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Today we will 7”pa learn 8”5 97 of 77730 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Halachah of

MP’T722 7% DR W DUNONT MTY

minn rI1nivd

In monetary cases, if the witnesses contradicted each
other in the details of the loan but there was no contradic-
tion in the time and place, we combine their testimonies to
form a valid m7y.

The Machlokes regarding

]]’7 TID AN TARY NAW 730 IR TAR

Whether or not we combine their testimonies if the
contradiction was in the main detail of a testimony for a
loan, such as the color of the loaned coins?

The Mishnah'’s Halachah of

PRI RIDW 107 pa)

P77 DR IO

If after Bais Din issues the po9, the verdict, the losing
party brings a R, a document of proof, Bais Din
reverses the poo and rules in his favor.

The Machlokes omom 32w regarding

DY DWW T 121 R3O W NPRT 515 MR

DY DWHW INRY RID)

If Bais Din gave him a 30 day deadline to provide all his
proofs and he provided them only after the 30 days
elapsed, whether Bais Din accepts these proofs or not?

And their Machlokes regarding

PRI PR ORI PR RIT IR

PRI R 0T IR

If Bais Din told him to provide witnesses or proof and at
first he admitted to Bais Din that he had none, but then
afterward he did provide a proof and witnesses, whether
Bais Din accepts these proofs or not?

The Machlokes regarding

PT21720 DR 9NN

IRI 173N TR

TINI OIS o1 IR TR

If a person has a claim against a tough person, whether he
can force his opponent to travel to a farther but superior
Bais Din so that his opponent should be embarrassed to
defy them, or he cannot force him to do so, but rather they
go to the local Bais Din?

IpR’s distinction of

o5 M5 15 IMRPT

TPV TR PO

Ifthe BORROWER made a claim against the lender, he
brings the case only before the local Bais Din. However
o5 o h IRPT

YN DIPHS T IR PO1d

Ifthe LENDER made a claim against the borrower, he can
trouble the m> to travel to the superior Bais Din.
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So let'sreview ...

AT 27 IR

P’ 722 1 DR W DWANT MY

ipihataToRAtain Iy pivs)

In monetary cases, if the witnesses contradict each other
in the details of the loan, but there is no contradiction in
the time and place, we combine their testimonies and their
mTyis valid. However,

mwo3rTa

POIORN PR

In capital cases, even if the witnesses contradicted each
other in only the details of the incident, we do not combine
their testimonies and their m7y is not valid.

N1 says that 77 27's ruling mam» 72 77w applies only
to

ANPW PIIR1 IVIN TOR

1325 PR IR TN

POI0IN

Only if the contradiction is in the color of the purse, one 7
said a black purse, while the other said a white purse, we
combine their testimonies, because as Rashi explains
YORINN MTVA 93 3P°Y INDT

The contradiction is not in the main detail of their
testimony.

NAW 7D IR TAR DIR

135 I IR TN

POIOIN PR

If the contradiction is in the color of the actual money, one
7y said dark, older coins while the other said lighter, newer
coins, we do not combine their testimonies, because
MWD MITYR M P Y DRIN

The contradiction was in the main detail of their
testimony.

DafHachaim.org

DI/’ PI IME

MPI’T22 1T DR 1T DWNONPN MTY
mamnn T2 NIWD

Inmonetary cases,
if witnesses contradict each other in the details of the loan,
but there is no contradiction in the time and place,
we combine their testimonies and their mT is valid.

HOW@U@V,
mMwd] 2172
1PDI08N PR
In capital cases, even if the witnesses
contradicted each other in only the details of the incident,

we do not combine their testimonies
and their mTp is not valid.

AP
NI 27'’s ruling MY T2 MWD applies only to

NINWY PRI IR TNR
1229 *P1IR2 MR TIRY

PPDI0ND

Only if the contradiction is in the color of the purse,

one 7v said black purse, while the other said white,
we combine their testimonies,

because sy Rashis expluiny
YENODH PIZVO G IPW3 P57
The conitradiction iy nat in the main detail
0% their fw‘v'mm%/.

NNW NI IR TR DaR
129 NID IR TANR)
PPDIVND PR
Ifthe contradiction is in the color of the actual money,
one TV said dark, older coins
while the other said lighter, newer coins,
we do not combine their testimonies,
because
ENONN DI7VO 1) P31 OO
The contradiction wa in the main detail
0//4 their testimony.
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The 777 disagree and say

TN I IR TR I9OR

125 I MR TR

POIVRD

Even if the contradiction is in the color of the actual
money, we still combine their testimonies.

The Gemara explains that the *v7771 hold like j2 pynw 19
MWYOR's interpretation to the following n»a1 'Xnw ma npbmn
S5

557 21 RPW 1721750 RS

DY T3 N Yy

DNRM NIVIR NARI 73 NVIR NNRY

mn oNRp YH1 v W

There is no Machlokes, and all agree in a case of TWO
sets of 07V, one set says that a person owes only one 7,
while the other set says that he owes two n;

The person must pay one 713», because there is no 7wnsi
since the testimony of two min also includes a testimony
for one 71n, and both sets testify that he owes, at least, one
.

Poma I Sy

R N5

DNRD IR TARY 7D IR TIRY

The Machlokes is in a case of ONE set of o7, in which
one 7Y says one 1, while the other 7y says two 7»;

The xnw na hold

Y RO

These o7y do not combine to form an M7y of one 7,
because they do contradict each other.

While the 551 m°a hold, these o7v do combine for an M7y
of one nin, because

mnonRn Yoo v

They both testify to one mn.

And even though there is a contradiction in the main detail
of the loan, the actual money, nevertheless the 551 72
concur with the *»7971 that

POIOIN

Dedicated By:
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ELD)
TNNW NI IR TR 197DR
129 NI MR TR
PDIVRN

Even if the contradiction is in the color of the money,
we still combine their testimonies.

The 7975 hold like YR fp il ) v inferpretation
o f/w/o%wm?/ %f'p/ il pp J)/O/ﬁ,«/:

950 21 MNWY N2 1PN RS
o7y 2N NW HY
DM IDES
DONRN N

NN DXNRN HHI32 VIV

All agree in a case of two sets of DTy,
one set says that a person owes only one n,
while the other set says that he owes two nap;
The person must pay one nn, because there is no nwnon
since the testimony of two nan also includes
a testimony for one nw,
and both sets testify that he owes, at least, one nan.

nnx N> %y -1P5m nn Sy
W LS
DNRD N

The Machlokes is in a case of ONE set of DTy,
in which one Tv says one nan, while the other Tv says two np;

The /b M V4 The Al pp hotd
NI DONRN HHO2 W IMTY NPYM

They both testify toonenn.  These Dy do not combine
And even though thereis a to form an mTv of one N,
contradiction in the main detail ~ because they contradict
of the loan, the actual money, each other.
nevertheless the 550 ma concur
with the wTHn) that poiwsen
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. Now, the Gemara compares Mmnn» 37 to mwo1 ’rT; and the
equivalent of Nl 107 mMNnN»n 127
TN PIIRT MR TAR
5o
;131;1 ,/m’?’wmx TR WINTON) IR TR IR TAR)  IVIN TR
R pbsb 15> MIR2 PIIN2
)
DR 153 TR TR D)2 DMNY n3b mmny
'13’33'7 e 72‘“ IR IR TAR)  IVIN TNN IR TANI~ IIN TNN
nmwoi
MN2 D2 nn nmw
The color of the nx17's Clothes; ) 120N ?‘Jvn l)Jb ;)nw
And the equivalent of
N 7310 MR TAR D3/’ P
125 M3 IR TR
I "
o R mwon12°T2 MNNN T2
77 9702 IR TR n'J'I'OD NIvD
W TPIND IR TARI POILND PN POILND
In mwoirg
The weapon used; because ﬁ/@d/ 7 are more Y.

Now, since 377 27 said M) *72 77w, or POIVIH, he
implied that the equivalent mwo1 172 would be 1509, or

97031 PR, because Mwo1 3T are more MM, more Accor /5’7 o £
stringent. v

o Mo 27 mann 2107
There{oTe, according to X217, that IR TON) IR TAR IR TR IR TAR
231:195 ’;:7:;: TR TAR prb P23 PRI PRI
! I ) )]
125 IR TOIR TN D22 DINY phbb) mmy
POTORN
Then POIDND PN POIDLND
mwo1rTa
DM 1Y MR TR IR TONI IR TNR X IR TAN) N THN
0°327 752 MR TN PON2 - D2 nn np
POIOIN PR 120N 120N )Jb MY
And since
nmmnn YTl POILND PN POILXED PN
TNV 73 MR TR
125 131 IR TR
POIVRN PR
Then certainly Gl
- IR TON) IR THR IR TONI - IR TN
7 70 IR TR PpIR2 - 9D2 o) o)
Y 172 IR TARY 1200 1200 Db DY
POIOIM PR

POIDXD PN POIDND

If so, we must say that X317 disagrees with X70on 27 who
ruled that
DNAW I IR TAR
325 Y53 IR TR
NI
Or poiosn
And
' 377 9702 IR TR
I VIR IR TR
NI PR
Or 197031 PR

wn

NPT
Vedlesk‘e‘l .
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However, according to the *»7971 who hold
mann Y72

MNAW 730 MWIR TAR 19O

125 73 IR TR

POIOID

Then we could say that only in the equivalent of this case
mwo) 1Tl

177 9702 MR TR

M 1PIRT IR TR

POIORN PR

But in the case of

mwo3rTa

DI P53 WX TR

325 193 IR TR

POI0IN

And so, the "v7973 can agree with X701 2.

The next Mishnah continues with the procedures of a 7
mnm:

Zugt Di Mishnah

PRI NRIDW 0t 9D

P77 PR IO

If after Bais Din issues the po»o, the verdict, the losing
party brings a R, a document of proof, Bais Din
reverses the po9o, and rules in his favor.

However

D IOR

oY DWHW TY 120 X275 0w YRI5

If Bais Din gave him a 30 day deadline to provide all his
proofs, it depends:

IMO OV WYY N1 R8N

IMOIPR O DWW INRD

If he provides proof within the 30 days, Bais Din accepts
these proofs and reverses the poo, but after the 30 days
elapsed, Bais Din does not accept these proofs, because
we suspect them to be false since it's after the deadline.

»"2w disagrees and holds

or DwHw IR

pialiv

Even if he provides a proof or o7p after 30 days, Bais Din
does accept these proofs and reverses the po9, because
DWHW TN RIH ROV 7 VY 7

DWHW IR R

He is not at fault if he could not locate them before 30
days.

/Fccor/ﬁ:rzfo 1573

mwol 21T mnnn 27

IMIN THN) IIN TR IMIN THN) IIN TR
15> 15> MNN2 PN
D5 DY nnb  mmw

POIDND POILND

IDIN TNN) 7D)th IIN TDN) - IR THN

JPIN2 D2 \/ b)) i)
mmn - 0m pd o e

POIDRD PR POILND

£70n P
IR TDN) IR TDHN IR TNN) IVIN THN
PINY 9D o) o)
mn N D5 DINY

POILED PN POILND

YN
PNT N2 1t 5
Amafa il

If after Bais Din issues the pp,
the losing party brings aimz),
Bais Din reverses the ppo, and rules in his favor.

/7/00\/@1/6?

9 1N
P 9% XM T R PN 9D
o oo
If Bais Din gave him a 30 day deadline
to provide all his proofs,
Mo oY by N2 KX
R0

o oo MRS Ay oo RN
"o M0 NN

because because we suspect them
nT nw»® NN to be false since it’s after
DWOY N2 R¥D NDW the deadline.
DWHY IMRD NReD)
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Similarly,

07V °5 PR ORI DTV R 1D IR

R D PR IANONI PRI NIT IOR

DTV RO PRI NIT 7 IR

DI IR N

If Bais Din told the losing party to provide witnesses or
proofand at first he admitted that he had none, but then
afterward he did provide witnesses or proof, they are
worthless, because as Rashi explains

D PR AR Y

DTV DWW IR 7T RDW 1707

Since he admitted he has none, there is a concern that he
forged the X7 or he hired false o7 to testify on his
behalf.

2w disagrees and says these proofs are valid, because
vy

DY R DTV DWW VIV 77 ROV

PRI RIVI PRI IZ OO VIV RS

Perhaps he did not know that he had a X3 or 7Y, and
now he found out that he does have them.

DafHachaim.org

MRINITMN oy o b N
N PR MR DR PN TN
DT NI FNT KD 1 nNT
= PRV Failaty

If Bais Din told the losing party to provide witnesses
or proof and at first he admitted that he had none,
but then afterward he did provide witnesses or proof,
they are worthless,

ad Bashio W)&my
5 1H InH 0L

D7D 5L D G HHE LM
Since he admitted he has none, there iy a concern
that he /wM the 245 or he hived fdw N4

1y z‘w‘%yxoruﬁi/yéw
PO
e e
oYy NEmY avp YD e P v abY
FIINT R TN YD B P b

Perhaps he did not know that he had a Ny or DT,
and now he found out that he does have them.
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The Mishnah continues, however,

ORI PTIINNY AR

MY N0 DD 12

1NN DN PRI NIV IR

DI IPR T

If the losing party realized that Bais Din would rule
against him, and he quickly asked two people to testify for
him or he pulled out a document of proof from his pouch,
even »"2w agrees that these proofs are worthless, because
D PR BRI T YTV P POw

N DIPYORT

Since he did know that he had a X3 or o7, and he denied
having them, they are definitely false.

N1 29 92 127 concludes that in the first case
piiza Ry el

And

oy DWHW IR

pigilv)

Because ®

D PR MR RYT

He did not deny having any proofs. ®

However in the second case
D951 31279 1957

And

PRI PR IR

PRI R 90 IR

DY IR T

Because ®

PR IORT

He denied having any proofs.

Dedicated By:
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1N P2 NN INY
MPN WO N9 13D
WATND ARNK FNT NRIE I8

2Y55 18 7

If the losing party realized
that Bais Din would rule against him,
and he quickly asked two people to testify for him
or he pulled out a document of proof from his pouch,
even 2" agrees that these proofs are worthless,

B PR N I P e e
17 NP N

Since he did know that he had a mz) or DTV,
and he denied having them, they are definitely false.

g/:? RV RIDRY
v

In the second case Inthe first case

0*MON M7 NOYN 272w NOYN
And And

PRI PRINKR DY DVWHY INRY
NRT X220 T IR Mo
195 12°R NT "IN Because
Because 95 P O HO7
5 1PH InH7 He did not /myx /w/um?/

He denied /W/m?/ any, /zraoy&/. any, ng/@,
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The Gemara relates a case of an orphaned child, who was
summoned to Bais Din for his father’s debt and he said px
»5, T have no proofs, and j»m 27 found him liable. But then
people heard him crying and told him

ART DD PYT PR

We are familiar with your father’s affairs, and they
testified that he does not owe this debt.

Upon which jpniadruled

1T 1327198 R

YT RY MART D0 RPWT

Here even the o»5on agree that the o7y are valid and there
is no concern for 9pw, because a child is not expected to
know about his father’s affairs.

Similarly, if

DA DNYINn DTV IN]

IR T NTPOM VIR v R'POT AHW IR

AMOY PRI RN NI

If witnesses came from overseas or if his father’s papers
were being held by another person, he can bring these
proofs, because he was not expected to know about these
proofs.

The Gemara continues:

AP IOR DT IINRNR D

172170 IR 9700

JRI 1173 TN TR

TINA OIS 101 IR TINY

If a person has a claim against a tough person, and
therefore he wants to take the case to a superior but farther
Bais Din where his opponent would be embarrassed to
defy them, while the opponent wants to take the case to
the local Bais Din and avoid travel;

TINA DIPNS T9NIMR PO

He can compel his opponent to travel to the superior Bais
Din.

An orphaned child,
was summoned to Bais Din for his father’s debt
and he said

" PR

I have no proofs,

But then people heard him crying and told him
TART M202 1Y PR
We are familiar with your father’s affairs,
and they testified that he does not owe this debt.

R 4
Upon which Wy rubed
17N 1229 197DR RN2
YT RO MIART *9M2 RPT

Here even the pon agree that the o1y are valid
and there is no concern for)mw, because a child

Szmlz//l%
0D N1THN DTY N2
1PIR SV RPOIT NNNW R

INR 772 NTPDIN
IMODI MR RN AT 1IN

If witnesses came from overseas
or if his father’s papers were held by another person,
he can bring these proofs,
because he was not expected to know
about these proofs.

PP P W NZ P kD
72 19721 DX Y2100
I

If a person has a claim against a tough person,

IR TN TR TNXR
TYNN DIPNH 9] IR P

He wants to take the case While the opponent

to a superior but farther Bais Din wants to take the
where his opponent would be case to the local Bais
embarrassed to defy them. Din and avoid travel.

® TYNN DIPNY 197 1IMR PO

He can compel his opponent
to travel to the superior Bais Din.

Sanhedrin31-8
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His student 7ty5x 117 asked him

29

I 1IN VY D

mn Y mIn Rw?

In a claim of only one n», why should someone spend a
7 in travel expenses in order to collect a mn?

Therefore, 7tY5x *27 concluded;

TPV TR PO1I ROR

He is compelled to appear only at the local Bais Din, but
he cannot be compelled to travel to the farther Bais Din.

However

ANA% D27 IR NN A

A woman who requires Yibum or Chalitzah is compelled
to travel to the location of the brother so that he should
perform Chalitzah to allow her to marry, because the
Pasuk states

Y IR IR

The word 17y implies

7YY 1T R

The Bais Din of HIS city, but not of HER city.

R made the following distinction:

TONY M5 5 IRPT

IPYIITNIMR PO

If the borrower makes a claim against the lender, he can
only bring the case before the local Bais Din, and he
cannot compel the mbn to incur expenses to travel to the
superior Bais Din. However,

M55 mon S IRPT

TYNA OIPRY 191K PO

If the lender makes a claim against the borrower, he CAN
compel the m> to travel to the superior Bais Din, because
the Pasuk states

mom WRY M> T2

A borrower is bound to pay the lender as a slave to his
master.

TN PI9 oY 70

We have B“h completed the third Perek of 137710 noon,
and in the next Shiur we will begin the fourth Perek, 7nx
mnnn T, B'ezras Hashem.

DafHachaim.org

7)1/;@ »I
P

L)

NN 12N DWW WD
non 5 non nwp

Ina claim of only one nap,
why should someone spend a nav in travel expenses
in order to collect anon?

v
W%r@, 75)/@ » concluded
1702 )T DN PO1D NON

He is compelled to appear only at the local Bais Din,
but he cannot be compelled to travel
to the farther Bais Din.

However

NYNND DN INR NODN NpM

A woman who requires Yibum or Chalitzah
is compelled to travel to the location of the brother
so that he should perform Chalitzah to allow her to marry,

because the Pasub states
kY "Kp‘:’ ™ 7N'7i‘P7

mf)/jp)' z/
WBMDM%/MA/M% éafmfa%/wr w‘yx

pe
mbnd mb md NPT
102 JT)IDIN PDID

If the borrower makes a claim against the lender,
he can only bring the case before the local Bais Din.

/L/OM/&/W,

md> mbdp mMmb NPT
TVNN DIPPD 151 1NN po1d

Ifthe lender makes a claim against the borrower,
he can compel the mb to travel to the superior Bais Din,

because the Pasuk stafes
S PR B e
A borrower is bound to pay the lender
as a slave to his master.

TN P PP 1T
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