day. simultaneously.

Py w0 43

@

The Mishmah does agree with gy ,
and the Wishnah r%em/ to
1°2°7 2525
The two litigants must be brought back in to Bais Din,
asmnni ) says;
PP Y73 7y V3 YN DD O
AT POV PIT 1DYIL DOV
DT PO DXTYN DN PDAON)
1272 PaN) PRY) Ymb JDIR PRIXID)

The custom in Yerushalayim was
to first hear the arguments of both litigants,
and then to hear the testimonies of the two pr1p,
and then they were all send outside
while the pnT deliberated.

ﬂbef%df&,
]ORN PD2OY PN 12T NN 1INI

After Bais Din finalizes their decision,
the litigants are brought back in to hear the verdict.
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The Gemara proceeds to discuss the two Machlokes in the
previously mentioned Braisa

1.

The x»p Rin holds

NOIOIM TV PR DM

TARD IV IRV TV

Witnesses can only testify as a pair if they observed the
incident together.

While nmap 12 ywir 227 holds

1 INR M2IOR

They can testify even if they observed the incident
separately.

The Gemara offers two explanations to this Machlokes
RIP RR VIR
R720 RIR IPYIR)

RI10 RI’R IPV2R

The xnp Rin holds

R TAOND RP RS R TI0D RPT 7INR

R TTIONR R IR THON RPT 70

Regarding a loan of a min, for example, perhaps each one
witnessed a different loan, and the two o7v are required to
testify to the same loan.

While 7m9p 12 ywii °27 holds

YTAONR PN ROV MIDNR

Both witnesses testify that the van) owes the Y210 money
in the amount of a 71, and they do not need to testify to
the same loan.

R RN IPYIN)

The Pasuk states

YT IRIRTIN TV R

MY RWN TP K12 DR

As Rashi explains

WNWH DTV IWA RPN

YN YA 1290 7225

Although the word 7y is singular, the Pasuk must refer to
two 7Y, because only they become liable to bring a
Korban for m7vin ny1aw. Nevertheless

TR W52 RIBAT TPPON

The Pasuk calls them one 7.

The x»p Rin holds

TN WAT TV W5

This teaches us that the two 0*7v must observe the
incident together like one 7v. While

mp 12 ywir »27 holds

2D VT IR AR IR TV RIM

These superfluous words come to teach that the two o>7p
can observe the incident separately.

DafHachaim.org

Two Machlokes in the M@VLOM/%/ mentioned Braisa

P L
NDIVRN |MTY PR ONYD
TNRD 1N71W IRPW TY
Witnesses can only testify as a pair if they observed the
incident together.

D209 fp VY’ P

NT INR NT2197DR
They can testify even if they observed the incident
separately.

v
RIP RNXR NYIIR
X720 RNIR NYIIR)

\ 4
X720 RNIR NYIIR)
NN T'NDD Np Nb mn TODD N)DT NIDN
NN TNDN) N5 Np DD N)T NIN)

Regarding a loan of a nn, for example,
perhaps each one witnessed a different loan,
and the two DT are required to testify to the same loan.

209 P VY’ )

YTRDDP 1IN RNV NIDR

RIP RNR NYINR
v
D= IR FRDOIR SD N
Wih NiE i N ON
Ay Rashic explainy
ONEN D7V NES HIP HD
DI7V0 HMM3E 139D 930
Althoughy the word 3y iy 36 :
the Pusuk W“?f%w ty two pr3y, %Mf f@
become liable ty ém‘ng/w Korban far YOIV,
70 NES3 HINNH OPOM
Nevertheless the Pasuk cally them one 3y.

2090 P VY ) AP AL
TV NI ML
D" DT IN DRI IN TN NN IINT TD

This teaches us that
the two DT must observe
the incident together
like one 1.
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The Gemara proceeds to explain the second Machlokes:
The x»p Rin holds

PT T2 RO IMTY PR

TARD JPIVITYW TY

The testimony of two 07v cannot be accepted unless they
testify simultaneously.

While 11327 holds

orn m 5w vIaT pymw

P27 DR PV 1N 1IN RV

Bais Din may accept one 7Y’s testimony today and the
other 7Y's testimony the next day.

And the Gemara likewise offers two explanations to this
Machlokes:

NI20 RI’R VIR

RIP RIR IPYINR

NI20 R"IR

The x»p Rin holds

TIR IVIAWY 1IN D TR TY

IR RS RNODY

The two 07v must testify simultaneously, because if they
testify separately, each testimony is considered that of
one 7Y which cannot be used to extract money, only to
obligate the yani in a maw.

While jn3 27 holds

YTAON RP ROIO TN, TT0 T2 INNR D IONI?

IPOIRD MI R, OIRM RON?

Even if the o7y testify simultaneously, the utterances of
two mouths need to be combined to form a complete m7y
of two 7. If so, even if they testify separately, their
testimony is combined to form a complete M7y of two
D).

RIP RIR VIR

The Pasuk states

MY RWI TP RY DR IRTIN

Both the xnp ®in and 1031 °27 agree with the 1327 in the
previous Machlokes that

TARI VIV IRV TV NOTOID IMTY PR

The must observe the incident simultaneously. And
7591 R PRI 7THT WIPRA RO

They disagree in whether there is a w11 from the word
T» to the word 1R, to require that like the "X, the 777
must also be simultaneously.

The x»p Rin holds

PRI AT PVPD

While jn3°217 holds

PRI T PWRN R

Dedicated By:
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The second Wachlokes:

ok bp
PYMIV MY PR
orn Nt oYW 1PI2T  PT N222 NNMPNN
INNY 1PN KDWY IV ITYW TY
1PI2T DR PYPIVY TN

The testimony of two DTy
cannot be accepted unless
they testify simultaneously.

v
RIP RNDR NIYIIR
X720 RNR NYINR)

) 4

X720 RNDR NYINXI
2 Gp &
YTTNYTNA NN IO DN NI TNN TD
YTNDN Np NPIO T2 MR NVIIWD
N |¥DIND RON DR RD RaWDD
n Jlgjg)b M) NON The two DyTv must testify
simultaneously, because if
they testify separately, each
testimony is considered
that of one T which
cannot be used to extract

money, only to obligate
the van in anvw.

RIP RDW MYPDN

\ 4
Wi RPH i N TN BN N
Both the nnp Ran and |n2 12y agree with the pn
in the previous Machlokes that
TDRD JMIW INDY T NOIVXD |NITY PN

MRID NTIN WIpRA NOM
nbom Np
They disagree in whether there is a wpn
from the word T to the word nm,

to require that like the ",
the n7an must also be simultaneously.

ks bp
JPWPD RO BRVD)2)
"Nb -nTan RIb - nTan
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The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes in the final ruling
regarding
a7 INX 212 1X1

27 10X ['IX 12 XN 27 5ays

NI |2 yviar 1313 13va

|'y9y9na |2 NIvp1pa |2 '91vxnl

We combine the mx1 regarding both an sty for land and even
for moveable items, because

AN AN XNV 110X

Both witnesses testify that the vani owes the vain money.

While Xx71v says

N1 |12 yWir 1313 n3va

|'y979na X7 73X Mvg1pa

We combine the X1 only regarding a testimony for land but
not for a moveable object, because regarding Vg,
11199 yg1g Jum

MY PTYN onavi

Both m7v testify about the same piece of land.

But regarding |*yuYyun,

IXil T'UN XPT amxX

X@1 T'UN XP XY

Each witness testifies to a different loan.

quir 21 however says that the Machlokes is vice versa:
X791y holds

an1g |2 vwiar 313 a3ya

I'7999n1 2 mvpIpa 2

While 21 holds

I'799902 X9 aX mypIPa

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

AT IR N2 NRI

P W /'p,e P £ PI
NNIP 12 YWIN? 227D NIYN
1505012 12 MYPIP2 12 1PDIVXN)

We combine the mz) regarding both an mTp for land
and for moveable items, because

YTADD 1NN ROV NIDN

Both witnesses testify that the van) owes the v2n money.

“hy
NNIP 12 YWIN? 2290 NN
1"20%01n2 X8 Yar MypPIPa

We combine the mn only regarding a testimony for land
but not for a moveable object, because

But regarding pbbo, Regarding v,
IND TADD RPT NIDR 1295 vdp Sow
NN “PNDN NP N5 by }’T’DD D)

Each witness testifies Both D1y testify
to a different loan. about the same piece of land.

fp» 21 however says
that the Machlokes is vice versa:

“hy
NNIP 12 YWIN? 22730 NN
r'm’mm 1’:1 mypIpa P2

nnap 12 ;:um’ 727 NN
10%01n2 R Yar MypPIPa
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And this concurs with another statement of 21 who said
XTI INX AXTIA

AXI70 INX AXTIA

B8 10)%:]

If one testimony was for an admission of a loan, or an actual
loan, on Sunday, while the second testimony was for a second
XTI on Monday, we combine their testimonies, because as
Rashi explains

TAUNP X1 TN2 10T XI'XT

It's plausible that both suTv refer to the same loan, and on
Monday the vani admitted to the very same loan that on
Sunday he had borrowed or admitted to.

However,

X7 INX AXITA

XTI INX AXITA

'919xn XY

If one testimony was for a axTIA or AX1Ya on Sunday, while the
second testimony was for a second ax1ya on Monday, we do not
combine their testimonies, because

IXil T'H1UN XPT AmxX

X@1 T'UN XP XTI

The nv7v must be referring to different loans, and he holds
AN |12 yWI 1313 n37a

I'7999n2 XY 73X mypIpa

wy7171 disagree and says

AXTIA X AXTIA 2

AXIYA X AxXTIA 2

X190 INX axiya P2

AXTIA X AX197 |2

ng1vXn

In all cases, regardless of whether the second testimony was for
axTia or even for a second ax1ya on Monday, we combine their
testimonies, because

TAUNP N XNV AI0X

And they hold

NI |2 yviar 1313 13va

I'7999n1 2 MvpIpa 2

Dedicated By:
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Al

NRTIN INR ARTIN
NRIYN IR IRTIN
"DVNN

If one testimony was for
an admission of a loan, or an actual loan, on Sunday,
while the 2nd testimony was for a second nNTi» on Monday,
we combine their testimonies,

because ay Rashi W&m
70000 DI TN NS HH7
It 'J/WZ@ that both przy w%er ty the same loan, and o
Wm/a?/ the vy admitted ty the very same loan that on
_Sww/a?/ he had borvowed or admitted to.
/L/OW&/W,
NRIYN IR NIRIYN
NRTIN IR NRIVN
DIV RY

If one testimony was for a nNTin or nNbn on Sunday,
while the 2nd testimony was for a 2nd nwbn on Monday,
we do not combine their testimonies,
because

NN TNDN RPT MHPN

NN TIDD Rp RD
The D1y must be referring to different loans,

and he holdy
MNP 12 YWIN? 22733 NN
1">0%50N2 RS Har MYPIP2

/)/779 /M?/wm/w%/
DRTIN MNR IRTIN P2
RN IR IRTIN P2
NRIYN IR DRIV P2
NRTIN INR ARIVN P2

moIvRN

In all cases, regardless of whether the second testimony
was for NRTIn or even for a second nmidn on Monday, we
combine their testimonies, because

YTADDP 1NN Nn5v2 NINN
And they hold

NP 12 YWI? 2290 NdHN

1P>0%0n2 P2 MYpPIP2 P2
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