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Today we will 7”va learn 775 97 of m21n5 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes regarding the proof required to confirm
one's eligibility for Terumah.

The Machlokes of

onud rwn

The concern for two men who testify for each other, that
they are possibly lying, because the first man lies for his
friend’s sake, so that his friend will, in return, lie for his
sake. In our case, each one testifies that the other oneisa
valid Kohen.

The question of poryS fammnm PHvn

Although generally p70°R2 1R3 71X 7Y, a single witness is
accepted regarding o WoR, however,

TOR INWY PORIIPR TAR TV

A single witness is not accepted to confirm one’s eligibil-
ity for pony, because

PonY2 WY MOYH

The Chachamim initiated that superior proof'is required
to confirm eligibility for porm.

However, there is a question of

POIPS MNINN POYN

When o>7p observe one who accepted Terumah, do we
say that since he has the self-assurance to accept
Terumah, this is sufficient proof for pon»?

OR

This is not sufficient proof for pom»?

However when a 71X 7Y confirms his eligibility for
accepting Terumabh, since he does NOT accept Terumah
through his self-assurance, this is certainly NOT
sufficient proof for ponv.

The Machlokes of

ponrh mAvwn Povn

If aperson is cited in a loan document as a Kohen, is this
sufficient proof for him to be considered a valid Kohen
regarding pon?

The question of

PONYS D03 NRWIN POVH

If a Kohen performed 03775 n>73, is this sufficient proof
for him to be considered a valid Kohen regarding yon»?
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah:

DWIR IV 19

IR IR

IR D WIR N

In a case of two men in which each one claims that he is a
Kohen.

Their claim for Kehunah is twofold

1. N>R

To confirm eligibility for accepting Terumah from a
Yisroel

2. pomh

To confirm eligibility for marrying a nonr» nwx, a
woman from a family of untainted lineage

PIORI PR

Their testimony is NOT accepted at all. Because,
MWIY DY TYDIPR

A person CANNOT testify about himself.

However,

ORI PTYR W 12

PIORIOR M

In a case in which each man testifies that his friend is a
Kohen, their testimony is accepted and they are both
considered Kohanim.

The Braisa explains

N2 197IRAY PR3

Their testimony for Kehunah is only accepted regarding
Terumah. However,

PR IRWIY ORI PR

YW Y TV

5P PrYn oIw m Sy prvn 0w

Their testimony for Kehunah CANNOT be accepted
regarding pony, unless they are a group of three, in which
two 7Y testify on behalf of each man.

The Mishnah continues;

WIR AP 2

TR 7Y 9 5p A% Phvn PR

A7 ' disagrees and says that a 77X 7Y, a sole witness, is

completely disqualified to testify for Kehunah. Therefore,
as the Braisa explains;

N2 127IRAY ORIIPR R

His testimony CANNOT be accepted regarding Terumah
either;

bW Y T

5D PTYD DI Y PTYD DI

Unless they are a group of three, in which two o7y testify

for each man.
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The Gemara explains:

Although generally

PNORI ORI TR TV

A single witness is accepted regarding 0 Wo'N; however,
TR TY

TUR INWAD ORIIPR

A single witness is NOT accepted regarding pony,
because,

POMP2 VY YD

The Chachamim initiated that superior proof'is required
to confirm eligibility for pony.

However, there is a question of

PonYS AN POYn

When o>7p observe one accepting Terumah, do we say
that since he has the self-assurance to accept Terumah,
this is a sufficient proof for por?

OR

His self-assurance does NOT confirm his eligibility for
Pom?

However when an 7 7v confirms his eligibility for
accepting Terumabh, since he does NOT accept Terumah
through his self-assurance, this is certainly NOT a proof
for pony.

The Gemara now explains the Machlokes in two ways:
1.

2125 POnYD NI POV PR

Both the 1329 and ni °27 agree that accepting Terumah
through ones self-assurance is NOT sufficient proof for
pony. Therefore,

TAR 20 Y NS PHYN

PONY MPPORY IR RDT DIWH

A T1R 7Y may confirm one’s eligibility for accepting
Terumah, because this will NOT be used to confirm his
eligibility for ponm.
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When przy observe one accepting Terwmah
Do we say that..

His self-assurance

to accept NNINN is

sufficient proof
for ppnp

His self-assurance

to accept NN is

not sufficient proof
for ppnp»

However, when it a TDN TD that confirms
his eligibility for accepting Terumabh,
and not his self-assurance,
this cannot be used as a proof for ppNN

The Gemara explains the Machlokes in 2 ways

1
Both the )32 and NTi 122 agree..

P12 e mnnm popm 1N

_SG%’WWM/MOT wy/%mf %ar ony
W%f&. .
TNX D HY NNNOY POYN
MR ROT DWW
10N 1N1PIORY

Kesubos 24 - 3



T2A7 AN

However,

7359mp POIRY PUrnD

The 1127 and iy »21 disagree in a case of two men who
testify for each other, whether we are concerned for
possible reciprocity, that the first man testifies falsely for
his friend, so that his friend will in return lie for him.

™20 1127

ou PwIn R

The 11327 says that there is NO concern for P, Therefore,
NS 5V M PTvn

Each man may confirm his friend’s eligibility for m1n,
but

TURIRWAD ORI IR

Because,

PonYa WY YN

920 AT 120

oInd rwrn

a7 27 disagrees and says that there is concern for o,
Therefore,

PINRI PR

They CANNOT testify even for Terumah

v Y TY

5D PTYD DI Y PTYD DI

Until two o7p confirm their eligibility for both, Terumah
and ponr.

2.

PO 1w n RS p"H

Both the 1327 and 77 °27 agree that there is NO concern
for Pom;

nPIY IRV

MOY M PTYD

And in other cases of M7y, two men are eligible to testify
for each other.
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7590 POIPD AL PHYH

The 1327 and 777 °27 only disagree regarding mn mTy,
whether one’s accepting Terumah through his
self-assurance is considered sufficient proof for yony.

120 1117

oD INn POV PR

The 1327 says that one accepting Terumah is NOT
sufficient proof for pony. Therefore,

TR 7Y 9 5Y Annab phvn

An 7R 7V may confirm his eligibility for Terumah,
because,

oMY IIPPIORS 'R RS

This will not be used to confirm his eligibility for yonm.

920 AT 120

ponYh AmIND Povn

M 17 disagrees and says that that accepting Terumah
IS considered sufficient proof for pony. Therefore,

TAR TV 0 Sy 7nmab POYL PR

An 1R 79 CANNOT confirm his eligibility for Terumah,
because,

oMY IMPRIORS TNR

There is concern that this might be used to confirm his
eligibility for pony, and since he only accepts Terumah
through the 71X 7, this is actually NOT proof for pony.

The Gemara continues discussing the question of

porb phvn

Whether a man engaging in Kehunah practices through
his self-assurance is considered sufficient proof for yon»?

The Gemara mentions a Machlokes X701 27 R3177 27

In a case of a M, a borrower who declares in a 70w, a loan
document;

1500 NI I 1710 090 IR

TR0 M NM

That he is a Kohen who borrowed money from the b,
the lender, in which two 07 signed the 0w

oS MIvwN MOV 1N

Do we consider him to be a valid Kohen regarding pon»?

POV IOR TN

TI0N NP RODD AY1OR

One says that this is sufficient proof for pony, because the
7Y confirm all the details of the 7vw, including his claim
of Kehunah.

T5VD PR IR T

TI0M R TOWIW MINR

While one says that this is NOT sufficient proof for yony,
because the 07y only attest to the loan, but do NOT
confirm the other details of the Jow.
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The )2 and NTiN 120 only disagree
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Therefore,
NNNDY POYN PR
TR TY D 5y
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MR MR R
1N1PIORY 1NPIORY
POy oMy
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201129
MO 1N
MOMNY NN

Therefore,
NNNOY POYN
TNR TY *D DY

NT0R 27 - N1 29

Mo M D 1115 0D U
ahi=Rl-at
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The Gemara proceeds with another Shaila of pory5 povn:
POMYS D03 MNWI MHYRY 1NN

If a Kohen performs 03715 0373, is that sufficient proof that
he is a valid Kohen regarding pony?

And the Gemara elaborates;

This Shaila can be asked according to both opinions in the
previous Machlokes.

PONYS AN PHYD 75 v N

Perhaps, accepting Terumah is sufficient proof for pon»
only because

RN PYT

If a Yisroel eats Terumah his punishment is o»w *71 7m7»
and he would not eat Terumah unless he is certainly a
Kohen. However,

PonYS D93 MNWI PIYD PR

Performing 00> mxw1 is NOT sufficient proof for pony,
because,

VY NORT

When a Yisroel performs 09> mxow3, he'’s merely 721
nwy3, and he might do it even if he’s NOT a Kohen.

RIW RS RPDT IR

Or, there is no difference, and

Porrh 0o MRWIN POV

OR

POIPY I POYH PR T2 v M

Perhaps, accepting Terumah is NOT sufficient proof for
pony only because

RPIRI RDIRMDT WNIN

One eats Terumah privately. Therefore, his self-assurance
does NOT prove that he is certainly a Kohen. However,
Pomb 093 MW PHYD

Performing 00> mxow1 IS sufficient proof for pony,
because,

R'D171927 D03 MN'W)

MWOIWPR PRAN RY IR D19 K7 1719 IRY R

One performs 095 mx*wi publicly. A Yisroel would NOT
have the audacity to perform 053 mx'w1 in public.
Therefore, his self-assurance proves that he is certainly a
Kohen.

RIW RS RODT IR

Or, there is no difference, and

Ponrb 093 MW PHYD PR

The Gemara concludes that this is actually a Machlokes
RIIN *17) RTOM 17

POV IR TN

POYH PR R T

This discussion continues in the next Daf,
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