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Today we will 7"va learn 2" 97 of M2 NooN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The contradiction between our Mishnah that mn13°27n
are punishable with ©1p, to the Mishnah in Mesechta
Makos that mr33 °27n are punishable with mpbn.

One who is either DR, coerces or inow, seduces a 1),
twelve year old, is required to compensate her with

©1p, a penalty of fifty silver coins

nw13, compensation for shaming her.

D301, compensation for degrading her status of n1n3,
virgin, in become a w2

A 1oy, coerced, is also compensated with
7p3, compensation for pain infliction.

Since she is still in her father’s custody, he accepts these
payments,

However when she is a i, orphaned from her father,
then she accepts these payments.

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

DU A IR

One does NOT receive two punishments, both, mp»
AND ppn.

However, there is a Machlokes of 13m 7271 RD):

Ulla holds that in a case, where one is potentially liable for

both mpbm o,

DOWN RIDD

Y RO RPYD

He pays the n, and is exempt from the mpHn.

And Rebbe Yochanan holds that in a case, where one is
potentially liable for both mpbm o,

mHRPHM

DoWNH RY RIDD

He gets mjpn, and is exempt from paying the nn.

The Gemara will elaborate and explain this Machlokes
and their sources.

Our Mishnah The Mishnah in
mn»52»n  Mesechta Makos
are punishable mn»™> 27N
are punishable

One who is either DaRn, coerces,
or NnNon, seduces, anm

is required to compensate
her with
02D ,NW2 ,0)p

Forn annonk he also pays
R

oowm N 1R

1N 229 RO
WORPD oHhwn RMMON

RN RPN
oo>wn KXY WO NH
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. So let'sreview ...

o , One who cohabited with a n51n2 Nv)
The previous Mishnah (29A) mentioned that one who

cohabited with a 7%1n1 79v1 who was also, to him, one of who was to hlm, one ofthe MiNHo 0N,
the mm>73°27n, arelative punishable through 07, is also is also liable fOT‘ D ‘)P

liable for ©1p, a penalty of 50 Silver coins.
VAN PN O - 1IN S Na
MR MINN 5P - MmN AR O

And the Mishnah listed the women who are considered
mnMo N,
AR 5V K37

3 P PN TN DN 5P - AN DN S
ans ks

MR AR SY)
IMWR AR YY)
PAR WK S
PAR MR DWR SM
7737 5,

The Gemara cites the first Mishnah of the second Perek of

Mesechta Makos which states; The Mishnah in Mesechta Makos...

PP IR

These are the cases in which one is punished through . .r’Pﬁ‘,n in 1‘7&

Malkos - And the Mishnah lists all the above-mentioned .

women who are M1 27n, because all mn1 271 who -.all MNMD "N who received NNRINN

received NRINM, a warning, are also mpS» 17, ’ »

Presumably, since the Mishnah there does not mention are also D)P")D 7
. any exceptions, it speaks of all cases, including the case of MML”?’ 5)&,3 7))

our Mishnah, that of a 75102 791, If so, it would seem that / MW/ ?/9

he is punished with both, mpbn and o1p. S o 4 ‘7 NS

However, the Gemara asks; T |

b 2) . Apb N

oowM AP IPRT ap a)

There is a Halachah that one does NOT receive two

punishments, both, mpbn AND pon?
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The Gemara offers two explanations to reconcile the two
Mishnayos:

RO says;

773 IMNRD 1RO

DN IMNRI IND

Our Mishnah refers to his sister who is a 773, and is
eligible for ©1p. Therefore,

DOWH RIND

mH RS RPHM

He pays the pon, and is exempt from the mpbn.
However, the Mishnah in Malkos refers to his sister who
isa N3, who is NOT eligible for oip.

The Gemara adds that she is also not eligible for other
forms R3m», compensation, for several possible reasons:
She is also a nVY, insane, who does not receive nwia and
o19; AND she is a nmon, seduced, who does not receive
s,

Once we introduced the concept of nmon, the Gemara
says that the Mishnah in Malkos can actually be speaking
even of anj, if she is also a w1, an orphan, who
potentially receives all the above-mentioned payments
herself, since there is no father - AND she is a nmomn,
seduced, in which case she was Sm, forfeited, all her
claims. Therefore, since he has NO obligations of X1,
mH PO, he gets mpbn

1M 27 reconciles the two Mishnayos differently, and
says;

7D IR R 190K

Both Mishnahyos may be referring to 7391 mnx.
However,

1200w IR

127707 ROW 1RO

The Mishnah in Mesechta Malkos refers to a case in
which he was warned, and there is a mjp>n arn. Therefore,
mHRPHM

DOWH RO RIDD

He gets mjpbn, and is exempt from paying the ymmn.
However, our Mishnah refers to a case in which he was
NOT warned, and there is NO mpbn arn. Therefore, since
he has NO obligation of mp5n,

DSwn R3O, he must pay the o, in this case, the OIp.
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DA NIARQ IND AP INIAND IND

Sinceasainiv)
she s eligible for DO

therefore,
abeNs NN
w9 N7 NP

Asanidnl
she is not eligible for DO
therefore,

w9 NP

She iy alho not W&/
/W other ﬁmw o% compenation:

She s albo a 500 - who does nat receive ) and pz0;
AND she iy a 2mon - who does nat receive 5y,

It can actually be speaking even of a D)
who is also a N

whao /M?‘em‘mﬂ?/ receives il Wwy /»erw%
But as a NNdN she was bmn
and losses all her claims

w9 NP

13

P NN 8N 19BN
'3 19NN 8O = 1207 IND

therefore,
RO NN

therefore,
w9 NP
aow 85 NI
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The Gemara elaborates and explains that there is a
fundamental Machlokes between 13mv 727 R

P51 P RRT R 53 RO 7307

DOWN RIDD

DY RYRPID

Ulla holds that in a case, where one is potentially liable for
both mph on, he pays the pn, and is exempt from the
mpbn.

And -

MRS D RYPRT RPN 53 1IN 727 720p

2 190R)

Y RPYM

DOWH RS RIMDD

Rebbe Yochanan holds that in a case, where one is
potentially liable for both mipbm pon he gets mpbn, and is
exempt from paying the pmon.

The Gemara explains:

They both agree that from the Posuk

MYWI 70 1195 379

We derive

12710 DR DNR AYWI DIwN

NPYWI IW DIWN 12710 INR OR)

Therefore,

Dowm AP IR

One does NOT receive two punishments, both, mpH»
AND pnon.

However, the question is which one of the two?

Also, 3w 220 89 both agree that

PPISWNY 1IN SN AN AN WiTe3

Someone who wounded his friend is liable for both, mpbn
pom. However, the Torah specifies that he is punished
with pmn.

And he does NOT get mpbn, because 0Hwm 712 R,
However, we cannot derive other cases of 1 mphH» from
1ana Sn through a wsn o, because there are many
Mmoo, reasons to differentiate.

DafHachaim.org

The /%Zerm between &y and, (o1 7:

13MY 139 920p X9 220p
NINTNITIOD  NOWINDTIOD
RPN A RPN A
2 1NN Do NI
w9 NP w9 N NP
nown N9 NI

Both agree

i o righ 1

17PN Dt g DY préy
Y 5 pIEN 137D It £

o%5wn1 N 1R

Both agree

NN NN WITPD2
1PM5WNY 17°2n2 52N

Someone who wounded his friend is liable
for both, V) PpbN

However he WMWW’? withs py

but not wé?‘/vw//’)/‘/
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However, Ulla holds that in all cases of mm mpbn
DowN R

mH R RPHM

Based on a mw ni

The Pasuk regarding onx states

MY TR NNN 131 903 WA FIPITARD 7Y AW VR N
The man who cohabited with her pays her father fifty
silver coins to compensate for her suffering.

And the Pasuk regarding 17ana 52 states

PY AN PY

He pays the worth of the eye to compensate the damaged
eye.

Based on a mw 77 of the words nnn nnn Ulla derives
DOWH RN TN N

mH RO RPHM

Just as 177ama1 52m is only punished with o, but NOT
with Malkos;

MPH?I RO RPRT RA DI R

DoWN RO

mH RS RPHD

So too, wherever one is liable for both 1 mpb», he is
only punished with j», but NOT with Malkos.

However, Rebbe Y ochanan holds that in all cases of mpbn
M

mHRPYM

05w RY RIMOD

Because from the Pasuk

MYWI 7 1195 110

We derive Dbwm i K;

1Y DYAIRTH PHOY

The subsequent Pasuk states that he receives Malkos.

The Gemara in the next Daf teaches that Rebbe Yochanan
derives another Halachah from the mw naw.

13 ean

Inall cases of
PO MPON

MY RPIM
DYwWN XY RO

vﬁg’: =]
mp= =0
5)'//'/\/0/

w2 HIN

He receives

Walkos
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ALY

Inall cases of
PP MPON

nowWN RPN
P RO RPOYM
DY 4 D270k

oNX
PN
ap =os
D N
8% o2 DN
piAra AP
K% S5 N

oD I gQ/f

2w P
7)//.’/,&79//1/ 7‘)//:/ ,é/‘)//\/

521N
17°2N2
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