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7"01
Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 775 97 of 177730 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

WO YT MNDH YT

The Gemara compares and contrasts monetary and capital
cases regarding many Halachos, including:

1.

720 T2 Mt TOHA

™Mt 51 AN TOPM

Whether a judge who initially argued to acquit may later
argue to convict, or vice versa;

And whether

0 RWD NYW1

While the court is still deliberating, or

PT I NYwa

When they are actually deciding the case;

2,

I PIT

7252k D2

Whether the deliberations and the verdict take place
during the day or the night;

P2MN I2T) PO 2T PAmd
Scribes record the opinions and arguments of those in
favor of acquittal or conviction.

MRIPH I0N TR DYV

TAR ROR 75 P PR

If two judges offered the same reason but from different
sources, they only count as one opinion;

faiakie)iaiv)

Slaughtering a 1297 outside the wip»A Iy

PN PRV

Burning the j29p outside the wpnin 3, and

railn]

Sprinkling the blood of a 1297 outside the wpHA M3;

DafHachaim.org

mMann 1T
MYDI 27N

NN TRSN MIT TNSNN

MIT TNON NN TNOHM
Whether yyy 0 1Yl or /3 e Yo

1P PaT
NY"a IR oM

P2am>
12TPN M7
121N MaN

RPN 1WN TNR OYO

TR ROR 1% PI0 PR

VIN YOINY

YIN NRYYN
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So let's review...

The Mishnah on 2" q7 continues contrasting monetary
and capital cases:

faihaieToRhi]

A0 TR Mt IO

M3t TN AN TP

In monetary cases, a judge who initially argued for
non-liability may later argue for liability, and a judge who
initially argued for liability may later argue for
non-liability.

However,

mwoirs

mat Tb» NN TN

mat THPn IR

721 59 ML M1 PR

In capital cases, a judge who initially argued to convict
may later argue to acquit, but a judge who initially argued
to acquit may not later argue to convict.

DafHachaim.org

PN 030
=23 b Mot Taden
PYT 5 [ TR0

In monetary cases,
a judge who initially argued for non-liability
may later argue for liability,
and a judge who initially argued for liability
may later argue for non-liability

D) 3
St a5 123 R
Mot Taham San
MM 1159 MRS 91 P

In Wd cases,
a judge who initially argued to convict
may later argue to acquit,
but a judge who initially argued to acquit
may not later argue to convict
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The Gemara rules

29 9DR

171 RO NYWA ROR W RY

This is only during deliberations; as Rashi explains
M PN RS RDW

This will encourage them to continue searching for
reasons to acquit. ® However,

773 NYwa

7210 7911 N MY 75N

When they are actually deciding the case, if a judge still
thinks he erred, he reverses his opinion and votes for
conviction.

The Gemara cites a related Xn»2:

PRI POWH NI

When 17 2 resumes the case the next day,

AN DN

71957 23R

MIPHI IR 197

A judge who yesterday argued to acquit and still believes
s0, says, “I am still in favor of acquitting.“ And

IR 2N

27NP7 IR

MIPHI IR 27NN

A judge who yesterday argued to convict and still believes
so, says, “I am still in favor of convicting.” And

Mt IO NN TN

mat TbHn YR

720 59 M 91> 1R

A judge may reverse his opinion of yesterday in order to
acquit, but not to convict.

The Gemara explains

T RWD NYWA NP D

This only refers to the deliberations that resume the next
day. However, once 77 n»ais ready to decide, every judge
must vote his current opinion to acquit or to convict.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara rilley

P I
ROR W XY
1NN RV NYW2
This is only during deliberations
DD P HI HNE

1T I3 NYW2
NN TROMI TN MOT TNYN

When they are actually deciding the case,
if a judge still thinks he erred,
he reverses his opinion and votes for conviction

)4’/’”7/3
N2 1R NnRR

When pT ma resumes the case the next day

AN 2R AN M7
2'0RR NN 2102 AN

WP UN 2NV R AN AT
A judge who yesterday A judge who yesterday
argued to convict argued to acquit
and still believes so, says, and still believes so, says,
“I am still in favor “I am still in favor
of convicting.” of acquitting.”

M9t 7051 11397 PR
9T 5m Han
M9 1% mh 5190 N

The gemam/@%ww
)DD) N Hywa ’JDP D

This only refers to the deliberations
that resume the next day

However,
once T M2 is ready to decide,
every judge must vote his current opinion
to acquit or to convict
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The Gemara questions 17 from several mn»72:

1.

RIIM 9207 27 IR

AW D TRbNN 1 TR

MWIPLI TN TR IR PRI

If someone argued for acquittal, and then died, we still
count his vote for acquittal when deciding the case. And
the Gemara asks

72977 07 MR R

According to 29, perhaps he would have retracted and
voted to convict?

The Gemara answers;

727977 KD RPD ROWA

Since he died without retracting, we have no reason to
assume that he would have retracted.

Accordingly, the Gemara amends its version of a missive
sent from SR’ pIX to read

RYIM 92707 37717

1127 5501 R3ID PR

RYI1 9207 27 does not contradict the ruling of 29, as we
have explained.

DafHachaim.org

Py

The Gemara questions
from several ninma:

1

é’/}/) P o) P IME
Y PO oY nn j= AN
2P TR N oS NN N9

If someone argued for acquittal, and then died,
we still count his vote for acquittal
when deciding the case

?

And the Gemara asks
M2 TN D N DR N
According to 1,
perhaps he would have retracted
and voted to convict?

) 4

M2 TN N5 R RHWN
Since he died without retracting,
we have no reason to assume
that he would have retracted

the Gemara amends its version
of a missive sent from 58 yIN to read

NN 72 'DP 127 N2TD
127 DDoD NNID PN
NN 72°D1 1) does not
contradict the ruling of 23,
as we have explained
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2.

The Gemara asks from another Xn»72:
1305 PTOW PIYTR D0 W

SR 1 TR P TR

P27TOR 92T PN 32T PAMD

During deliberations, two scribes stand before the court,
one to the right and one to the left, and they record the
opinions and arguments of those in favor of acquittal or
conviction.

Now,

P27MP 72T ROW3

RPINR ROYV 15

P DI57 72005 W

They need to record the arguments for conviction,
because if some of the judges argue the next day to
convict for a different reason, they will be required to wait
overnight again before ruling, in order to give them a
chance to reconsider.

However,

k=l Rk

7MY RIINR RPYO 1 RT DWD

M PIIWN RS

Seemingly, the only reason to record the arguments for
acquittal is that a judge who initially argued to acquit may
not retract based on reason, and so we need to ensure that
he does not argue that he erred in

PO PPITZIY 72T

An explicit Pasuk, for which he IS permitted to retract;

The Gemara asks, apparently, the Braisa holds thata 17

cannot reverse his opinion based on reason even ) NYw31
17, in contradiction to Rav?

Dedicated By:
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2
The Gemara asky ﬁom/ anather Lrmp:

E’Jb‘? IRl R i T R ) =R
NI 112 AR M%7 2 RN
PP2YART 2T PR 2T AN

During deliberations,
two scribes stand before the court,
one to the right and one to the left,
and they record the opinions and arguments
of those in favor of acquittal or conviction

?

p2"NDN NIT NP2
RIINR ROV 1IN INDS
PT DD T2UDD 1)

They need to record the arguments for conviction,
because if some of the judges argue the next day
to convict for a different reason,
they will be required to wait overnight again before ruling,
in order to give them a chance to reconsider
P2TDN MIT
N2Nb RIINR RPYY TN INT DIWD
12 )INIWD RS
Seemingly, the only reason
to record the arguments for acquittal
is that a judge who initially argued to acquit
may not retract based on reason,
and we need to ensure he does not argue
he erred in12 DT PPITENY 12T

The Gemara asks, W@nﬂ%
the Braisa holdy that a > cannat reverse hiy gpinion
based on reason even /7 WG, W contradiction ty Ray ?
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The Gemara answers that actually, a 777 CAN reverse his

opinion based on reason 7 2 NYw3, as Rav ruled.
However, we need to record their arguments because of
another concern;

O7IW 1R’ ROV 179

IRIPD IV TNR DYV

We need to know whether two judges offered the same
reason but from different sources;

Because v a7 ruled

RPN VN TAR DYO DIV 190N

TAR KON 70 P PR

If two judges offered the same reason but from different
sources, they only count as one opinion, because the
Pasuk says

VDY N DNV D’P‘?N 927 DNR

And we expound

DPYL AHIY RIP TR RIPD

MIRIPH 701 RIY TR DYV PRI

One Pasuk can have many interpretations, but one law
cannot be derived from multiple sources. Therefore, as
Rashi explains,

VO RYODITIYD TN

One judge clearly erred, and so we only count them
together as one opinion.

The Gemara cites a Xn72 as an example of "W TR DYV
MRIDD:

One Pasuk forbids

YInvINY

Slaughtering a 1275 outside the wTpHA Iy
While another Pasuk forbids

PN PRV

Burning the 297 outside the wpnin n3;
Now, the Pasuk says

JOVW DT N0 WwRS 3w 07

PN R M

ORYPY? 1277727

5SNY»W? 117 derives from this Pasuk, which is in the 7wao of

v vInw, that one who sprinkles the blood of a j27p
outside the wTpnn n°1 also transgresses this prohibition.
AN RIPY 737

M3t IR

P DR M2

R2pY 17 derives this Halachah from the extra word x in
the Pasuk regarding yin nx5vr.

DafHachaim.org

) 4

Actually, a1 CAN reverse his opinion
based on reason 702 nyw2, as Rav ruled.
However, we need to record their arguments
because of another concern;

DMWY NHN ROW 17
DININ WD THN DYDY
We need to know

whether two judges offered the same reason
but from different sources;

BW Yo ) MM
DINIPH JWHL TNHN DYD DIV NHNN
TR RDN Jnb pom pN
Iftwo judges offered the same reason
but from different sources,
they only count as one opinion

because the Pasuk
it f iy D 5= NN
And we mm/
DDYD NN2D R¥P THR RIPD
DMINIPP MDD R¥P THR DLD PN)

One Pasuk can have many interpretations,
but one law cannot be derived from multiple sources

er%om, as Rashis w&m
DY PLLN NN TH
Ow/a/%y o&ar[?/ errved,
and 30 we m[?/ countt them fo?a‘/wr ab one gpinion

The Gemara cites a g
a an example g MEPN YO 30k PYG:

One Pasuk forbids
YD wmny
Slaughtering a2
outside the wTppin m2

Another Pasuk forbids

YN NNV
Burning the)p
outside the wTpnn m

:NpY 1) SNppwr 1y
™ NI PR S o
Ty "o o
{0 2l (0 Ol
ma1» ma1»
PNTN NR PNTN NR

One who sprinkles One who sprinkles
the blood of a)jp the blood of a)2p
outside the wTpmn m2 outside the wTpnn m
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The Gemara assumes

P 2)IN

They both prohibit sprinkling the blood outside the 2
wTpnn, but simply have different sources.
Furthermore, »ax ruled

MWIRIPY 117779370 IR

IR ROR 271 1PR

Everyone agrees that if someone slaughtered a j29p AND
sprinkled its blood outside of the wTpnin 3, he is only
liable once, because the Pasuk says

YYD DWI T mOYN oW

WY In99Y RIDAI NP

This Pasuk includes all forms of 729p71 in one general
prohibition.

Thus, this is an example of

MIRIPH IWN TIR DYV

The Mishnah continues

mnmp T

orapT

7253 paom

The deliberations of monetary cases must take place
during the day, but the verdict may be rendered at night.

And the Gemara cites the source:

One Pasuk says

nY 531007 PR WOV

They may judge at any time.

While another Pasuk says

P12 DRIMIN 0P P

Inheritance, which is an example of mn»» °r7, must take
place during the day?

Therefore, we rule

7 nonn> oy

7 >

Deliberations must begin during the day, but they may
decide the case at night.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara assumess
NPIT 1290 1NN
They both prohibit sprinkling the blood
outside the wTppn m2,
but simply have different sources

Furthermore, i raled
1P NIPY 127 MITI 9N
NNN N5BN 2D 1N

Everyone agrees that if someone
slaughtered a)Hp AND sprinkled its blood

outside of the wTpnin M2,
he is only liable once

the Pasuk say
npbm g e nobn o
My /D/J@ﬂoa 127y
This Pasuke includes aﬂ/amw o% DPIPD
i one Wd/ﬂro/uéa‘wm

Thus, this is an example of

MNP WK THN DY

e
ava M
%2 P

The deliberations of monetary cases
must take place during the day,
but the verdict may be rendered at night

The Gemara cites the source:
Vs T e obe N gk
PiZ mN i oo
Inheritance, They may judge

anw anl@ o% I )75 at any time
must take place by day

T NONNb Dy
PT 2D NDD

Deliberations must begin during the day,
but they may decide the case at night
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However, the Gemara cites a differing opinion, that of>27
PR

The Pasuk says

YIS 5 oo Hy

And R» 27 expounds

DAY DA WPD

This Pasuk compares the laws of monetary disputes to
mIs:

DYDYV N

DYaD27 9N

Just as 0’y must be seen during the day, as the Pasuk says
11 MRIN 0P

So, too, monetary cases must take place during the day.
This implies that even the verdict must be issued during
the day.

The Gemara explains that according to x» 17,

nY 532 DY DR 0OV

nnor matd

This Pasuk allows cases to be decided on cloudy days.

The Pasuk needs to teach us this Halachah, because
regarding o°vx1 the Mishnah rules

DVM IR PRI PR ...

YHAoOrARD

The Kohein may not examine o’v)3 on a cloudy day,
because the 0w will appear as a different shade of white.
And since R 27 holds

DAY DA WPD

We compare monetary cases to DV)J;

We need the Pasuk

nY Y310Y7 DR 10OV

YPBN oY M5

That we MAY judge cases on a cloudy day;

However, the Mishnah continues,

mwoairy

oya I Ora PIT

Capital cases must be deliberated AND decided during
the day, as the Pasuk says

WY T DMR ppihil

DafHachaim.org

However, the Gemara cifes

WEN P) Www/ﬁ/
D'D21D DN WP
This Pasuk compares the laws of
monetary disputes to nyHx:

Dr2 DM ﬂN Dr2 D'L2I NP
Just as D) must be seen during the day
Ay the Pasuk says 13 TN TP
So, too, monetary cases must take place during the day

Thiy mnpﬁ@y that even the verdict
mudt be issued o/u/m?/ the /ayx

The Gemara egplaing that mor/éngx fo n
= o= mhs mx g
]2WDN DY MO

This Pasuk allows cases to be decided
on cloudy days

The Pasuk needs tv teack us this Haluchah
because re;a//m? P the Mishnak rides
R el N RPN DR PRV PN
And since sin 1 holdy
D235 DN WD
We need the Pasuk np 522 Dvn DR 1wow)

VDN DP MAID
That we MAY judge cases on a cloudy day

DWeDs
v rana el n
Capital cases

must be deliberated AND decided
during the day

oot =5 e orx P
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