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Intro

Today we will "3 leam »na7of PWITR NOOD; The source in the Tigur
Some of the topics we will learn about include. / ol

/N 0/)
outside the Bais Hamikdash, for n’bw ]’ R
772Y 7275 YW PR
One is NOT liable for transgression through a mbw. nﬂ’:v ﬂ:.rl,

Three explanations in "R»w’s opinion regarding
WO DR NI RS MOV WIN
If a person instructs his 5w to go kill someone, the nbw»

is2m. Thr Wwf

ee wng
YT PR 5102 RIMOWS IR AT i pl'y gpinion r/
2517 DR 51K

MNOD PANWI 271 RNV 1n1bwb ﬂD1Nn

Rpw does agree that if a person instructs his mbw to have

relations with a woman who is prohibited, or to eat a piece u’DJ n n R J’ﬂn Nx

of 257, the mHw only is 271, however the nbwn is Mo,
because only the 5w benefits from the 772p.

The source in the Issur yin *01nw, not to shecht a Korban

» IMHWY IR ATID
MIYN NR 71Y2 RN
25NN NXR Y19\
TMOD 1PNV 2N RINY

The Machlokes regarding
T Y MHw
If a person became a 5w to give Kiddushin, can the m>w

later testify for the Kiddushin or not.
MINR ROW 127127

X27's opinion of n,bw ]’N n’bw

igihiinloRhL R inl}

If m5 made a mbw to pay a debt to the mbn, the mbw can Tl’ nwy: T)’ n\’J}’J

later testify for the payment.

And this is based on the opinion of
DTV 1IN DR 50N

DYDY "R ,
If a person borrows money while o7 are present, he is Py W”’%
NOT required to pay back in the presence of o7y, and

therefore if the o'>w testify that they paid the mbn, they n1J1DD ’J’T: ]D 1

are not MIYa vyl

0>7Y2 17°2N DX MONN
DYTY2 1IYNDY ¥”X

)
Yecheskel . .
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So let'sreview ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed the principle of
773 9275 TOW PR

One is NOT liable for a transgression through a mbw,
based on a X129, on a logical conclusion;

7151927 1797937

DYMW n 1T

The m5w must listen to the Master, to Hashem, and refrain
from doing the 772y, rather than listen to his subject, the
n>wn, who asked him to do the 7vay.

The Gemara also cited three exceptions where, based on
Pesukim,

N7y 1T v v

1.

>N

2.

7 oY

3.

fabelaliylgimlo

And the Gemara asks;

arnarn

Why don’t we learn from these with a wx» i that in
npibhRlish bbb

We also say

772 1T POV W

Now, according to 551 13, we have

TR DR DN WOV

Three Pesukim, where all agree

PIROD PR

Therefore, we cannot apply the principle of 127> mbw v
172y to all other Issurim,

However, according to *X»w 13, as mentioned in the
previous Daf this does not apply to 7 mmbw and we are
left with two Pesukim. Therefore, it depends;

P75 PR TARD DRI DN 730 70D R

APHY RPN ORD PION 7155 ROR

According to the opinion that from two sources we CAN
derive Halachos the questions remains.

arnarn

The 1wx1» 7 that teaches

771 1275 MHw v

Should override the X720 that supports

773 9275 PHW PR
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In the previous Daf..

N7°2Y 7275 NYHW PR

705N 127 270 12T
DOYNIY M M2T

Three exceptions where; based on Pesukinv,
N°2Y 7279 NHY W

3 p) 1

N2V MNMHY YN
N7 T

2

2NN 990
Why don't we learn from these with a12¥n nn»

that inn5> mMnn 5o
we also say N1 12TH Mbw w?

2

/?ccor/m?/ to el pop:
This does not apply
to T MNHY
and we are left with
two Pesukim

021N NYHW
TNRD DXXR2AN

2

77N RNNN
021N MW
TNND D'R2AN

TN ROR
PPN
NI RN
20Mm5

Kiddushin 43 -2



AT PP

The Gemara answers that we actually have a Pasuk that
teaches

772Y 7275 YW PR

which obviously overrides a 13x3m nn;

Regarding the Issur yin *vinw, not to Shecht a Korban
outside the Bais Hamikdash, the Pasuk states

1OV 07 R WRS 2w 07

NI WRI NI93

R RIM

w7

The word Ry alone would be one v1»’», and the word X177
is therefore two ov»; and since the word Xin is
mentioned twice, there are 4 vw»in all.

1.

The first vy’ teaches

DOMWI P02 DIMRY D7IW

Two people who together Shechted one animal yin3, are
not liable.

2.

The second v1» teaches

N7

YOI RO AW KD DR RO

A person who unintentionally Shechted the Korban yin3,
is not liable.

3,
The third v1'» teaches regarding yin vinw

Nif

MOW RN

A person is NOT liable if his 5w Shechted the Korban
PIina.

4,

The fourth viy» teaches that also 1913 nmnn 503, regarding
all other Issurim,

772 727> OV PR

However, according to the opinion of

TARD ORI DN W

o Tbn PR

There is nowxm» i for

772 12T PHw W

Therefore, there is no need for X377 to teach

772 9275 POV PR

And the 8710 is sufficient.

Therefore, we must say

R RN

WIT RS

The word X7 is considered only one V11, and with the
second R17771 there are only two v»'» in all, for the first
two exclusions.
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Regarding the Issur Y10 »01NW:
ot o= NI BN S o
NI RS o

3 4193 £/3/
Fowr prtryp in bl

3 p) 1

RN DR RN 07w
MY MY XM DOTMRY
1’>02
DYV

NYVIN RN

4
DD DINHD 5)
nHw PR
N2 1279

However,
according to the opinion of
TNND D’N2N D2IND DY
DTOOY PR
there is n012¥» NP for
1D 12TH My »»
The ®120 is sufficient

M%r&, W@WM?/
R1NN RN
WIIT XY
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The Gemara proceeds with a Braisa:

WO MR NI RS IMHWY IIRA

N0 PIDWI 271 RN

If a person instructs his 5w to go kill someone, only the
oW is 277, but the nbwm is 0o,

R22377 731 DIV TR P IRDW

RIMOY

Rpw disagrees and holds the nb>wn is 277, because the
Pasuk states

PPY °122972 NATIMR

In which 75111 717 is held liable for the death of "r'mi IR
that was through his mbw

The Gemara offers three explanations for ‘®nw:
1.

Either *x»w holds that regarding 71 7700 53
772 72T PHw W

Because he holds

TARD ORI DN W

PO

And therefore 771 72wy 7> wn is a source; and yin oW
is not a counter source of

772D 727 OV PR

Because

R RN

wITRY

DafHachaim.org

‘.)L/J)/OP

IO AN
W PN NN NY

Wk 5> 4l 7P G

£33 En pIy :“n N'Iﬂ
A m R 2 SR VAR U 210

/) g/\/ P - ﬂ/ﬁ
20 - nfoy
=i =Eatma ey
frap »3=

95vn 11T is held liable

for the death of N MIN

that was through his mbw

Three w&/mfwm/

1
Regarding > nnnn 5>

N772Y 7127 NYHY W

Because he holds
]"ﬁD'DD = TR DXR2N D21ND NV

Therefore Yy winy
YO0 NI NDWD is not a counter source

is a source because
PNT RS NN NN
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2.

OR

"Row does agree that

7913 79nn 50

772Y 727> OV PR

Because yin vinw IS a counter source, and
RIIA NI

w7

However

277 R

DPY O PT17N

9510 17 was only liable through 0w °»7, but 07X "»71 2
oW is Moo,

And as the Gemara explains

RO RPTII2IRPT

PIRIN

According to 'Xnw,

o»w 72 the mYwn receives a harsh punishment, 37170
m3Y, as if he actually performed the 7m°x9, while accord-
ing to the X»p RN,

opw 'r7a the nbwn receives only a lesser punishment,
o as if he caused the 1.

3,

OR - as in the previous explanation - "X»w agrees that
1915 71nn 501

772Y 7275 YW PR

But nrx1 is an exception, and

771 1175 MHw v

And 500 717 the nHwn is 27°m, because the Pasuk specifies
PPY 312902 IR

While the Tanna Kamma holds that even regarding iz
the nbwn is MY, and the Pasuk does not hold 717 liable; on
the contrary, is acquitting him by saying;

PBY °1339M0 7570

7N’s death is as those committed by 1oy *13;

PHY WIVIANR PR POV 232230 70

PHY WIVIANR R NN TN IR

Just as you, 717, are not liable for the deaths by the oy °13,
you are also not liable for " N’s death, because

M Mo5HI T

7N’s deserved to die, because he was considered a rebel
by saying

NN AT 239 DY ONTR 7TV 51 IR NTR)Y

As Rashi explains

95172395 IR IRIPW

He called a8, my master, while before the king, 717.
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2
51 nnn boa

N°2Y 1279 NHW PR

YN wINW IS a counter source
becausewmT NN NN

2AMMIRDI
DMWY 72 21N

ButDTR 2»T2 ambw is o

RVIT X171 N2 ROT
11N RONR
'PY 1772 DNW T2
the nYon receives the nYwn receives
a harsh punishment, a lesser punishment,
MRY 271D oMad

3

b1 Mnn boa

N2 1279 NHW PR

But N X1 is an exception, and
N2y 1275 MOW W

A0 313 the nfow i 5
because the Pusuk specili
frap >822 s TN

While the Tanna Kamma holds:
Even regarding nnoxn
the nYwn is MO

The Pasuk on the contrary
z’A/' m?//u/méy/ MW a
MY P PIND ;ﬁn)
POY WIYI NNR PR MY 12 29N NN
1YY WY NNR IR INNN MR OR
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. N1 says, even if we are to assume that *Xpw holds
772Y 1270 PO W £P)
Regarding 17515 770 53; however even % we asbuwme that Al holdy:
MW DR 203 R IMIWY IR AT

2577 PR 9198

TNV PANWI 271 RITW
W agrees that if a person instructs his 5w to have Regarding n55 nnn bo
relations with a prohibited woman, or to eat a piece of 25,

only the 5w is 2°m, and the nbwn» is M09, because only the nﬂ’:}’ 'I:Tb n’bw 1,.”
5w benefits from the 7772y, and
1913 707 5331080 ROV
ilinintoRaisinhrahiaty

t\:xlzsee c;%rgl Sgtd anywhere that one is punished for someone MHOWY IR DTN
' MIYN NR Y2 RN
25NN NXR H1ON
TV PNMWI - 2N RINWY

However

/0 DIUND b yb’,«/ ,eﬁ
ppl 35 3 25

The Gemara continues:

MR 2T IDITR
2} név Dinw Kiddushi debt can later testif TIOR K70 23721
oW to give Kiddushin or to pay a debt can later testify
to the Kiddushin or payment, because n’bw ]’R n’bw

RIS RIVHRD KRR 19K
If the m>w testiﬁés, the testimony is stronger; T” nwy: Tl’ nwl’n

MO ROW 117727

TV WY POV PR

The 5w cannot testify to the Kiddushin or payment,
because

MDD OTR S0 MW M IR P

oMY N

Because through the concept of mm 5w, the mHw is
considered as the n>w» who is certainly disqualified
because he is a mTY2 Y1), he gains from this testimony.

Becawse Because
WM 3 pln p pie
IO p3E YA Dw//*/
204> 3/ 3/
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The Gemara says that this is actually a Machlokes in two
Breisos; and concludes

[Nigpaai]

TV WYITHW

And therefore 817 says

TORM DR D WTPIIRG D05 IR

v AninikairivAnin]

If a man told two people give Kiddushin to a woman, they
both become his m5w, and then they become the o7v.
POIPIT

mnn»PTID)

And the same applies if he told them to give a Gett to his
wife, or the mb gave them money to pay a debt to a mbmn.

DafHachaim.org

The gemamxw% that
thig iy aa‘w@/ w Machlokes ins two Breisos;
and concludes
RNOY*'M

TY NWYI NHYW

Waera/%m,ep)
07WH IR
NOUKRN NXR 9 VTP IR
PIM5Y NN
PTY DD

PO 1
MmN 22772 10
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