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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7”pa learn 3”5 97 of 37730 NoON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes omom x» 27 in the Mishnah regarding
TwSWI MNP T
A monetary case is judged by a Bais Din of three judges.

N1 27 holds

TR MM

TR NN

TAR TV 70 PN I

n"3727

Each party chooses one judge, and together the two
parties choose the third judge.

While the o'mom hold
TR T 2 PINPIT IO
The two judges choose the third judge.

And the Machlokes omom R 27 regarding 5010 m
whether or not one party can disqualify the other’s 7 or
witness without any valid proof;

N1 27 holds

e Bikatloh

One can disqualify a 17 or 7Y without a proof.

While the o»om hold

PIWI P OR

P9 913 IR

One cannot disqualify a 17 or 7v without a proof.

The two explanations according to X °17 in how the mb
can disqualify the m5n's ©7v without being mTya v,
gaining from his testimony;

The Machlokes regarding

725 I8

If a person claims to have multiple proofs, whether he is
required to bring all his proofs to Bais Din?

DafHachaim.org

NWSWa MNNN 27

TOR Y M2 NT
TAR 1Y 92 NN
PN N DI

pINT Y MY
nd P2 N2 P2
TNDN TID TNN TID

901D Nt
Whether one party can disqualify
the other’s T or witness
without any valid proof;

PIOD VAN DI
WD PN DN Lp19 DT
]5D19b D12 1R TV 1INT

The two explanations
according to YNp 1)
how the mb can disqualify the mbn’s DT
without being mTv2 vaw.

7725 PN
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

bW mnmn 1T

A monetary case is judged by a Bais Din of three, as
follows:

TR TN

TR NN

TR TV 0 PINA IO

PNRD 17717

PR1 27 says each party chooses one judge, and together
the two parties choose the third judge.

DMPIR DM
TR TV D PN PIT W

The o»on say that the two judges choose the third judge.

The Gemara explains

D71 772VT RIW ORD

The reason it’s done this way, is because

TR P75 N MW PO

TAR 712 I

TOR TV 170 PIN2 I

TPHRY PIIRY

The p7°5va will comply with Bais Din’s decision, since
they chose the 0’17,

DafHachaim.org

RO M 1

A monetary case is judged by a Bais Din of three,
as follows:

Rt
=mN D e M

each party chooses one judge,

PIME PINID] VAN DI
iﬂ'? 1R e ]ﬂ'? Y72 NN
AR Y AR Y

The pwon say that
the two judges choose
the third judge.

YRY 1) says that
the two parties together
choose the third judge.

2N YTaYT R1W RN

The reason it’s done this way, is because

TNR 12719 M2 AW PN
TNR 12719 M2 AN
TR TIY 0 1PN J7W
MR PTN RN

The 752 will comply with Bais Din’s decision,
since they chose the pnT.
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The Gemara initially assumes that 0o R» 17 disagree
in 27X 777 27's Halachah of

WA SV PrMIN DTYA PR

0D DI D PYTY "R ROR

Witnesses should not sign a document unless they know
beforehand all those who are meant to sign; because as
Rashi explains

5109 TR TV DAY MNP RDW

o210 MY Yo

DWI2HR RIPN

There is a concern that a 9709 witness will sign along with
him, and as a result the entire M7y will be disqualified,
which will cause them embarrassment.

The same concern also applies to a 7.

Therefore, the 01501 hold

TAR TV 7D PIN PI0T 0

The two 0’37 must approve the third 7, out of concern
that a 5109 7 will join the Bais Din,

R» 17 disagrees and holds

TR T 72 PIN I

The 1752 can choose the third 17, and the two o377 do
not need to approve the third 7, because there is no
concern for a 51090 17,

The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so. Perhaps
all do agree that there is a concern for a 109 17 and
therefore

PITINYT

Y7059 R V"

All agree that the two 0'17 must approve the third 7.
PYT7°5YINYTI 09 D

They disagree only in whether the 77 °5v2 must also
approve the third 7.

PN 27 holds

1PV °0I PrTSYa nyT

The p7°>va must also approve the third 7.

While the 1327 hold

1A RS pr7SvanyT

The p7°5v2 do not need to approve the third 7.
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1w 9 and the ppon /me/
29 MR DTN 27
0WN YY PPMN DTYN PR
1Y OMAN M PYT O”R RHR

Witnesses should not sign a document
unless they know beforehand all those
who are meant to sign;
ab Rushic explains
51D 7HH 7V DONY WP HNE
D512 D7V SP3M
OYEN3 10D HIHN
There i a concern that & foo witness mﬂyﬁ//w a&n?/ with
Wi, and ay w result the entire, przy will be /MWW
which wil cause them embarrassment.

The same concern also applies to a .

The pon hold
JND P2 PINT DY
TNDN TV
The two DT must approve
the third »1, out of concern

that a ps 1 will join
the Bais Din.

JND P2 JNIW)
TR TID

The 152 can choose
the third j»1, and the two
T do not need to approve
the third pr1, because there is
no concern for a 5o 1.

X

Perhaps all do agree that
there is a concern for a 5o 1 and therefore

1P1Th NYT
122927 229D R Y7D

All agree that the two mmT must approve the third pr.

1°1>7 *5p2 NYT2 729D D

They disagree only in whether the p7 52
must also approve the third pr.

ﬂb& ~v /W&/
P17 252 Ny
12°va &Y
The 152 do not need
to approve the third pr.

VAN D) holdy
117 25v2 YT
11°p2 "M
The 52 must
also approve the third 7.

Sanhedrin 23 - 3



DRI M

Dedicated By:

The Mishnah continues

5w 17T Yo

M 5w 17T Yo

PR 177727

PR» 117 says each party can disqualify the other party’s
judge that he already chose.

While the omon say it depends:

Y TIYR

PHI09 IR PP AW PRI IOV RADY

He can disqualify a 7 only with proof that the 17 is
indeed 5109, such as he is a relative or disqualified to be a
at

PT D200 PADIN IR PIWI YA DR Sar

POI9Y 91> IR

He cannot disqualify a 7 without proofif the 7 is 7w>
and a 7mmn, an expert.

Similarly, & 27 says

5w 7Y Yo m

5w 7Y Sow

Each party can disqualify the other’s witnesses.

While the o'mom say it depends:

P IR

PYIOD IR PAIP W PRI OV RADW

He can disqualify a 7v only with proof that the 7 is indeed
Y19, such as, that he is a relative or not suitable to be a 7v.
P P DR HaR

150195 9127 1R

He cannot disqualify a 7 without a proof if the 7 to be
Wwd

The Gemara asks, according to x» 19

17 007 PrnI 9o

In the xw’9, how can one party disqualify the other’s 17
without any proof?

And in the Xo°© how can one party disqualify the other’s
D7V without any proof?

137 727 explains regarding the Xw» of 17

LW RNV NIV

The Mishnah refers to a 77 who was an amateur. There-
fore, r1» 17 holds

5w T Yo

One party can reject this 17, because he does not know the
Halachos.

While the o'mom hold

obY oA MmN 177 Moob i Yo RS

Since the 17 is 9w> and accepted by the public, he is
considered like a inm, like an expert, and cannot be
rejected without a proof.

R DI HIN

However, a 17 who is an expert, even 7R» 27 agrees that
one party cannot reject the 17 without a proof.

DafHachaim.org

N PI
= o v o

O 13 Sod

Each party can disqualify the other party’s judge
that he already chose.

PPN
Mo 1 o Han 1T N
TN DI PN R TPNT Y R
bowb Do oD W PP

He cannot disqualify a1 He can disqualify apr1
without proof if the T isw> only with proof that the 1
and a nnpy, an expert. is indeed 5o,
such as he is a relative
or disqualified to be ap1.

WEN DI
5w vy bow m
o yvp 5o

Each party can disqualify the other’s witnesses.

PN
M i oN SaN
1505 5130

11D N
N hY Noanw
PONDD I PR

2

/fccor/ér% 10 94w
21777 9P0DT N1 DO

In the Rwn», how can one party disqualify
the other’s »1 without any proof?

And in the N9'0 how can one party disqualify
the other’s o1y without any proof?

v
g a/gtz(%m re?a///w% the 00
1Y RINMD2W MRIIY2 17
The Mishnah refers to a»1 who was an amateur.
LN D) PN
1277 501D N7 1070 93 RS
nigelt) IMNNNHWY 17 N0DH
One party on'™Hy 09
can reject this 7, Since the T is w2
because he does not know and accepted by the public
the Halachos. he is considered like a nnom

like an expert, and cannot be
rejected without a proof.

RY DM Har
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Regarding the Xo°© of ©7p the Gemara offers two
approaches

1.

wp5 W says

17VIN0

020 750 PHIpT

The Mishnabh is a case where the M5, the lender, had only
one witness;

And although regarding 11, monetary matters, two
witnesses are required;

In this case, both parties agreed to accept his testimony
like that of two o7Y;

And R 27 concurs with his opinion in the next Mishnah
that

1mns 5y

Although they previously agreed, the two parties can later
retract and demand testimony of two o7.

That's what R °27 means,

MmO ITY Yo

One p75varetracted and is no longer willing to accept the
testimony of one witness.

While the ©»on concur with their opinion that

12mN5 912 R

Since the two parties already agreed, they cannot retract
and they must accept the testimony of this 7v; therefore,
they say

PIW3 11 DR HaR

Podb 513 IR

He cannot retract.

2.

MR 17 says

150195 IR R R12

The Mishnah refers to a case where the b, the borrower,
together with another person testified against the m>»'s
witnesses that they are mTvb 5109,

The Gemara asks

I 5

NI IMTYI YNI?

The mY’s testimony ought to be disqualified because he
gains from his testimony;, in that this witness cannot
testify against him, and he will become exempt from
paying the loan?

Dedicated By:
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Pe?am/br?/ the toro of) pr3y

@/9/@7
1TY QN
"IN 20 MDY NPT
The Mishnabh is a case where the mbp,
had only one witness;
And although regarding po» two witnesses are required,

In this case, both parties agreed to accept his testimony
like that of two DyTy;

While the ppon concar
with their opinion that
12 NN 9107 17X

Since the two parties
already agreed,
they cannot retract and
must accept the testimony
of this Tv;

ﬁ,er%r@, f/zeyz
17WD 1PN AR Yar
190195 7137 1R

He cannot retract.

1Y PI
190199 NN X1 X122

The Mishnah refers to a case where the mb,
together with another person testified
against the mbn’s witnesses that they are mTvb bipo.

s
The Gemara asky
N22°M0 95
RN IMTY2 Y?

The mb’s testimony ought to be disqualified
because he gains from his testimony,
in that this witness cannot testify against him,
and he will become exempt from paying the loan?

VN D) Concury W#A/MWWV
i the next Wishnah that

12 M5 7>
Although they previously agreed,
they can later retract
and demand testimony of 2 DTv.

That i what wx ) means,
NT YW ITY YOW Nt

One T bva retracted
and is no longer willing
to accept the testimony

of one witness.
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. The Gemara offers two explanations

1.
RPN 137171732 NMR 17 says @

ANOWR DT W YHY RIPW D
The two testified that the entire family of the witness was APFE PIZ DR DL P

mTYY 5109, such as, that they are descendants of 072y, NNOWPY DIOT VI ))bp ijw ))) »)

servants. The two testified that the entire family of the witness
was mTb hpo,

PR» 27 holds
they are descendants of D12, servants.

mow Py Yo m
Because the mb is not mTva v, because

TIONP NOWNR "I VAN D) PPN

5007 NI TN o NTOW TV boid AT )HDI®D Hhi> IR
The testimony is only on the family in general, not on the Themb is not mTv2 van, because Because
witness, and once the family becomes %109, this witness

automatically becomes %109. )TDDDP NNDOYPHN I Dan W)D q)D
While the 031 hold 5Dpop RODY MR NN MNTDI

Po1b 51> IR

Because

R17 10TV VNI NO NO

The m5 is m7va v, because his testimony causes the

The testimony is only on the Them) is mTv v,
family in general, not on the because his testimony
witness, and once the family causes the witness to
witness to become %109, becomes hpo, this witness become b1po.
automatically becomes 5po.

i
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2.

JINY °27 DR 1T 27 says

DY I Nwa NI

The Mishnah refers to a case where the m5» claimed to
have two sets of 07, but he only brought one set, and
now the m> together with another person testified against
these o7Y.

PR» 27 holds

M 5w PTY Yo m

He can disqualify the first set,

Because the mb is not m7va va,

Because x» 27 holds

725 I

The M5 needs to verify ALL his proofs and bring both
sets of 07y to Bais Din. Therefore, the m> would not gain
from disqualifying the first set, because ®

AR N2 VW 50 IHR W

The m5» claimed he has a second set and they will come
and testify against him. ®

While the o'»on hold

PO 913 IR

He cannot disqualify the first set,

Because the mb is mTva van,

Because the o'non hold

7725 7R OPR

The M5 does not need to verify ALL his proofs.
Therefore, the m> would gain from disqualifying the first
set, because ®

T H PR IH N

The m5» does not need to bring the second set of o7,
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@

Y P W NP )
DT 712 NI DbNn
The Mishnah refers to a case
where the mbp claimed to have two sets of DTy,
but he only brought one set,
and now the mb together with another person
testified against these 7.

N P
N1 5w »TDY bpI1o N1

He can disqualify the first set,
Because the mb is not mTv2 v,

Because gy ) holdy
7725 v
The mbn needs to verify ALL his proofs
and bring both sets of D11y to Bais Din. Therefore,
the mb would not gain from disqualifying the first set,

because
DONO DO B £ D1N N IOE
%mﬁo&dm&//wﬁwwmn&/wf&n/%@w&%

wwm/wﬁwm

Vathadd
]OD195 2121 1R
He cannot disqualify the first set,
Because the mb is miTv2 van,
Because the ppop hotd

7725 PN
The mbn does not need to verify ALL his proofs.
Therefore, the mb would gain from disqualifying the first set,

because
710 95 15 D 51
The iy does nat need ts ém’rz?/
f/b&%ﬂ/i@?‘ 0%/3'?)/.
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Rashi mentions a second 807 in which the reasoning of
the Machlokes is in the reverse:

PR» 27 holds

M How Ty Yoo m

He can disqualify the first set,

Because the mb is not m7v2 vy,

Because x» 17 holds

7725 IR I0R

The m5» does not need to verify ALL his proofs.
Therefore, the m> would not gain from disqualifying the
first set, because

DWW NNR 103117

The second set is sufficient and the first set is not needed.

While the o'»om hold

150195 9127 1R

He cannot disqualify the first set,

Because the mb is m7va van,

Because the oo hold

725 %

The m5n does need to verify ALL his proofs and bring
both sets of o7y to Bais Din. Therefore, the m> would gain
from disqualifying the first set, because the first set is also
needed.

However, according to both ovws of Rashi,

PRP 27 agrees

AR N3

PO 91y PR

Certainly, if the m>n has only one set of o7, the mb
cannot disqualify them, because he is m7v2 v,

And rn 17 also agrees, according to the conclusion of
the Gemara, that if

PHIDD IR PP IV ND NIRINI

DIWRIT DTV ITYA 2D

Even if the second set also becomes 09 later on, the first
set still remains 509, and the M5 is not retroactively
considered a m7v1 Y33, because at the time of his
testimony he was not m7v2 v because the second set
was w> at that time.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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Rashic menttions a second org in which the reasoning
0/5 the Machlokes i in the reverse:

w1 holdy Whille the ppon hotd
NOwrtdownr  )bpivd hiynn
Because themb is not mTva ),  Because the mb is mTv2 v,
Because i 1 holdy Because the ppon hotd
7725 v N 7725 v

The mbn does not need to The mbn does need to verify
verify ALL his proofs. ALL his proofs and bring both
Therefore, the mb would not sets of p1v to Bais Din.
gain from disqualifying Therefore, the mb would gain
the first set from disqualifying the first
because set, because the first set
DYIESD PP PO3 17 is also needed.
The second set iy sufffici
and the first set iy not needed.

v
However, MC(/M/M?/ ty both bl o% 2ashi,
WM D) aym
NNKX Noa
190199 9127 PR

Certainly, if the mbn has only one set of DT,
themb cannot disqualify them, because he is mTva v,

And vip ) also agrees,
@ccor/wy to the: conclusion @/ the Gemara,
]’I?]DD IR 17219 N72W ND NRXN)
DMNMWVWRKRIN DO*TY 1T7T°YN 720

Even if the second set also becomes 5o later on,
the first set still remains 51po,
and the mb is not retroactively considered a mTv2 pan,

because at the time of his testimony he was not mTv2 v
because the second set was yw> at that time.
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