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Intro
Today we will 7”va learn 3 97’ of N7 noon

Some of the topics we will learn about include. nmyw 'r’n’
A continuation of the Machlokes regarding ]’7 n’: nRﬂ]n:

T D2 DRVI VYO TP

If an individual or minority committed an xywa 772y
based on a ruling of 7 n°3, they are not liable for a 19,
because it was not 112°% 219, a majority.

However, there is a Machlokes as to whether each, )
individual becomes liable for a 7'r nxom. 1U1’1 17N

The four approaches in the 03m YR 13 NP> regard-
ing

TOYIINI 11:’3 :11

Several Halachos regarding

NI N

How we establish a majority, to become liable for a
WY 7N PR SW 127 05YR 9

72°8 YW 927 0YYN 1D
MRV N9IN

Several questions regarding
77ﬂ17ﬂ VNIV TN
27
. 10 AR VWD IVININMN
If first 7 n°a issued their ruling and one minority commit-
ted the nyay;
Then y7 nra retracted, and then reissued the same ruling,

and another minority committed the 772y;
Do the two groups combine to form a 1123 2172

The four opinions regarding

M IVOW T 7210

179 5Y oY oM

If 7 maissued an erroneous ruling and they then retract-

ed from their ruling, and a 7> who did not hear about the

retraction then committed this 772y based on P73 I’npn U1>”D 11’)}’1 7”3 1.|'In
1.

T NROM 271 PRP 727 ]ﬁ: 7"3 1.ltn1

The 7 is liable for a nxon. 1nR D’},’D 1w},1 1ﬁ1n1

2.

010 PYRW 1IN InD

He is not liable for a nxon.

3

P90 IR YR 727

He is liable for a ">n owx.

4,

151N 1R DO DN

He is not liable even for a "5 owx.
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So, let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a Machlokes
regarding

P72 DRI VYW TR

If an individual or minority committed an »yw3a 7y
based on an erroneous ruling of 7 n°3, they are not liable
for a 1123 Yw 727 0OV 19, because it was not M 217, a
majority.

However, there is a Machlokes as to whether each,
individual is liable for a 7> nxovn.

The Gemara now seeks to say that this is the >33 npbmn
oo PR1 in the following Braisa:

YN

01 PRN 2T

P2MD DHIM

If 7 a2 issued an erroneous ruling, and as a result they
committed the 772;

R» 27 holds they are not liable for a Korban, while the
o»on hold they are liable for a Korban.

The Gemara initially assumes that the Braisa is a case of
5Ip VYD WY TN

The minority committed the 7772 based on 17 3, and
TP IROMN TOD PRY 727

Because he holds

1T I NRINI VYW TR

NV

While

TP IRONI P27 DN

Because they hold

PT I NRINI VYW TR

2N

DafHachaim.org

1T N2 NRMN2 NWYWY TN

If an individual or minority committed an 211w2 ny2y
based on an erroneous ruling of pT m2,

they are not liable for a mx 5w 727 DbvN 19,
because it was not m»x 1, a majority.

However, there is a Machlokes as to whether each,
individual is liable for a 7m pRDDN.

t/)u)p

YRR

Ifp7 M2 issued an erroneous ruling,
and as a result they committed the n»2y;

PN/ AN DI

12NN 701D
DNDDD DNDDD

v
The Gemara assumey that f/mBrmiA/wmo%
bﬂp DIV WD) T72 NN

The minority committed the n»2p based on pT1 m2

PN/ AN DI
1P2"nn 701D
NNDND DNDND
Because they hold
nYLw 17TMm nYYY Tm
PT D2 DNIN2 PT IN2 NNRNN2
an 7DD
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The Gemara explains that this is not necessarily so.
Perhaps, all agree that

7”2 DRV VYV TP

nvo

And the Machlokes refers to something else entirely; and
the Gemara offers four other, possible interpretation of
their Machlokes:

1.
Either the Braisa is a case of

7210

5 VW PT P2 10D

Both 7 2 and the minority committed the 772y, and
759mp NY D oW T

They disagree in whether 7 12 can combine with the
2% to form a majority to bring a 112’3 Sw 127 05V 0.

991 OO PRY 12T

Because he holds

N3 B obUn T PR

1’7 "2 cannot combine to form a majority.
While

991 P27MD DN

Because they hold

TR 0w T

17 ™2 can combine to form a majority.

DafHachaim.org

/S
Perhaps, all agree that
T72 NIRTMN2 DWW TN
MOD

And the Machlokes refers to something else entirely;

The Yemara o/%em/ %aa/ dther,
MMZ@ Wer/zrefafwn/ o% their Machlokes:

1

772170
NP VYN PT N2 VM

Both p1 ma and the minority
committed the n»p, and

59N NN IND DOWD T2
They disagree in whether pT m2 can combine
with the ¥ to form a majority to bring a
N¥ bw 727 DAy Io.

PIOD 4N D)
992 P2 qD1» VD
Because they hold Because he holds
DOWD T"2  DOWN T72 PN
7202 M) 7202 2N

T M2 can combine
to form a majority.
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2.

OR the Braisa is a case of

5Ap S 127 WY 7720

The majority committed the 772y, and they disagree in
who brings the 79, the 112°% or 7 2.

D1 NI VI PRD 12T

The 112>z is not liable for a 19, as he holds in 7197

NV R NI T2

17 2 brings the 19, not the Mx.

While

DN 192 MR PN

The 23 is liable for a 99, because the o'non are pYnW 217
who holds

TN T2 07N NI

Both 77 2 and the W2’ each bring their own 1.

3,

OR the Braisa is a case of

11T 12 NRINA VYW VIV

The majority of one Shevet committed the 7772p based on
their p7 n°2's ruling;

qD1D VAW TVID TR 127

The vaw is not liable to bring a 1o

Because he holds

51 PR RS TR 0IW

One Shevet is not considered a 5p.

While

D1HON 7191 VAV PRI

The vaw is liable to bring a 19, because the o»on are 117
777 who holds

5AR IR TAR LAY

One Shevet is considered 5rp.

Dedicated By:
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2

772170
NP YW 1217 VM

The majority committed the nmav,
and they disagree in who brings the o,
the e or pT M.

PIOD VAN 7P
992 NI P2NN 91 MR 01D
The ¥ is liable for a o,
because the pw>n are poow )
who holds

D IIN
Y T71)
BothpT1 m2a and the nx each
bring their own 7o.

Thew is not liable for a7,
as he holds inn 7

N2ID T2
M8 N»

3

NYYY VIV
12°T N2 NIRMN2

The majority of one Shevet committed the ny2v
based on their pT m2’s ruling;

PN VEN D)
992 VAW 2PN IDH VIWN VD

Thevaw is liable to bring a1, Thevaw is not liable to
because the pwon are»n bring ao
nm who holds Because he holds

TNN DY TNN DIY
bnp IR 5np MR RS
One Shevet One Shevet is not
is considered bnp. considered a bnp.
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® q.

OR the Braisa is a case of

57 SW 1217 1 VW IRV 12D 4

57 Hw 1217 1PRW 9”VR 1YW IR 19

It was only a minority of the Shevatim, but a majority of ]

all Yidden; NVY IRVNY

OR it was the majority of the Shevatim, but only a

minority of all Yidden who committed the 772y based on bnp I’w 1mn ]n1

PTT nYaw IR
V- 2P YW 1217 1RW D”YR
B jority of both, the Shevatim, and all th . .
Y?:i:ggrslei: rI: ;i(i)rré 3] O Dot the Shevatim, and ati e It was only a minority of the Shevatim,

While but a majority of all Yidden;
DPOM 792 PIND

Because the omon are 71YHK 12 pwnw 17 who holds that a
majority of one, either the Shevatim, OR all the Yidden is

OR it was the majority of the Shevatim,
but only a minority of all Yidden
who committed the ny2v based on pT1 m2;

sufficient.
______ PN 1N 77
992 2NN a91» 01D
Because thepw>n are)apypw 2y Because a majority of
1v5R who holds that a majority both, the Shevatim,
of one, either the Shevatim, OR and all the Yidden is
. all the Yidden is sufficient. required.
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The Gemara proceeds with several Halachos regarding
MNRIN

How we establish a majority for a 123 Sw 927 05v17 79
1.

YON 27 says

SR’ IR AW 237 IR O IRV

To establish the majority, we consider only the Yidden
that live in Eretz Yisroel, but we do not consider the
Yidden who live in the Diaspora, even though their
numbers are far greater.

2.

JOURNN PN

1327 PYPW *277 ROAYD 170

If the majority committed the 772y, but then their
numbers decreased, and they are now the minority;
Whether they bring a 99 depends on the py»w 23 NS
P17 in’ q7regarding

NI ROW TV IRON

If one’s status changed between the time of 772 and the
time of j29p.

The o»on hold

1O NNV N3

We go according to the time of 7772y, and therefore
regarding

TOYHNN P

PN

Because at the time of 772 they were m12°x 210
While pynw 127 holds

POIR YT N3

We go according to the time they became aware of the
172y, and therefore regarding

TOYPNI P

PNVD

Because at the time of 7y they were 1123 V1Y

However, if vice versa

12700 POV

If the minority committed the 772y, but then their
numbers increased, and they are now the majority, even
according to pynw 19

PNOD

Because

WA YT IRON

PYnWY 117 goes according to both 7y>7 and 772y, and at the
time of the 772y they were M2z vI».

DafHachaim.org

MR 2N

How we establish a majority for a
2¢ 5w 727 Dhvn 1D

@

of P
RN
PRIV PIR 22W 217 IR PN

To establish the majority,
we consider only the Yidden that live in Eretz Yisroel,

&)

0YNPNIN PN
1227 NYNWY 2277 RNNYD 11N

If the majority committed the nya,
but then their numbers decreased,

Whether they bring a o depends on the
]327 YD 12 PPIOND
ondaf Yud - regarding
12PN ROW TY IRVN

If one’s status changed
between the time of nm2p and the time of |23p.

//)Q/é ») PN

YT N2 DRLVN N2
1OTR 19TR
We go according to the We go according
timethey became aware to the time of ",
of theny, and therefore and therefore
regarding regarding
OYNNN P21 IOYNNN PN
1PNVD Parn
Because at the time of
N they were N8 DIVD

However, if) vice versas

12900 POYIN
If the minority committed the n»2v,
but then their numbers increased,
and they are now the majority,
even according to pow 127

1PNOD
Because
DI NDYTN NNDN

Horayos 3 -6



ARTI AR

The Gemara proceeds with several questions regarding
NI IN

1.

D RYIR

5P VM WY IMH 250 TN

M AT

N IR VDIV

If p7 2 first issued a ruling to permit a certain 25n and
one minority committed the 772y;

Then, 7 naretracted and then re-issued the same ruling,
and another minority committed the 77°2y;

Perhaps, the two minorities cannot combine to form 117
72’3 to bring a 7o because

NPIMYT NVT

Each group’s 772y was from a different ruling.

OR the two minorities can combine to form 9123 217
because

N7 351 "PRITRT

Each ruling was for the same transgression.

And the Gemara proceeds and questions

737723 SYw 25ma v

P72 5vw 25ma v

If

TIRP IR N2

It's a different type of 251 derived from different Pesukim,
but each ruling was for the same 772p?

OR

M DT VWD A5MA VWD

If sy oRn

Each ruling was for a different 772y, but both are liable
for the same Korban?

OR

MM 072910 NIV VI 25T VWD

If

MW 13290 PRIV JIOR PR

Each ruling was for a different 772y that are liable for
different Korbanos, but both are liable for n13?

N

All these questions remain unresolved.

Dedicated By:
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Several questions regarding 3% 1

?

/a/,é')/»'t
I 25N 772110
NpPN VYN VM
1M N2 772 1TMm
1NN NR VI IOM

Ifp1 ma first issued a ruling to permit a certain 2bn
and one minority committed the ny2y;

Then, p7 ma retracted and then re-issued the same ruling,
and another minority committed the n»2;

The two minorities
can’t combine to form mx 2N
to bring a"o because

NN MYT OINYT

The two minorities
can combine to form M N
because

NN 25D N DNT
Each ruling was for the same
transgression.

P

9

/D/t')/pft
2PN 222 HYW 25N2 VIV
1°PT 222 YW 25N2 VIV

25N2 VIYM
VY
NTaYa

1NN 02251

VM
25n2
VM)
1NN D72
IfinyympRnn
Each ruling was
for a different
ny, but both

are liable for the
same Korban?

»n32
WIP
MNP

It’s a different
type of 2bn
derived from
different
Pesukim,
but each ruling
was for the
samenp?

If mw PN PR
MY )22 PN
Each ruling was for
a different nyav that
are liable for
different Korbanos,
but both are liable
formo?

N
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The Gemara proceeds with a related Halachah:

MY 12w IR

1212190 TY PN PR

If the 7 "2 consisted of 100 judges, they are liable only if
ALL the judges issued the erroneous ruling, because the
Pasuk states

MW SR’ NTY 53 OR)

The word %3 implies, 1913, ALL the judges, and teaches
PR B TY

ORIW’ N7 Y32 IR LWONY TY

Only if the entire 7 "2 issued this ruling.

The Gemara however brings proof that the word 53
implies even 11331217, a majority is considered like all,
and therefore the Gemara concludes that

PM AN

Even if only most of the judges issued the erroneous
ruling, they are liable, and the Pasuk of bxw> n7v 5
comes to teach

AR R DI RIROR

ARTI R R RD R

Only if all members of 7 12 were present, are they liable.

DafHachaim.org

MmN 12VW RN
1913 19V TY 27N PR
If the p1 m2 consisted of 100 judges,
they are liable only if all the judges issued
the erroneous ruling,

because the Pasuk statey
5 oxmtr b oo o
o
/[) 1Ol 3y

Jl 3y 5o D Glarl 3y
Oné/ % the entire 7R ssued thisy mﬂ:n?/.

VoY

The Gemara however brings proof
that the word 5> implies even1552 121,
a majority is considered like all,

v
W@%ﬂ& the Gemara concludes that

1221 1217 110

Even if only most of the judges issued
the erroneous ruling, they are liable,
and the Pasuk of by nv 5> comes to teach

VD LD /o[J Lot &
2D £

Only if all members of pT ma were present,
are they liable.
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Zugt Di Mishnah:

2R IVOW T 7210

11797 1727 ROV P21 10792 IRV P2

1779 5p wYr oM

If p7 2 issued an erroneous ruling and then retracted, ifa
7 then committed this 77°2p based on the original
erroneous ruling of 17 n°3, regardless of whether they
already brought a 75 or not, there is a Machlokes:

010 PYRY 11

P90 IR TYHR 727

1w»w 27 holds the 7m is not liable for a nxvn, because
AU NI T MWID DRI

As Rashi explains

T2 1M IOW WTW YTV PR IV MY

P70 M

Since he did not know about the retraction, he completely
reliedon P72, ®

While

290 MR NYHR AN

TtYHR 317 holds the 7 is liable for a ">n Dwy, because it is
questionable whether he acted on his own or relied on 12
PI.

As the Mishnah elaborates and makes the following
distinction:

POV IR

21PNl e

If he was at home during this time, he is liable for a bwx
75N, because as the Mishnah explains

YWY O PR TWOR

Athome, since he could have heard of the retraction, he
was possibly mza 7oin. However

on NI PN

N0H

If he was overseas, he is not liable for a ">n DwR, because
YOV TWOR P PR

Overseas, since he could not have heard of the retraction,
he was definitely p7 a2 nin.

Dedicated By:

Dl

1712 MM WB W 172NN
INTSD X' NOW 131 jNTDD WM '3
1D oY e 7o

Ifp1 maissued an erroneous ruling and then retracted,
if am then committed this " based on the original
erroneous ruling of 7 m2, regardless of whether they
already brought a 1o or not, there is a Machlokes:

W 7;7@ "y
DD
Themm is liable for an
nbn DWN, because it is
questionable whether

he acted on his own
orrelied onp1 m2.

S 73
01D

The mm is not liable
for annvn, because

772 MwH b
NYID NI
Ay Bashi @9@!@//@

D7V OO PSPV DIE
103 1M WYL WL
7 D133 OO MM
Since he did nat brow about the
retraction, he relied on /13N

PBD NN

o' PR 19 1o
D

If he was overseas,
heis not liable for a
15N DN,

because

a8 1 1 NS

PR
Overseas, since he could
not have heard
of the retraction, he was
definitely pT m22 nhn.

DafHachaim.org

"3 N3 Yo 2w
a0
If he was at home during
this time, he is liable for a
n5n DN,
because

% 1 WEN
olalal"
At home, since he could
have heard of the

retraction, he was possibly
XY NN
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‘ And the Mishnah also mentions that both XY *17 and j2
Ry also hold like 1158 127 that And the Mishnah also mentions that both
>N DwR1 1N R2pY 127 and N |2
::‘f"]d: N — also hold like w5121 that
y Y > 1 Y h
They disagree regarding a person who set out on a trip ’1'7]1 QwRa 2N
overseas but was still in the city; And
N1 13 holds, M2 RN PIT2 PTIN
75N DWR 27N
Because
PIPR P22
Since he was still in the city, he could have heard about They disagree regarding
the retraction, and is considered mxza 75n. While a person who set out on a trip overseas
R2'pY 217 holds but was still in the city;
75N DWRD NV
Because APy 7 5V R
TN NN DVXRN NVD  MON DWRKR 27N
As Rashi eXplalr;S S Because Because
12107 YWW I TWOR I 71 R RN TIIOT 1D ) I Yy Iy
Since he was occupied with his trip, he could not have 7773 P i RNT ﬂ D} R JZ .3’3
heard of the retraction, and is considered 7722 75 n. Ay Bushis ; Since hewas still in the

city, he could have heard
about the retraction, and

1D 0 HS HIO 7HVT D
103 13107 LPESE 15 IEDH is considered w2 NHn.
Since he was OCCW/ with hiy
. z‘r'% he coldd not have heard

o% the retraction, and iy
considered 3" .
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The Gemara cites a Braisa in which there are actually four
opinions:

1.

2710 PRM 127

The 7 is liable for a 7 nRoOM, because

NN PRV TNT

He is considered having acted on his own, and not based
on Iy ma.

2.

0D PYPW 22N

He is not liable for a nXvn, because

NPT a3 0nT

He is considered having acted based on 7 13, and not on
his own.

3.
POD IR TYHR 127

He is liable for a ">n bwx, because

ROV AP TR 7P IR

Y IR N0 DRY M ORT

He is more liable than innocent, because when he noticed
that they brought a 19, he should have asked others, and he
would have heard of the retraction; therefore, he was more
likely a mxyanon.

4,

1571 1IPR DO DIWN

He is not liable for a ">n owx, because

X051 211 I RS

SRWHY PNYIR PPYO RYT

He is more innocent than liable, because when he noticed
that they brought a 99, he did not think to ask; therefore, he
was more likely a p7 22050,

DafHachaim.org

-1 -
2710 RN 729
The mm is liable for a T'm nNLN,
because

NN HNDI NDOINT

He is considered having acted on his own,
and not based onpT ma.

—_ 2 —_

J01D NYNW 2N
Heis not liable for a nno,
because
NN PT N2 nhinT

Heis considered having acted based on p1 m3,
and not on his own.

—_ 3 —_
D0 IR ITYOR 7127

He s liable for anbn pwN,
é@W

NDDD 2PN TR 02 N
b IR 1 DRw MmN NT

He is more liable than innocent, because
when he noticed that they brought a7,
he should have asked others,
and he would have heard of the retraction;
therefore, he was more likely amxva nbin.

—_— 4 —_—

"9 1IPR DPMID DIVN
He s not liable for anbn pwn,
because
Nbvp D TY NS
S5Nwb mPYTR Mbp ROT

He is more innocent than liable,
because when he noticed that they brought a o,
he did not think to ask; therefore,
he was more likely a pT m22 n5n.
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