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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn v 97" of 3770 NOON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

4 other approaches to the Machlokes oM 7R 29
regarding the claim of

VI 0w RO

A man, who falsely accused his wife, who is a twelve year
old girl and a 73, of My, is punished with Malkos, and
he must pay her father a fine of 100 silver coins.

R 27 holds

V70V RID

wHwa

For this claim, three judges are sufficient.
While the o»on hold

V7D RXID

TUSW DMWY

For this claim, twenty-three judges are required.

PP DY

P 0TV is in a case where after the first o7p testifying
to the alleged incident, other o7y come and testify that the
first 7Y could not have witnessed the alleged incident,
because they were with us elsewhere.

The first o7 become i1 077y, and the Torah says

PRRD MWYH 0Nt TWRI 17 DN

They are liable to the same punishment or payment they
wanted to impose upon the defendant.

PrpnITAahop

When one transgresses an Issur in which he is liable for
multiple punishments, he only receives the most stringent
punishment such as 7n'» and does NOT receive the less
stringent punishment such as n». However

mH mwon mb pon

If the two punishments were for two different people, the
transgressor does receive both punishments.

The Machlokes qov 27 and X137 regarding
RINaPR R R ph)

TV YWI NWN SR
One who committed an Xn»IRT 77°2Y becomes a ywi and
is mTYH Ho9.

MY HIR 29 OIR

One’s testimony regarding himselfis not accepted,
because he is considered his own relative, and

m7YY 5100 2P

And therefore,

VWIINIY DWH DX PR

One is not believed to say that he committed a 772p.

R127 17290

A statement can be divided into separate components.
Therefore, Bais Din can accept someone’s testimony
about the same incident regarding the other person but not
regarding himself.
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I DW RXNID

PO VAN D)
Y OV RINID I DV RN
NYOV DVY2 NVWHWA

PPPIT D7TY
prin's s maf ~xs 1o orrin

NN N2772 1D DP

MR 2129 NYD

TV YW NWN O
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YOI INRY DOYVN OTR PR
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf mentioned 4 approaches
to the oM PRY *17 NP>nd regarding the claim of

VI DW ROV

A man, who falsely accused his wife, who is a twelve year
old girl and a 7»n3, of My, is punished with Malkos, and
he must pay her father a fine of 100 silver coins.

N1 27 holds

W1 Y7 DY NI

For this claim, three judges are sufficient.
While the o'»om hold

WSV DMWY VI DV KRB

For this claim, twenty-three judges are required.

The Gemara proceeds with 4 other approaches to this
Machlokes.

5.

"R 17 says

IRPOL A INRT D

ROV 721N R

The Mishnabh is referring to a case in which the mit 7
only warned the wife that this mii is punishable with
Malkos, but they did not also mention that this mi is
punishable with 7. In such a case she is i1 709, but
Bais Din is judging her for Malkos:

R» 27 holds like the 01501 in our Mishnah who say
wHwa mon

For Malkos, three judges are sufficient.

While the o»om hold like SRynw? 227 who says
AWHWI DMWY MM

For Malkos, twenty-three judges are required.

6.

R117 says they disagree in the Machlokes '3 o1 19
according to X2°pY *17 who says

9109 1R 2177 7D TAR R¥NDI, 0V

mbva MY

If there were three or more o7 and one 7y was found to
be 9109, all the other 0*7Y in the group are also disquali-
fied.

DafHachaim.org

I DWW RN

PO VAN DI
Y OW RN YDV RN
NWSY DMVY2 LU pA0s]

027 23 0227 3

O,

G >
mMpYn N2 1INRT NI
RYOP N2 1INR RN

The Mishnah is referring to a case
in which the mot Ty only warned the wife
that this mar is punishable with Malkos,

but they did not also mention
that this mor is punishable with np.

In such a case she is nmmp N,
but Bais Din is judging her for Malkos:

pon hotd likee é)///éf Y
mon non
DWW DMWY NWOVA

For Malkos, twenty-three

judges are required. are sufficient.

O,

&
They disagree in the Machlokes p»12y and 2y
according to Ny 27 who says

nYOw
210D IR 217 AN THR RXNI
n%v2 IMTY

If there were three or more DT
and one Tv was found to be 5y,
all the other Ty in the group are also disqualified.

1w 3 holdy bike the ppon

For Malkos, three judges
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There are two Machlokes between *o1 »17 and "2

1.

"Dy *17 says it depends:

MW rTIR"Ta

7>01 1T

Only in capital cases, all the others are also disqualified,
because the Pasuk there states

ki

Bais Din must try everything to save the defendant from
death.

mnmn TR

INWA MTY 07PN

Regarding monetary cases, the testimony of all others
remains valid.

While 27 says

MWD 1T TR MM PT TNR

7>01 1T

In both capital and monetary cases, all others are disquali-
fied.

2.

And even in mwo) 17 there’s a Machlokes:

17 holds

112707V 111 ND°RY

11121707 ROW 912 Yar

IRV MIY PN

Only if the %109 7v did give nx 07, all others are also
disqualified, because the 9100 T is part of the group, but if
the %100 7v did not give nxnn, the m7v of all others is
valid, because the 9709 7v is not considered part of the

group.

While *or »27 holds

7>01 [T

707 RS MW RS 700 RIW R

Even if the ,1090 7 did not give nx1nn, all others are
disqualified.

Accordingly, our Mishnah is a case of

9100 1R 217 DTV 1D TAR RIDIV 13D

There were three or more mit 7y, and it was discovered
that one of the o7» was 5109, but he did not give nxInn:

“R1 27 holds like "ov *27 that even though the S o9 7y did
not give XN,

7501 1MTY

All are disqualified.

And since there is no nn'n arn,

WSV VI DV RIID

While the o»om hold that since the %100 7v did not give
RN

INWIMTY 07PN

The testimony of the others is valid.

And since there IS a inn arn,

WOV DIWYI VI DV NI

DafHachaim.org

1

Ia/l /,3 bl

MNP M1TAI%AR MWD 217T7a R”T2
nbva |MmTY

Only in capital cases, all the
others are also disqualified,

because the Pasuke say
= Tk

IRW2 MTY D7”?pPNN
Regarding monetary cases,
the testimony of all others
remains valid.

oy

MWD 21T TNRI MNHON 1T THR
nYva MY

In both capital and monetary cases,
all others are disqualified.

2

Y

102 1INNW NPT YNNIRY

102 17NN XYW T2 Har
IRW2 MTY D”pPNN
Only if the po T did give nNIDN,

all others are also disqualified,
because the b1ps Tv is part of the group,
but if the 5po T did not give Ry,

the mTv of all others is valid,
because the 5po T is not considered part of the group.

10/’ Q)

nYva IMTY
NINN XY MW KXY NINN RIW XY

Even if the 5o Tv did not give nRnn,
all others are disqualified.

/focor/%, ouwr Wishnah s a case oﬂé
DOTYN |0 TR RXPIW 112D
710D R P

There were three or more mar Ty,
and it was discovered that one of the DTy was Hpo,
but he did not give n8Inn:

While the ppon hotd
Since the 5o T
did not give nRIDN

AIRW2 MTY 0”?pPnn
The testimony of the others is valid.
And since
there IS a nnm 2nn, there is no nyyp 200,
D) DY NNID D) DY NN

NwdW pHWDYI nwdwa

N DI holds libe o/’ P

nYva IMTY
All are disqualified.
And since
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7.

OR the Mishnah is a case of

DR 7121900 A

DY 12N R

The actual o7v did not give the nx 07, but rather another
person gave the xRN

“R» 27 holds like "o »27 who says

MnrR oowh

11PINN PTY IV 9P TY

Only if the actual o7v gave the nXIn7, she is 7n 27m; but
if others gave the xIn7 she is not nnvm 27

And since there is no nr’n 27,

WA Y1 0w R

While the o'mom hold that even if others gave the R0
she is nn°» 27m, and therefore
OOV DMWY VI DV RZID

8.

OR the Mishnah is a case of

MP>722 WINIIPRT D

MYPR2 WINOIR RO

The two 07 contradicted each other only in the minor
details of the mit, but not in the main details such as the
time and place:

PR 27 holds like *Ro7 12 that

101 1MmTY

The testimony is void.

And since there is no nn’» arn,

TUHWA VI DV XXM

While the oon hold

YR MY

The testimony is valid.

And since there is a i 2rn,
nlopi) DWY1 VI DWW RN

DafHachaim.org

@

D7INR N2 1INNW NAD
7Y N2 19NN XM

The actual o1y did not give the nNIDD,
but rather another person gave the nnnn:

The PN hotd
Even if others gave the
NNIND she is np D,
and therefore
DY DY NN
nwbw) DIw2

WEN D) AAM/ libe o) P
2901 1°KR O9YH
PTY WV D 1INW TY
12 PInn
Only if the actual DT
gave the nNInN, she is D D;
but if others gave the nhInn
sheis not nm .

And since there is no nnw ann,
Nwbwa 1) DY NNID

®

MPT722 OINDINRT NAD
MI’PN2 WININR RN

The two DT contradicted each other
only in the minor details of the mor,
but not in the main details such as the time and place:

White the pyon hold
nn»p 1MTY

The testimony is valid.

e 90 holdy like £
NV IMTY

The testimony is void.
And since thereisanmparn,  And since there is no nmyn 2,

V) DY NNVID V) DR NONID
nwbw pnHwva nwbwa
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The Gemara proceeds with a scenario of T DY ina
case of Y7 DW R'3IMD:

PR 07V is in a case where after the first o7y testified,
other 07y come and testify that the first o7 could not
have witnessed the alleged incident, because they were
with us elsewhere.

The first o7y become i 077, and the Torah says
PIRS M ont TWRI D onwMm

They are liable to the same punishment or payment they
wanted to impose upon the defendant.

907 23 IR

ANYTY 07V SYan NI

5V 7Y DU TN DT AR N2

If the husband first brought o>7p that his wife committed
m, and then her father brought o7v who disqualified the
husband’s o7 through 7t;

53717

PR PROWR PRI A

The husband’s 07y are punished with nn», which they
wanted to impose on the wife, but they do not also pay her
for the loss of her Kesubah that they wanted to take away
from her, because as Rashi explains

]’DﬁKDDH DNV IWOI1 PNNT

When one transgresses an Issur in which he is liable for
multiple punishments,

TYPRIITATO O

He only receives the most stringent punishment such as
np, and does NOT receive the less stringent punishment
such as ion.

However

D7V SYan RAM TN

AR TYS NI

If afterward the husband brought o7y that the father’s
D7V were PPni 0Ty

PPOWI PAINI AR T

The father’s 07 are punished with both nn» and pon in
that they must pay the husband the ©3p of 100 silver coins.
And there is no issue of 771 71772 7Y ©°p because

mH mwon mH on

The two punishments are for two different people:

The pmi is for the husband upon whom they wanted to
impose the ©1p, and the nr» is for the husband’s o7y upon
whom they wanted to impose the death penalty.

The Gemara on the next Daf offers several similar
scenarios of
mH mwon mH on

DafHachaim.org

A scenario of pooit DTV in a case of V) DV XM

5190/' P W
DOTY aRN XM van 812N
omrtm X o7y
9Y2n 1 TYY nNPTY

Ifthe husband first brought pr1v that his wife committed mor,
and then her father brought o1
who disqualified the husband’s o1y through nptn;

9Y2an 1Ty
NN PROSWN PR PAIM
The husband’s 1 are punished with nm,
which they wanted to impose on the wife,

but they do not also pay her for the loss of her Kesubah
that they wanted to take away from her,

because ay Rashis expluins
PHIDEDD 1 MYD IEDI3 3NHN7
When one tr. essess an Dsur in which he iy liable
/ar multiple punishments,
oM H3973 D5 Op
He receives the maost sitri

WWMMM@ N,
and not the fmmwwwmfmw/w

D>7Y YYan XR2M TN

AN MTYHY DN

If afterward the husband brought DTy
that the father’s DTy were poOIT DITY;

PRYWNI PAINI RN 2T
The father’s v are punished with both nmn and jipn
in that they must pay the husband the pap of 100 silver coins.
And there is no issue of m»» n212 MWD D

because

ntH Mo - NTH PPN
The two punishments are for two different people:
The pow is for the husband upon whom
they wanted to impose the pap,
and the ny is for the husband’s D1y upon whom
they wanted to impose the death penalty.

The Gemara on the: net Dz%
o%m/ several similar scenarioy o%
NTD MWD NTD NV
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. The Gemara proceeds with another topic of mT:
901 23 9NN
JONR? 127 °1H0
o OO INNRI NI

5290/' P IS

If a person testified that I was forced to have relations IDIIND 12 1bD
12005 POILXRD DN NN

with so and so, his testimony is accepted and when
combined with another 7y, the 'n5o is put to death, but HE

is not put to death because it was ©3R2. Ifaperson teStl:ﬁed that
Iwas forced to have relations with so and so,

However his testimony is accepted
My
TV YW NWN OR IR NN RN VW
Ifhe testified that I willingly had relations with 'n59, his but HE is not put to death because it was paRa.
testimony is not at all accepted and none are put to death,
because in his testimony he claims to have committed an However
772, and he thereby becomes a ywa who is m7v5 Ho0.

Y 1IXD

NN )

TV YW DWNH DR mnrk nnnm
x17 disagrees and holds that even If he testified that I willingly had relations with mbo,
m3Id his testimony is not at all accepted
13772 POIVIN NN NI and none are put to death, because in his testimony
Even ifhe testified that I Wlllll’lgly had relations with 159, he claims to have committed an n»2p,
his testimony is partially accepted and *n59o is put to death, and he thereby becomes a v who is mTv5 5.
and he does not become m7y %100 because we cannot

. accept his testimony regarding himself, because
MY YIR 1P DTN
PWIINIY DWH DIR PRI £P)
One is not believed to say that he committed a 772, )_))g)b
because he is considered his own relative, and a relative is
e, 120D POILND INN NI
Even if he testified that [ willingly had relations with 5o,
However, we do accept his testimony regarding *n5o and his testimony is partially accepted
he is put to death, because and b is put to death,

RY127 19299

A statement can be divided into separate components.
Therefore, Bais Din accepts his claim only regarding "n%o
but not regarding himself. because

IDND D¥R 2P DTN
DY IORY DWPH DN PN)

One is not believed to say that he committed a 2,
because he is considered his own relative,
and a relative is mT 5po.

However, we do accept his testimony regarding )5
and he is put to death, because

NY12T )2209

A statement can be divided into separate components.
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Similarly 817 says

MWK HY R 19O

NN POIOLM NI RN

M2 R IR

If a person testified that 150 cohabited with my wife, Bais
Din accepts his claim only regarding 150 but not regard-
ing his wife and she is not put to death, because

MR H3R 27p OTR

He is considered his wife’s relative, and a relative is 5100
m7v. But we do accept his testimony regarding *n%o and
he is put to death, because

RN2T 190

DafHachaim.org

£P)
MR by N2 b
1271 POILXD INN) NI
NaMNd NS ban

If a person testified that bo cohabited with my wife,
Bais Din accepts his claim only regarding 5o

but not regarding his wife and she is not put to death,

because

IMWN DN INp DTN

He s considered his wife’s relative and is mTvY 5po.

But we do accept his testimony regarding 115
and he is put to death, because

NM2T )2259
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