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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 775 q7 of 37730 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A third explanation to the omam TR» *27 ny>mn regarding
PIVIIT S0 M

Whether one can disqualify the other’s 17 or 7v without
proof;

A discussion in the ways the 1o *715n in Eretz Yisroel
showed respect for each other.

The omom TR» 727 N regarding

RINR 5P PRI IHR

TIN5V PRI

W21 VW HY OINR]

If the two parties agreed to accept a Bais Din with one 7
who was not suitable, such as one of their father’'s who is a
217p, arelative, or three shepherds who are not knowledge-
able in monetary laws.

PN 27 says

nmne hy

Although they previously agreed, each party can retract
and demand a Bais Din of suitable o17.

While the o'non disagree and say

12MM 919 IR

Since they already agreed, they cannot retract and they
must accept the decision of these o°17.

The Machlokes in the o'»on’s opinion, whether they hold
12MMY 912 IR

Only in a case of

P 5

If the m>» agreed to ABSOLVE the mb from payment
through the decision of @109 137 and now he wants to
retract.

OR, even in a case of

12 1R

Ifthe mb agreed to PAY the mb» through the decision of
o509 1377 and now he wants to retract.

The Machlokes in x» *27's opinion, whether he holds
1mnd ny

Only in a case of

P70

If one party wants to retract BEFORE the o7 issued
their final decision;

OR even in a case of

792 MR

If one party wants to retract AFTER the 0’17 issued their
final decision.

A third explanation to the
D'DON PRN 1) PI>NI regarding

PTY 1T S0 T

Ways the omon min in Eretz Yisroel
showed respect for each other

RIR Y PRI MR
772aR DY NXR]
WY D2INNK]

P2 1 NVOHY

DMON say
2127 1R
12 MNO

2
Even </ Only
inacaseof inacaseof

PN P Sinp
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VNN ) says

pibL
12 MNO

2
Even </ Only
inacaseof inacaseof

INND 1))
PTIVI PT IV
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So let's review ...

The previous Mishnah taught a ©pam R» 227 NM5N» in
whether one party can disqualify the other party’s judge or
witness.

PR» 27 holds in the Xw™

5w T oo m

And in the Xo©

mOw 7Y Yo M

Each party can disqualify the other’s judge or witnesses
without any proof.

While the o'»on hold

PIWI P DR

PO 513 1R

One cannot disqualify a 7 or 7v without proof.

And the Gemara asked according to 7R 27

177 00T PP 93

How can one party disqualify the other’s 17 or 7Y without
any proof?

For which the Gemara gave two explanations; and now
proceeds with a third explanation:

137 727 0K P27 says the Mishnah is a case in which one
party disqualified both, the 37 and o7p of the other
party.

And the R refers to

IV P P00 DY

His testimony regarding the 07» was confirmed that they
are in fact ,09. Therefore,

N1 >17 holds

177 101°500 D7V 00T WD

Since his testimony regarding the 0>7v is truthful, he is
also believed regarding the p17.

And the xo'o refers to vice versa;

PIWI TV POIOD P12

His testimony regarding the 717 was confirmed that they
are in fact )09. Therefore,

N1 27 holds

077 137509 P17 00T

Since his testimony regarding the 117 is truthful, he is
also believed regarding the 7.

And in both cases he was not a mTva v»), he did not gain
from his testimony, because regarding 0’17

RIPIOR RPT I RINR

The other party can choose another Bais Din.
Andregarding o7y

IR 1D RORT

The other party has another set of 0*7v who can testify on
his behalf.

While the o'nom hold we do not say w» and therefore he is
not believed regarding the one who was not confirmed to
be Moo,

DafHachaim.org

nmbnn whether one party can disqualify
the other party’s judge or witness

PPOD VAN D)
I oN bovw
Al o

PRI Sow
=] e vy

?

The Gemara asked WM/M?/ To 3w
271777 92007 N1MNO YO

How can one party disqualify the other’s »T or Tv
without any proof?

©)

//)// P IIME /',37 M%A/
The Mishnah is a case in which one party
disqualified both, the p»»1 and D1 of the other party

The koo r%em/ to The 09 refem/ to
12109 1172 19100 D>TY2
17V DT 179 PN

77‘”7&%& N D) holdy W%r@, 4N DI holdy
PInT 15DOT 10D D'TD '5DDT 10D
D'TD ) 5DD 1INT D) 1HDD

' ROR he £gg not RINT
NJ)T NITLI VI, DD
NIINN because.. MONN

While the ppon hold
we do not say1am
and therefore he is not believed
regarding the one who was not confirmed to be po
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. The Gemara proceeds with a discussion in the ways the
omon 715N in Eretz Yisroel showed respect to each other: Ways the DoN Y105 in Eretz Yisroel
As the Gemara says showed respect to each other
ORI PIRIW D101 TN
13502 Y pwan
In Eretz Yisroel the omon *715n would discuss Halachos
together in order to verify and uphold the other’s opinion.

PRIV? PIRIW DMON *TMNON

Howover 3972 NTY AT PRYYIN
pannisidy roel t} 5

9571 At A1t OY5an In Eret; Yisroel the pwon ON

In Bavel the om»an * 7150 would argue with each other in ) would filscuss Halachos together .
an attempt to disprove the other’s opinion. in order to verify and uphold the other’s opinion

9222w D"NON *7TNYN
No9N2 NTH NT DHann

In Bavel the pwon ybn
would argue with each other
in an attempt to disprove the other’s opinion

A
eskel .
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Zugt Di Mishnah

RINR 5P ORI D IR

TIN5V PRI

W2V IS DY IR]

If the two parties agreed to accept a Bais Din with one 7
who was not suitable, such as one of their fathers who is a
21p, arelative, or three shepherds who are not knowledge-
able in monetary laws;

PR 27 says

My >

Although they previously agreed, each party can retract
and demand a Bais Din of suitable o17.

While the oon disagree and say

12mN9 515 IR

Since they already agreed, they cannot retract and must
accept the decision of these 0'17.

The Mishnah continues

nYIY 1IN 270 70

JURI P NTH IR

If one party was obligated to make an oath to the other,
and the other said “I will accept a personal 712w without
you holding a Sefer Torah and without you mentioning
the name of Hashem."

PN 17 says

1N ny

He can still retract and the other must make a full-fledged
maw.

While the o'mon say

1IN 9 PR

He cannot retract and the other can make the simpler
v,

DafHachaim.org

Yy

NIN 0P 1181 10 N
TN 0P 11N
9P N L Op N

Ifthe two parties agreed to accept a Bais Din
with one »T who was not suitable,
such as one of their fathers who is a anp,
or three shepherds
who are not knowledgeable in monetary laws

PPOP N DI
s b2 AR S i A
Since Although
they already agreed, they previously agreed,
they cannot retract each party can retract
and must accept and demand a Bais Din
the decision of these DT of suitable ponT

A2 12nS 3N

TN 2 0% NG MmN

If one party was obligated
to make an oath to the other,
and the other said
“I'will accept a personal nyaw
without you holding a Sefer Torah
and without you mentioning
the name of Hashem.”

PN DN D)

2 mn% Mo N 2 mns M
He cannot retract He can still retract
and the other can make and the other must make
the simpler nv1aw a full-fledged nv1aw
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The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes in the o'»om’s
opinion whether there would be a distinction as to which
party wants to be .

1.

DRIV IR AT 17 say’s

75 S npbmn

The Machlokes is only in a case where the mn» agreed to
ABSOLVE the mb from payment through the decision of
5109 P37, or through the mb’s simple n»aw, and now he
wants to retract;

Only here do the o'»om hold

nmnHy pr

The M5 cannot retract, because as Rashi explains
MRITRYW [P ITAW 712 79T RIT

Since the mb has possession of his money, he gets to keep
his money, from when they ruled in his favor. ®
However,

75 1R

1205 91> 530 737

There is no Machlokes if the m5 agreed to PAY the mon
through the decision of @509 377 or through the m>»'s
simple M12w and now he wants to retract; here the 01on
do agree that the mb can retract, because ®

12 PRmM YRINT

DWW 3772 ROR KXY VIND 11912 PR

Since the mb has possession of the money, the m>» cannot
extract it from him without suitable o'17.

While 13y 27 disagrees and says

apibisialpRisizel

There is a Machlokes if the mb agreed to PAY the mbn
through the decision of 0509 3»7; and even here the
o»on hold

MmN My PR

The m5 cannot retract, because since he already agreed, he
must accept the decision of these 017

DafHachaim.org

The Gemaras /zmcee&/ﬁ/ with & Machlokey
i the ppon’y gpinion
Whether there would be a distinction
as to which party wants to benin

1
é///é W D3P ) W
n,Monn

72 S mnna

Where the mbn agreed
to ABSOLVE the mb from payment
through the decision of DD panT,
or through themb’s simple ny1aw,
and now he wants to retract

0/1/?/ here dy the ppon hold
1 wpl o Via
#25 £y 173 Ipip 335 £97

1 1NR2
12 NTNY D190 HoN MaT

If themb agreed to PAY the mbn
through the decision of 2bpo panT
or through the mbn’s simple nv1aw

and now he wants to retract

Here the ppon do agree
the >/ can retract
ey [8/3)3’
> /)R té kfo’/a/)/pm/ m R Ik

2

Yo disagreey and sayy
77 1NR2
np>nn
There is a Machlokes
if themb agreed to PAY the mbn
through the decision of »bpo panT
Lven here the ppon hold

1 wspl for i

Becawse since /wal?ea/?/ a?/fee/,

he must accept the decision of these s
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The Gemara inquires in 1307 *27's opinion regarding 5
v

Does 1nv »27 hold

faidplytale PRgING]

5 5mma bar

11 mm 51 PR 5o 937

The Machlokes is only regarding 75 jnx, but there is no
Machlokes regarding 7> %1n; and here even R 23
agrees that the mbn» cannot retract, because ®

YRIT KRR 1PI0ITAW A0 70T RiAT

OR v a7 holds

PP R PII NP

The Machlokes is regarding both 75 jnx and 7> »nn in
which X1 27 holds

(=R ilisbloiby

While the o»on hold
1191 9197 IR

The Gemara attempt to bring a proof from X217 who says
75 1R N

5 5mma bar

11 mm 51 PR 5on a7

N7 apparently disagrees with SRimw R 71 17 regard-
ing 7% 10X and he must concur with 130 227 and this is a
proof that 37 °27 holds

abkliaion)

1 52 pr 5o 737

The Gemara concludes that this is not necessarily so,
because perhaps

AR PWOIT RHYV K17

This was X27's personal opinion, but it was not j3m1 °27's
opinion.

DafHachaim.org

 The Gemara inguirer,
% YR J/o/}mwn/ r@ax/mf
1 " nn

T2 P2 T2 P2

nmdNP 75 PRa
nMOND b4

P bnwa 52N
5on M7
12 WND by pN
1738 204 £97
o5 £ oW

P INNR2 HPIOND

P JIMN2 DIN
12 b 51 pR 5on MaT

N2 apparently disagrees And
with S5Rmw IR AT 27 he must concur
regarding 15 |nN with pnrn

5 Snm
12 NND 51> PR Sonp NaT

VoY

The Gemaras concludes
thiy i not MMWL%/M, because perhapy
MNP MYOIT RDVD R

This was R27’s personal opinion,
but it was not anp127’s opinion
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The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes in 7R 727's
opinion whether there is a distinction in what point one
party wants to be .

wph W says

17 13195 NS

The Machlokes is only if one party wants to retract
BEFORE the o177 issued their final decision; and only
here x» 17 holds

1mns ny

One can retract, because he did not yet accept their
decision. However

7 13 RS

1> M prR Y7737

There is NO Machlokes if one party wants to retract
AFTER the o7 issued their final decision, and here 17
R does agree that he cannot retract, because as the
"m7 explains

YT XTIV PPRVT D

3PN ORT

Since he kept quiet until after 7 713, this indicates that he
already committed to accept their decision;

10 a7 disagrees and says

0PI PT I IR

There is a Machlokes if one party wants to retract AFTER
the 0’37 issued their final decision, and here X127
holds

1mns 5y

Because even though he kept quiet until after 7 903 this
does not indicate that he committed to accept their
decision.

And as before, the Gemara inquires in 1377 *17's opinion
regarding P79 0T

Does 13y 27 hold

0PI PT I IR

129005 912 5377927 7w 395 Har

The Machlokes is only AFTER 77 713 but there is no
Machlokes BEFORE 77 921 and here even the o'1»on agree
that one can retract, because he did not yet accept their
decision.

OR pnv 317 holds

DRI KA PD NP

The Machlokes is regarding both AFTER and BEFORE
77 93 in which 9°RXn 717 holds

I ny

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes
inYNN127’s opinion
Whether there is a distinction
in what point one party wants to berin

1
éf/o/éa says:

1°7 2 IR nMbnn
9On M7 2199
12 MNY 71 PR 1°7 M2
Here 14w 19 does agree Okzl?z here 4 ) holdy
that he canndt refract /R 7/j/)/ Y
Al e 2
PV ME T

2

W /’Mym/ and says:
1°7 M3 RO
n,Monn
Here 19w 1 holdy 75 7/}/)/ o
Because even f/wa?ﬁ/ he kept quiet
wnitil aﬁer /7 M
this does not indicate that he committed
v accept their decision

The Yemara inguirey
i o1 P "y gpinio re;mf/mg/
T W3 0P

2 P2 P2

T I3 INRD
DPOND

nMdND
T 3095 ban
bon M7
12 NTND bix
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The Gemara brings a proof from X217 who ruled

510918 219 YOy SR

P73

sy

77 93 RS

1M 5y PR

N17 apparently disagrees with wp5 w regarding 903 IR
17 and he must concur with 1377 °27 and this is a proof that
131y 27 holds

12909 9 77T P s 05

And as Rashi explains, here we cannot say as before that
IR PWOIT KDYV K17

Because

595 RNNPHIRIT IR R

NPT DO POOD ROR

~17 did not come to explain the Machlokes, but rather he
stated his final ruling, and he would not issue a ruling that
contradicts jnv 27

The Gemara concludes with

1277 HRIWH 27 730 75 InHw

R YT IR PT W3 2395

What is the Halachah if both parties finalized their
agreement with a 3p, and now one wants to retract
BEFORE 707

2 oW

D19 173 RS PR

Once a 3p was made, no one can retract even before )
P

DafHachaim.org

5o 8 anp by dp
PT 02 129D
12 NTND bin
T I3 INRD
12 WTND by pN

N2) apparently disagrees with wpb wn
regarding T 02 INND
and he must concur with on» 123

12 NN 21> 7T PT IV 129b
The Gemara concludes with

12 TED SNwwd 27 ap b ndw
2RN ITN 'IJP'I 1T 02 thlop)
What is the Halachah

if both parties finalized their agreement with a pap,
and now one wants to retract BEFORE p70a?

v

19 1P IRY PR
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