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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 97 of 37730 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the Machlokes 112 "2 SRmw regard-
ing

170 DY

If only two judges decided on a monetary case, is their
decision is valid or void?

The Machlokes o'nom &1 717 regarding

7vo

Also known as

»ix]

The number of judges required for the arbitration ofa
compromise;

The Gemara cites 3 opinions as to the desirability of
making a compromise

P72 IRIWD

When two litigants come to 7 12 fora nn pT;

1.

VIR N0

2.

»1%3% JIOR

3.

PR

And, the Gemara then elaborates that according to the
opinions of Y1¥3% Mz, or at least M1¥15 RW;

That is only

P72 IRIVD

At the outset of the Din Torah;

However, there is a point in the Din Torah when it is no
longer permissible for the Bais Din to make a compro-
mise;

And there’s a Machlokes as to

At what point does it become 1325 T7OR?

1.

aouPIn ]D’ﬂ’? VIV ANRI 17’727 yRnwnwn

WX IRY 72 T RWI AR OR

Once the Dayanim heard their arguments and have an
idea to which side the judgment is leaning, they may no
longer offer a nwo.

2.

PT0 A3

VIR RWI DR R

According to Tosfos, 1777 31 means
The Dayanim have reached their decision; although they
have not yet issued their ruling.

According to Rashi, 1777 9931 means
The Bais Din has already issued their ruling as to who is
liable.
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NTY DY

VIR NIWD

172 R2WN
3 2 1

NV TONR MIND
YINIY VINIY YINIY

NV Ny
YIN2Y YINIY

172 WR2WN

At what point does it become
VIX2D MO

117727 YNWNWN
NVN TN 19709 YT NNRY

PTN MM
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. The Gemara offers three interpretations of the Pasuk
‘IYRITIAVNAI
Does yx1a refer to a 717wo or to 7’1 or to 11 who said 7
VR1?

PN "= P gt

And three interpretations of the Pasuk

MY 55 APTRI VOWH AWV TIT MM

Does this refer to a 79w or to another righteous act of 17
PHomn?

And two Halachos derived from the Pasuk HP-‘&7 bg@’: hwwy I-Wi-‘ 9:-‘31

WR 19N 1IN R
yab oo

B 2iEm 1 im N

T
esk‘e‘l .
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So let's review ...

The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes discussed earlier
at the beginning of the Perek:

58w holds

PTIPYINTY DWW

PIA PT P IRIPIV ROR

Iftwo or even one judge decided on a monetary case, their

decision is valid, but they are called an impudent Bais Din.

While 172x »171 holds

MNHH 1T NTY DI

PTOPYT PR Y7927

Iftwo judges decided on a monetary case, their decision is
void, even 720773

The Gemara now suggests that this Machlokes is actually
a RN np>m in the following Braisa:

mwbwa Mz

PRY 27727

PR 27 says that three judges are required for a compro-
mise.

While the oo say

TV

Even one judge can make a compromise.

The Gemara initially assumes that

PIo W rwpn v

All agree that a compromise is compared to a judgment, in
the Pasuk

MY 95 APTRI LOWN VI TIT M

vown refers to the rule of law, and npTx refers to a
compromise.

And the Machlokes is as follows:

R» 27 holds like 117ar '27 that

wSwa PT

Therefore

wHWa MR

While the o»om hold like 58w that

D1w1 77, and even one;

Therefore

TN

The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so. Perhaps,
they all hold like 172X »27 that

nwbwa pI

And the Machlokes is as follows:

R 27 holds

PTO WO PURn

A compromise is compared to a judgment; and therefore
wHWa MR

While the o'»on hold

P72 W PURH RS

A compromise is not compared to a judgment; and
therefore

TRARIVS

DafHachaim.org

YOLY Y] é//«/é
NTY DNV NTY DY
mamnn 17 P77
250 M27H RIPIV ROR
1T DT PR mINN T N2
Iftwo judges decided Iftwo or one judge decided
on a monetary case, on a monetary case, their

their decision is void, decision is valid, but they are
even TayT2. called an impudent Bais Din.

Thiy Ma‘uﬁ,@/w /ofg/J ﬁ/o/ﬁ//
PN AN 7P)
712 NIWD WYV YN
Even one judge can Three judges are required

make a compromise. for a compromise.

v
PTS MWD 1 »WpH 1”5

All agree that a compromise is compared to a judgment,
in the Pasuk

S99 == e
h‘p"s&’w i
v o

COWOW

Rule ol/é law

The ppon hold M&é///f
02Ww2 17,
m/@{/@n/ one; M%r@
N2 NIWD

WEN D) holdy like YORY2 Y]
WO w21 T
77[6#%0%&
NYWHVI YN

N

Per/m/w, fﬁeymﬂéﬂ&/ like a0t »
nWOdW2 PT
And the Wachlokes iy as /o%wys
PN VLN PI
1PWPN XY 1PWPN
larZaniv)>) 1PTO NIWD

A compromise is not A compromise is
compared to a judgment;  compared to a judgment;
and therefore and therefore

TN72 NIWD NWOYWI Y2
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The Gemara asks that there seems to be a third opinion,
that of X513 12 wnw 127, who says

awSwa P

DIVl 7w

Three judges are required for a judgment, and TWO
judges are required for a compromise?

And the Gemara answers

MITNIDOR N WORT IRD

32w holds like the ©'»on that even one judge is sufficient
for mws;

M0 IORPT R

TR0 POV nHT >N

He requires two people so that there will be witnesses to
the mwo.

DafHachaim.org

?
There iy a third gpinion
é’ﬁ(‘ R I )
021W2 NIV - NWHWIA PTH

Three judges are required for a judgment,
and TWO judges are required for a compromise?

The Yemara answersy

v
M1 TN 12DR N IMNRT RN

2" holds like the pon
that even one judge is sufficient for mwy;

N MRPT IRM
YTNO NP9 NNIHT 209N D

He requires two people so that there will be
witnesses to the nwo.
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The Gemara proceeds with an elaborate discussion
regarding 7wo:

First;

P75 IN2WD

Regarding the desirability of making a compromise when
two litigants come to p7 n°a for a nn pT;

There's a 3-way Machlokes:

1.
M MR
2.

1215 MOR
3,

MRS RWI

Let's explain:

1.

TR AP 12 YOI 27

MRS MID

And as the Gemara later explains;
M2 RNPDY MR

Y2 TIWO ORIV RPTOR

It's a Mitzvah for the Dayanim to offer them the option of
a compromise;

As the Pasuk in 77727 states;

DYV VOV TR

D2V IOV

And the Gemara points out

DY PR LOWD WV DPPRI R

VOWN PR DYV VW DI

There's either judgment or peace?

DYV 12 VW VOV IR ROX

VIR MR

The only way to have both is through a compromise.

DafHachaim.org

NIwd

PTD IN2WD

Regarding the desirability of making a compromise
when two litigants come to pT m2 for amn PT;

There’s a 3-way Machlokes:

3 p) 1

NV TMONR NN
YINIH YINIY INIH

4
Wik 0P P YYD D)
VINDD NN
And as the Gemara later explaing;

N5 NpMD MmN

17D MPD IN 1NV NIT N

It's a Mitzvah for the Dayanim
to offer them the option of a compromise;

A the Pasuke in P25 Maley;
o ot raN
oS toaw
And the Gemara pointsy out

DIDY PR DOWD YW DIPRA RON)
DOWD PR DIDY WY DIpHI)

There’s either judgment or peace?

v

DI5W 12 W' DOWDH INDR NON
DIN] DT IVIN N

The only way to have both is through a compromise.
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@
IR Y970 737 YW AR
1235 MOR 2
Once the two sides came to Bais Din, it's forbidden for

Bais Din to make a compromise. it e wor 0 f YR ED
This is derived from the Pasuk in o>nn ”1335 TONX

]
AYRITIA VI Once the two sides came to Bais Din,

RO 75 PRI 59 it's forbidden for Bais Din to make a compromise.

One who does makes a 77w9 is considered a sinner; and Thiv v dorived Lroms the Pasads ino s
V22

VX127 1R 77207 5 s T

PRI 7 PN R DT

One who praises him is considered a blasphemer.

7R”7‘1317N VB'm 31];’ Nbﬁ i heir iud he Pasuk VN3N NN )P2APN 55 NpIN 70 PN b
ather Bais Din should issue their judgment, as the Pasu 3 One who makes a mws

states YRID N1 M0 i

One who praises him is considered a sinner

RN DR VOV D . :
is considered a blasphemer.

NN DR PTN 20 NON

Rather Bais Din should issue their judgment

ay the Pasuk states
N5 HRND boiias 7o
3,
. N0 12 w»Ww 17 and the Xpp X1 hold
11335 RWI 3

The Dayanim are allowed to make a compromise. It's not

a Mitzvah, nor forbidden; P P = £ R fITH ¢

it's permissible. y]g:b NV

________ The Dayanim are allowed to make a compromise.
It's not a Mitzvah, nor forbidden;
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Now, the Gemara elaborates that according to the
opinions of Y1¥25 Mz, or at least »1¥35 RW™;

This is only

779 IRaWn

At the outset of the Din Torah;

However, there is a point in the Din Torah when it is no
longer permissible for the Bais Din to make a compro-
mise;

And there’s a Machlokes as to
At what point does it become 1325 MOR?

1.

IR RO 12 PYDY 1217

70N P10 VTP AR P37 YDOUNVD

WX IR 1772 T RWI AR OR

Once the Dayanim heard their arguments and have an
idea to which side the judgment is leaning, they may no
longer offer a ywo.

2.

The xnp RN says

PN

IR RWI ANR R

According to Tosfos, 1717 721 means

200 PTIPTRT IDY

T DRI

277 NR 129 WR ROR O ROT

The Dayanim have reached their decision; although they
have not yet issued their ruling.

At this point it’s

%15 MOR

Because this is tricking the winning litigant into accepting
acompromise;

TIwe MWYH IMYLIY PR 9 53 9727 37

™Mot 1T 1AMV YTV 77 RIDORY

DIV DWW WSS A¥INN PR

If the litigant would know that the decision is in his favor,
he would never agree to a compromise.

DafHachaim.org

According to the opinions of
VINID MY or DINID INPN

This is only

PTD IN2WD
At the outset of the Din Torah;

However,
there is a point in the Din Torah
when it is no longer permissible for the Bais Din
to make a compromise;

At what point does it become vIN2b DN

1z

Wik Lo 12 I )
107727 YNWNWN
NV TN 192°NY YT DNRY
WX IRN JNY WY IRWI ANKR R

Once the Dayanim heard their arguments
and have an idea to which side the judgment is leaning,
they may no longer offer a mwo.

2

P &
1PTH I
PVINIY RWI NNR R

/?ccor/m?/ fo Toﬁ%w, /7D W) meany
3O P73 D7P7 I35F
P70 DO 199 19O
391 OPP MOD £ HOH N P57
WDW have reached their decision;
aﬁ‘ﬁoa?/v ?‘/b@?/ have not yet Baued their mﬁ;ﬂ?/,
At this point it &
M35 NP
Becawse thiy i z‘m'cémg/ the winning ZxW
inlly sz?/ww@mm;
OYED DIEDLD MDD PH 5 5O 99307 1157
DD Y7 9I3DIE V7V DO HONSHE
19D OIE3 DIEDD DN DN HS

Z% the &ﬁ?am‘ would brnow that the decision it in his /4:4/0&

he would never agree to @ compromise.
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3,
According to Rashi, 777 9931 means

IR 12OV

PRI INR DO WR

2771 ANR N9 YR

The Bais Din has already issued their ruling as to who is
liable.

Atthis pointit's

1215 OR

Because

1992 IR WY RHW

PT2IPYO RDVW IR DR

They would have to trick him into accepting a compro-
mise by saying “We're afraid that we might be mistaken.”

The Gemara also discusses whether, after agreeing to a
compromise, the litigants can renege and reject it? And
concludes

Rno5m

PIP 123 7w

The litigants must make a Kinyan, which renders the 77wo
binding, and they cannot renege later.

DafHachaim.org

3

P
TN 2]

PINDY RWI NNX IR
/?ccor/mgy to Rashis, 17> pe) meansy
N 9356
Ot DPH MDD BH
390 DD MNOD £
ﬂwgwmmww/g/wfm m/ﬂ;n?/
b to who iy lable.

At thiy point it iy
S35 NPH

Becawse
15 995 IO W HOE
P73 WYY PHE VO OH
77»@7 would have 1o trick him
inty accepling s compromise by satying
“We're a%m%/m‘ we W be migtaken.”

v
RNOYM
1°2P NN NIWD

The litigants must make a Kinyan,
which renders the nw» binding,

Sanhedrin6- 8



Dedicated By:

VAT PYTID

As part of this discussion the Gemara cites the Pasuk in
>N

PRI VNI

And offers three explanations;

1.

As explained earlier, according to

5307 17 5w AR

v®11is interpreted as 11x°3, and refers to 77wo; and we
explain the Pasuk as follows:

PRI VNI

ROIN "7 YRI27 9D

One who makes a n7wo is considered a sinner; and
VX127 DR 1207 59

PRID TN

One who praises him is considered a blasphemer.

2.

TMHR 17 interprets the word yxi11 as referring to 7>,
stealing;

As Rashi cites a Pasuk in Swn

YXI YRI5 AR D

np’ PHY1 wo1 NR

And the Pasuk teaches as follows:

AROR) MINVI VN YW IR HRw ™0

mom NI W9

If a person stole wheat and then ground it, kneaded it, and
baked it and made it into bread, and then separates n>n and
makes a Brachah;

7720 7%

PRI ROR 7205 7 PR

PRI 7720312’
This Brachah is not considered praise, but blasphemy:

DafHachaim.org

B PR ba
),

Sen o 29 J0. o £
v¥1 is interpreted as vivn,
and refers to mwo;

\ 4
PRI I3 P
VN3N NN )PN2APN 52 NvIn 70 L¥AN Do

YNID NT MIN One who makes amw»
One who praises him is considered a sinner
is considered a blasphemer.

@

7)’)/)@ "y

DN - refers to N1, stealing;

Ay Rashis citesy o Pasuke inv fou
hies P oo mnx i
M Pops gl mx
And the Pasuk teaches as %ﬁ%m/:
DYVN YW NRD HTAW N
NRDN) NINV)

NN NN WD

If a person stole wheat and then ground it, kneaded it,
and baked it and made it into bread,
and then separates nbn and makes a Brachah;

7720 TN
PRI ROR 7720 NT PR
Wy 25 /1
PRSI D

This Brachah is not considered praise, but blasphemy:
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® q:

TRP 727 says
T T30 ROXR DRI ORI R < 3 )

The word yxiarefers to 77 who said to his brothers

PR DR 2177372 VR D VN R

What will we gain from killing qor? We should rather sell NTIN? 722D RbR }’31: IMMN)] Rb
him. And The word ¥ refers to nin who said to his brothers
AT DR 77207 5 N G oo

PRID IR 1IN TN S8 0o y&: ol

71PRI TI2 YR MRI VY

If one praises n77 for his act, this is considered blasphe-
mous, because as Rashi explains

WIARS 3PN I Y

9
PIRD PYPWI PI2T PV IR N7 IR .nnnn 22
17 should have told the brothers to return qoy to their YRJD NT N
father, since he knew that they would listen to him. 7/‘/§ s /7/
S PREOE DD
If one praises nmi for his act,
this is considered blasphemous,

because as Rashis W(Mw
199365 1N IMS 1D DOE
PRPS PLNED PI37 YOE IO
. 2379 should have told the brothers to return Eop to their
%m%er, since he bnew that 7%@24/ wold listen to him.

What will we gain from killing sp»?
We should rather sell him.

The Gemara also cited another Pasuk
MY 535 APTRI VOWH T TIT M

Dovid HaMelech would do Justice and Tzedakah. ”:i) B:B :-‘-P_‘&7 bgw,: nwﬂ} e
And here too, the Gemara offers three explanations: Dovid HalWelech wold do Tustice and _/B,e/aéa/y

1. @

It refers to N7w», because, as the Gemara points out; Tt refers to
PTR PR LOWH VW DI 53 RO

VOWN PR IPTR NIvwd

Judgment and Tzedakah are contradictory? because, ay the genmmx/aoémﬁ/ out;

IPTZI2 WY VOVUN PR RON UD\’JD w’w D'IPD I,D Rbn’

VIR MR
Both can only be achieved through a nwo. NPT PR

VDV PR P
Judgment and Tzedakah are contradictory?
V

RN
NPTR 12 VW VLOVN NN
PINIA AT IR NN

. Both can only be achieved through a mws.
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2.

It refers to the following:

PIINRT

PRI DR 7197

MR DR 2

NP IV NN IR

When 7500 717 issued a judgment and realized that the
losing side cannot afford to pay;

i pnn b obw

717 would pay the winner with his own money.

PTR LOWN I

This act is considered both vown and P73, because
m5 vown

> sRpAaiishlv)

This was judgment for the winning side, as their money
was returned to them.

Mo ApTY

PN o 0w

And this was 173 for the losing side, as 717 paid it for
them.

3,

Since the Pasuk says

MY 535 APTR VOVH AWV TIT M

mY 55 refers to all, even those who could afford to pay
their judgment?

However,

M2 NN 0YW ROW 9"PR

nPTIR LOWM I

Even if 717 did not pay for them, this would be considered
both vown and 773, because

Mo vowN

O VI

And

mH TR

T DNON AT RN

This was considered 773 for the losing side, as 717
prevented them from transgressing 12712,

Dedicated By:
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&),

Via r.ﬂ%em/ o fh@/o%wmgz
lankiLau
INITN NR NIT
2NN NXR 2M7M
ON 7Y 27NNIW ARM

When5nn 117 issued a judgment
and realized that the losing side cannot afford to pay;

M2 PN 1 DOW

T would pay the winner with his own money.

NPTXRI ODVN INT
This act is considered both vewn and np1x,
because...

ntd vVown
PN 1Y PINNY

This was judgment for the
winning side, as their money
was returned to them.

Y NPTV
12 PN 1Y DY VWY
And this was npTx

for the losing side,
as 17 paid it for them.

‘np"s'&w bain 5 =1 e
=)%) b
Refers to all,
even those who could afford to pay their judgment?

However,

172 PNV DOW ROW D”IN

NPT DOV INT

Even if m7 did not pay for them,
this would be considered both vown and npTy,

because. ..

Y NPTV ntH VOWN
N9 RWVINYW 1D PTNNY
172 NN 1MPN

This was considered npT¥ for the losing side,
as 17 prevented them from transgressing n>a.
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