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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 15 97 of 37710 NHoON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

WOI M
A person who both stole and sold a >X7v as a slave
receives pin.

The Mishnah’s Halachah of
MW NOIDW TY 27N IR
He is liable only if the buyer brought the captive into his

property

The Machlokes regarding
12 DR 2N
Whether a person is liable if he stole and sold his own son,

And the Machlokes regarding

PN PIM TV YINW D 2

Whether a person is liable if he stole and sold a person
who is a partial *3v33 72v and a partial 587w such as he
belonged to two partners and one set him free;

The Machlokes 13n a0 i regarding

WO TVIN TV NV OTY

MmN

If two sets of 07 testified, one set on the 12°3), and the
second set on the n7°om», and then both sets were found to
be oo DY,

In the Gemara’s R»nR M0

i holds

72733 7TV 70N TV

PAMPR

BOTH sets of 07y do not receive j3m, while j3m °27 holds
72733 7TV 77O TV

P2

Both sets of 7y do receive pin.

While in the x3pon
i holds

oo OTY

A

N33 7Y

AR

While the o»on hold as before
22TV AV OTY
P

DafHachaim.org

WO 2212

297 1R
IMYWIY N0 TY

122 DX 222N

213
T2Y PXAWY D
PN 2 P8M

2712 7T
WHI2 NN YT
MNNY

In the Gemara’s R»HR M
g0 haldy >psp hldly
NN 1Ty NN 21Ty
N2 2TV N2 2TV
1°27N] 12901 PR

While in the Noppp
ppon hold ay é%om 29 holdy

NN 7Y NN 1TY

12222 2T 129m
139m 12222 2TY
1290 PR
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The Machlokes omom X2°py *37 regarding
92730

Whether pimn o7 are liable if they testify about a partial
matter such as only 772°13 or only 7751 for which there is

no n'n.

772 NI MRS W RS

POV P PR

One cannot receive Malkos for a transgression that
includes a possible in°» punishment.

The distinction in 11 07v regarding

M 30 12

If a son stole meat and wine from his parents,
DIVRI DTV

mponb

If o7y testify on the first occurrence, Bais Din gives
Malkos to the 719770 12,

DNINR DT

o5

Then if o7y testify on a second occurrence, Bais Din
sentences the 7711 970 12 to be stoned.

Here both j3ny »am ivpin agree that
DIYRI DTV

DXIMIPR

And

DNIR DTV

o3

DafHachaim.org

72T XN

T72 NNYD NINTRY 1N7W IR
MOV P PR

n7M 970 2

Here both jan» 22n mptn agree
DMK D*TY
0229 PR
DMNINR DTY
0n9n
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So, let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

ORTWD WO 27

MWIZ DIV TV 271 IR

If a person kidnaps another Jew and sells him to be a slave,
he is liable only if the buyer brought the captive into his
property, because the Pasuk in o'vown nwio states ®
12 RIHI 1791 VR AN

Y mn

The word X311 means

[mi§V]

There were witnesses;

And the word 17’2 means

mwia

The captive is in the buyer’s property. ®

a7 adds

11 WURNWIMWIS NOIW TY

He is liable only if both, the buyer brought the captive into
his property, AND he made him do work, because the
Pasuk in X305 nwIo states

WOHI M WNR RV’ "D...

1700112 0Ynm

As the Gemara explains the X»p Rin also agrees to

11 WNWN MWD NOIW TY

And

1P RN 01D MWD NS Y

The distinction is if the captive did work that was worth
less than one 70179, the X Xin holds 2’1 because there
was winw while 7771 °27 holds Mo because it was not
worth a 7o,

DafHachaim.org

Y
NI BB 2300
WMLRO RO TP 2 WN

If a person kidnaps another Jew
and sells him to be a slave,
heis liable only if
the buyer brought the captive into his property

™o 228 =6
PPIRN) s
EPr T

Y4E

23/ 97 adily
s oS Ty
12 Wl
Heis liable only if both,

the buyer brought the captive into his property,
AND he made him do work

ol Eh) N R D
™2 13 R

The NDP RN also agrees to
12 WHDRRN IMRIb 1D TV

NVIID NIWN NMIND NN
1127172 RIONR
The distinction is if the captive did work
that was worth less than one npno

DD’ P .-,&7«@ @
MO 2N
because because

it was not worth there was
anvno v
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The Mishnah proceeds with a Machlokes regarding
1ANR2AMN

If a person stole and sold his own son;

PR 12 13 5 32 SRYDY? 19

20

1010 DM

S8YpY? *17 holds he is liable;

And the o'non hold he is not liable, because the Pasuk
states

172 RXPN

RNiepReRls)

He is liable only for a captive that is usually NOT with
him, but not for his son who usually IS with him.

And X217 adds, therefore,

1327300 PTIT IR I

PPOONINT T PN

If a teacher steals his student he is not liable because the
captive usually is with him.

DafHachaim.org

112 DN 2008

If a person stole and sold
his own son

avaom bes 133 SNpmes 29
19D FDYN2 13 13
mibiatel

=i RnH

NYNY VID

He s liable only for a captive
that is usually NOT with him,
but not for his son who usually IS with him

And £ adds, f/zere%ar@,
1229 DM PTIT MPMN N
PODI INT 1722 PPIRNDD
If a teacher steals his student

heis not liable
because the captive usually is with him
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The Mishnah continues with a Machlokes regarding
PN 2 PIM TV PINW D 2N

If the 213 stole and sold a person who is a partial "1 72
and a partial 587w; such as he belonged to two partners
and one set him free;

2°MP AN 20

P05 DI

77 27 holds he is liable.

While the o'»om hold he is not liable.

As the Gemara explains, they disagree in the understand-
ing of the same Pasuk

DRIW? 7320 PIIRD WO 233 WR KX *D

777 °27 holds the word ynxm» comes to exclude

D71V

A complete 72, because

AR5 VW M

TNRD PRY T2V RY

An 1915 72Y is not considered your brother, because as
Rashi explains

P120 RON PR

And the words 5872 12 comes to exclude
PN A YIM TV PNV D
Even a partial 72y;

And the superfluous letter MEM of 7w »1am also comes
to exclude

P2 PIM TV PINW D

Therefore,

VYD IR VWD N7

M7 ROR VIV IR VI PRI

Two exclusions are considered an INclusion, which
teaches that one IS liable for a 32 Psm 72w ¥3n.

While the o»on hold the word rrnxn» does not exclude
D72, because

MNP RITPIR RAT

An 110 72Y is considered your brother, because, like you,
he is obligated in mzn. Therefore, 587w’ 12 comes to
exclude

7Y

And the MEM of bx3w "1 comes to exclude

PN YIM TV YINW D

And one is not liable for a P30 12 y3m 720 P30

DafHachaim.org

Y

1712 VM 2P IR 2 2
Ifthe 231 stole and sold a person
who is a partial 2v2> T2p and a partial 58w

Such as /w/ée(bn?e/ o two partnery
and one set /w’m//w

Q'aom A g
el milpia)

PN N o
Does not R N Excludes

exclude o712y, '@93 =31 DT2D
because PRI ok 1/ 00 N
NI PDR NNT »{im 3 Wt /&M e =4
mNn 17 smip>
éewww, 4%& w, Z\-,

he iy oéﬂ'?m/ i

Exclude
TaD PXNY M
PN )2 PN

Excludes The MEM excludes
TaD T2V PNDW M
The MEM excludes PN )2 PeM
T2V PXDY D Therefore,

N 2 PXM DIV INR DIV NN
DD IR DI PRI
”MND NON
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. The above mentioned Pasuk, which reads in its entirety;
SRV 7320 PRRD WOI 2N WR NI’ D
190112 YN
JAIPN VI NIV RITT AT DD
Teaches the
179911 WO1 2D wny
And the Gemara proceeds to teach the sources for
19911 WOI MO MR

From the Pasuk in 19 nwao Teaches the
10N N NOPY) WO 21035 wow

We derive the 185 for 721

ol SHi N RE D
xoir 2i=m priNs
M2 1T D

And from the Pasuk in 772 nwao
T2V DAdNN IO’ RO
We derive the X5 for 7791,

The Gemaras /arooew/ﬁ/ ty teach the sources /(/r
70D WO 2125 MNIN

And therefore, regarding the wny of 170 wo3 2113, two
testimonies are required; one for 7121, that he stole a PN I PO

’ZZ:IU:’,: and one for 779, that he then sold this Yxw. == NB :73 Kﬂ NB
=25 mmoEn We derive
We derive W/t%r
the /t//ar N2
. nndon

Therefore,
regarding the ww of N2 w1 23,
two testimonies are required

one for e, that he stole a o0,
and one for o, that he thew sold thiy fot
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The Gemara proceeds with a discussion regarding o7
onnn, if witnesses testified that someone both stole and
sold a 5x7w», and were then found to be P oTY;

7700 1B OTY

A

If one set of o7 testified to both the 7233 and 7771, and
they were then found to be P, they get pin because
their m7y caused a death sentence to the supposed
perpetrator.

However, there is a Machlokes regarding

WO NI TYINITY

mNnY

Iftwo sets of 07y testified, one to the 12733 and the other to
the 77°9», and then both sets were found to be prmit o7Y;

PAITI PR IOR PPN

PAINI IR I 2T

i holds that both sets of 7 do not get 711, while 17
1317 holds that the both sets of o7v do get pin.

As the Gemara explains they disagree in the *27 npi5mn
o»5m R2pY in the understanding of the following Pasuk
1T O MDY w05

PIIWNPRIAOR PPN

Because he holds like X2°py »27 that the word 727 teaches
737

927 30 R

Only if two 0>7v testify about a complete matter, such as
both 7230 AND 7770» for which one gets nn'», they are
liable, but if they testify about a partial matter, such as
only 172°1 or only 77791 for which there is no nn’», they are
not liable.

And Rashi adds, accordingly

HOPM R MPRT P

S0P RD M RY DR M1 PR

Since if the two sets were 72111 07D they cannot be
executed, therefore if the two sets were not P 07y, the
wo) 2 cannot be executed either, because

A% D13 AR ORW MY Y RIAT

MY R

A testimony in which the o*7v cannot be punished with
ot IWRI is void.

PAIIIOR PP 1Y

Because he holds like the 1321 that

727

927°3M179R)

If two o7v testified about a partial matter, such as only
721 or only 175, they are liable.
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..DOPIT DT

17791 12223 >TY
Pa9m

If one set of DrTv testified to both the n2»13 and nyop,
and they were then found to be ppoir,
they get pon because their mTv caused a death sentence
to the supposed perpetrator

However,
there it o Machlokes re?ar/m?/
W12 NIIN YTV NANA 1T
MNNY
Iftwo sets of D17y testified,

one to the n2ma and the other to the o,
and then both sets were found to be pooir DT

IR ]AN 227
P27

Both sets of DTy
do getpon

MR PN
13901 PR
Both sets of DTy

do not get pon

A the Gemara exgplainy

they disagree in the DN NPV 127 NMONN
in the understanding of the following Pasuk

n§1 oo i »ig B
=) mp'

PP? APPY PI
=l =l

927 NN XN

Only if two DT testify
about a complete matter

But i1 fest
about Zé /aar% mfrz/er,
uchay o DRyE OF 0 DIV
/Zr wﬁaﬁ;%‘/wr& 7% VZ[ZJ/)'/\/,
f/w?/ are nat liable

927 78N 19DX)

Iftwo o testified
about a partial matter,

Such ay
onlly e or on»%/ PN,
they are liable
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And the Gemara explains that their Machlokes also
applies to the case of

MY WO N TY

If pon o7p testified only to the 7233, and there were no
D7 to the 770w, according to pin

iz

They do get Malkos because since they do NOT get inn»
for their testimony even if 7751 7 testified later,
therefore

7" NI NIMRY 17 IPRY KD

™Y Pmd

They can get Malkos for their transgression because it
does not include a possible nn°» punishment.

While according to j3ny 27

PRI TR

They do not get Malkos, because since they DO get nnn
for their testimony if 7701 *7Y testified later, therefore

772 NI IMRD I RS

™Y PR PR

They cannot get Malkos for their transgression because it
includes a possible 7n» punishment.

The Gemara says however regarding the wn of 7m0 12
77, a son who stole wine and meat from his parents, a
testimony of two occurrences are required. For the first
occurrence the 771 70 12 gets Malkos, and for the
second occurrence he gets 12’0, stoning.

Here

PRI TN

MUY 7N N0 1250 DNINRA DTV

PRmw

10 agrees that if two sets of o7y testified, each for one
occurrence, and the second set were found to be 1 they
do get 7>, and this is not considered 927 31 because
DNWRIT I OHw o

NRDIMPHIS

Since the first m17v alone causes Malkos to the victim, and
they are not bound to the second M7y, therefore

PINR I

7972V R 927910

The second M7y is also considered not bound to the first
m7Y, and the second M7y alone causes 3r'» to the victim.

Dedicated By:
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Their WMachlokes also W?‘o the case g
MTINWY WOHI2 NAN) 7Y

If pooir pv7w testified only to theny,
and there were no p1p to the ny»on

According topnr 1)
P PR
Since they DO get n»m

for their testimony
if nyon 1T testified later

According to mptn
 KTAP;
Since they do NOT get npm
for their testimony
even if nmon 17D testified later
Therefore
)77 1IN IND
T72 DD MINTRD
oD ppb

Therefore
W IND
T72 DD NINTRD
PO pmd PN

However regarding the /4 0%
N 70 12
NPTN N7

DNXRN OYTY2
MTINY NI IN0 J2 pAb)
1°29MY

1N agrees that if two sets of DT testified,
each for one occurrence,
and the second set were found to be ppmir
they do get nbyp,
and this is not considered y27¥n
Because

DWRIN LD DWW NP0
1R MPOND

Since the first mTv alone causes Malkos to the victim,
and they are not bound to the second mTp

z‘ﬁere%om
1INN DN
D T2V Rp 72T V1D

The second mTy is also considered
not bound to the first mTp,
and the second mTv alone causes nm to the
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‘ R05 17 asks that if so, then 771 ought to agree even
regarding 2
MUY WOI VI TV ADRNOTY ¢
That £OO P asky %w
PAII AP TV
The second set, the 7791 *7v do get pin and this is not %1 ptn ought to agree even regarding
727 because IDNNY WD NN TV NI ITD
T N0 7Y PHYW IO that
NRDIMPSTS
Since the first set, the 7233 *7v alone cause Malkos to the ]’Jﬁﬂ] NN "I’))
victim, and they are not bound to the 7701 7Y, because The second set, the N1 1T do get pin
;’;}”ﬁ”g TR I IPRY XD and this is not 127 1¥n because
VP
Therefore b N2 Y PbD’VJ NHN
"IN 1R MPOND
79 °72Y R 937510 Si h hena) |
The second set, the 77701 7Y are also considered not ince the first set, thena D, 7]_) atone
bound to the 12’33 >7v and the 7751 *7Y alone cause N to cause Malkos to the victim,

the victim. and they are not bound to the n»on 11

because
T72 DI MNTRD 77 1RY IND
DD pmd
Therefore
® NN M

D Y72 Np 12T D1
The second set, the N0 1TY
are also considered not bound to the n22Tv
and the non 1Tv alone cause nm to the victim.
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Therefore, X099 37 concludes that the j3rv 27 pn NS
is only regarding the first set, the 72733 7.

i holds

217

PAIMPR

Because

RIP ATNS 125

RI?P ATIND 770

Since he holds the 712°33 *7v alone cause Malkos to the
victim, they are not bound to the 7701 ™7, and they did
not cause 11°» to the victim.

While j3mv 27 holds

ean))

Because

N7 717907 RNOANR 7273

Since the 172°3) *7Y alone do not cause Malkos to the victim,
they are bound to the 7751 *7v, and together they cause
Ay to the victim.

However, 131m 271 does agree

MNIW 7N N0 ]2 5w D NVRIT DTV

P9 PRY

If the first set of the first occurrence were found to be
pron they do not get 1°po, because

DIWRIT IO DDV PO

NRDIMPHS

Since the first o>7v do cause Malkos to the victim, as the
Pasuk states 1mx 170", therefore their testimony is not
bound to the second 0’7y, and they did not cause 1'» to
the victim.

The Gemara concludes

YOR 27 DR

DNV WO 7O Y

PR

If poon o7v testified only on the 771, and at that time
there were no 0”7y on the 12°3) they do not receive nn»,
because

M9 72V N5 MW Inn

Since their victim can claim that he legitimately sold his
servant, they did not cause 71 to him.

DafHachaim.org

D i

the y3nw »am pn ndnn is only regarding
the first set, the 222 7Y

jon» 123 holds mprn holds

N2212 7Ty N222 7T
1°a9M 1’290 PR
Because Because

NNONNN N2 N NTIN> N1a
NN NYONT N NTINb Nom

//oweuer, //)/’ 7 5/0%/ a?rw
D1WRIN DTY2
IMTNYW 77N M0 12 HW
1297 PRWY
Because

DIWRIN IS DY NN
DN Npdnd

The Gemara concludes
YOR 29 MR
MTINWYW WD NN T
13901 PR
If pomir D1 testified only on the o,

and at that time there were no p1v on the n22a
hey do not receive n»m

NN TV I 1w Pn
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