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These booklets are called Sharsheres Zahav
(Golden Chain), based on the verse describing the
golden chains of the Choshen (Shemos 28:13—14).
Just as those chains connected the Choshen to
its proper place, so too these works are intended
to be small links in the golden chain of Torah
transmission, connecting the learner to the
teachings of Chazal, the Rishonim, the Acharonim,
and the great Torah scholars of every generation.

In particular, these booklets seek to connect the
reader to the illuminating Torah of the Ketzos
HaChoshen, whose teachings serve as a central
foundation throughout. Everything written here
is based on the sacred words of our sages and
was prepared through sincere effort to clarify
and understand the sugyos in the light of their
teachings.

May Hashem grant that these words find favor
among those who study Torah, and may these
works become worthy additions to the eternal
chain of Torah transmission from generation to
generation.

Amen.




How to Read
This Sheet?

Each source appears first in the
original Hebrew or Aramaic, with
a plain English version directly
underneath. A Sugya Note helps
explain the source in everyday words.

A Term Note defines an important
word or idea. A Takeaway sums up
the main point in a line or two.

You do not need any background
to follow along. Read each source,
then the English, then the note. The
sheet is built to walk you through the
discussion one step at a time.

Do not worry if you do not finish

the sheet in one sitting. A good

Torah session is not measured only

by how much you finish, but by how

deeply you learn to think through the
discussion.
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Opening Frame

Reuven steals an item worth $500 from Shimon. The Torah may require him to
return the item and pay an additional $500 as a fine. No witnesses testify about
the theft. Reuven himself admits that he stole the item.

In an ordinary money case, a person’s own admission is powerful. If he says, “I

owe you,” Beis Din, a Jewish court, can require him to pay even without witnesses.

A Torah fine is different. If a person admits on his own that he owes a fine, he is
exempt from paying it. We will call this “the admission exemption.”

Only judges who carry the original chain of ordination going back to Moshe

Rabbeinu can collect Torah fines. We no longer have such judges today. Still, if

Shimon has already taken property to cover the fine, Beis Din may allow him to

keep it. But what if Reuven’s own admission is the only reason we know that he

owed the fine? Can Shimon keep what he took, or does the admission exemption
mean that he must return it?

I. Comes Out Clean

First we need the source for the admission exemption.

Shemos 22:8 | N,1”"2 NMnNw P1od
The Torah, Book of Shemos

For every matter of wrongdoing, about an ox, a donkey,a Y 2inn %y 11w Yy yYo 127 Y2 Yy
sheep, a garment, or any lost item, where someone says, x> wwx 172X Y2 HY n'}g‘?'v;' o Ny
“This is it,” the claim of both sides shall come before the  pi° 3% 131 N2 'D’n"p;gg TP a1 R ’3
judges. The one whom the judges find guilty shall pay mm‘p D?juj pAUN Dvﬁ"pz_g ]13’1{5'13 YR
double to his friend. . . . S

Kenas — A Fine

It is not regular payment for damage. It is a penalty that can only be
collected through the right kind of Jewish court.
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Modeh b’kenas patur — One Who Admits to a Fine Is Exempt

If a person admits that he owes a Torah fine, he is exempt from paying
the additional amount.

Term Note

BavaKama 64b |:7"0 Xnp X12,712171 P19
The Babylonian Talmud, developed in the Torah academies of Babylonia from the 3rd to 6th centuries. It
preserves generations of discussion, debate, and Torah reasoning.

From where do we know that one who makes himself guilty is not 2151 mxy nx pywn
liable? From the words, “whom the judges find guilty” This teaches:  x51,0°15X W w7’ TWRN
the judges make him guilty, but he does not make himself guilty. JNXY NR Y0

Rashi to Kesubos 41a |.X"n MmN ,""wA1
Rashi, Rabbi Shlomo Yitzchaki, Troyes, France, 1040 to 1105. His clear, line-by-line commentary became the
starting point for learning both Chumash and Gemara.

In Bava Kama we learn that one who admits to a Torah fineisexempt ~ oipa a7mn 1% xpo1 P2
from paying it, as derived from the words, “whom the judges find  ,0’a5x 11 w7 VRN VD
guilty” This excludes one who makes himself guilty. JINXY NX Y*wINY 01D

Il. Two Rules That Collide

—— On one hand, one who admits creates an exemption, but on the other hand, admission
can create liability.

Kiddushin 65b |:n"0 PYVITP,ANIRA P15
The Babylonian Talmud, Iraq, 3rd to 5th century

A person’s own admission is like one hundred witnesses. 20T DT ARND T YV NRTIN
% Hoda’as ba’al din — A Person’s Own Admission
é A person’s own admission about himself in regular money cases has very
E strong power.
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In regular money cases, a person’s words can obligate him. His own
admission is treated like real testimony, as strong as one hundred witnesses:
if he admits, he pays. But in the case of a Torah fine, the Torah says the
opposite. Guilt must come from the court, not from his own mouth. Two
rules, pulling in opposite directions. When they meet, which one wins?

lll. No Fines Today, but What About Grabbing?

—— Now we move to the practical case. Today, Jewish courts do not collect Torah fines, but
the injured person may sometimes keep what he already took.

Shulchan Aruch, Choshen Mishpat 1:5 | 'n'yo /X "0 VOYN TVIN,Y"TV
Rabbi Yosef Karo, Spain, Turkey, and Tzfas, 1488 to 1575. After leaving Spain as a child, he eventually settled in
Tzfas, where he completed the works that organized practical halachah for later generations.

Even though judges who do not have special ordination  yaxa 0’2o Drxw D177w D"YXR
in Eretz Yisrael do not collect Torah fines, if the injured  oon ox 191 MoIp PN PR SRV
person grabbed the amount that he is supposed toreceive,  pPx ,510°9 1% "W I MYW pPrin

we do not take it away from him. TN PRNIM
% Tefisah — Grabbing
é Here it means that the injured person already took
E the amount he claims he is owed.

Sema, Choshen Mishpat 1:18 | 0" "o W ,y"No
Rabbi Yehoshua Falk, Poland and Lemberg, c. 1555 to 1614. He led a yeshivah in Lemberg, and his commentaries
became standard companions to the Tur and Shulchan Aruch.

The Shulchan Aruch wrote the halachah without distinguishing an> x%1 ,Jannn ono
between a case where the person admitted to the fine and a case where ~ x57 ovipa nTin Dx7
he did not. He did not write that if the person admitted, grabbing does  mywn ,no’onn 1°Y °1n
not help. This is because we hold like the Ramban, that nowadays a  1"n1a7 17ans 97p7
person is not exempted from a Torah fine through his own admission. JNXRTINA T0DN RY
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Sugya Note

The Sema explains that even though our courts
today cannot judge and collect Torah fines, if
the injured person already grabbed the amount
that he deserves according to the law, we do not
take it away from him.

The Sema says that the Shulchan Aruch did not
distinguish between a case where the damager
admitted and a case where he did not. That is
because we hold like the Ramban, that today an
admission does not exempt a person from this
kind of fine. Since we do not have a court that
can collect or exempt these fines, the admission
exemption does not apply in the regular way.

Therefore, according to the Sema and the Shach,
even if the damager admitted, if the injured
person grabbed the proper amount, we do not
take it away from him.

According to the Sema and the Shach, the admission no longer exempts
the damager. If the injured person already took the proper amount, he
may keep it.

DIPRY D°1°7Y PR AT NI ART INXIN
DX DIpn 2on ,NMoip N1 172 1D 0°2IN0
PR ,PT D DY 19 IR Y Y I0XYA PIUIn 0DN
102 P°1NAY 12V IN0°DN1 1T INIR PRIXIN
1327 DNO 12MNAT YN0 AN A7 YP1.05NY
X2°11Y DIP2A AN PPINAY XKD’ P2 P2 N RYY
177 11727 172070 NYT0 97pT D1wn TN ’ROW
T2 PRW 11727 .0IPN NI0ID PT YV NRTIA PR
21V ,0IP TN 710D IR 21’17 0°212°7 0°DIND
AR X201 ,710D DIPA ATINT HYI W XD
12 *IX771 DIPN NR PI°37 DDN DX, INRTIA XY
NXN11.772202 7"Wn %Y 191 170 PRXIM PR
1K 710D DIPA ATIN PT,7VM Y'on nYIoT
257 ,pTI0 NO’DN YINY PIYY AT 10T A0
1TY IR T2 WY DIPNA INRI 110D IPUY
M IRWI ,NI0IP D217 PRY 111072 DaR ,NM0Ip

P71 NRTIN INKY AR 10PN 700017
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IV. The Ketzos Pushes Back

Even if the admission does not exempt him, why should it help at all?

Ketzos HaChoshen, Choshen Mishpat 1:6 | 1"p0 /'R 7D ,JwINN MXP
Rabbi Aryeh Leib HaKohen Heller, Rav of Stryi, Galicia, c. 1745 to 1812. Known as the Ketzos, his sharp
conceptual style helped shape the learning of later yeshivos.

There is a difficulty with the words of the Sema and
the Shach. They say that since today the admission
exemption does not apply, his admission can help the
injured person keep what he grabbed.

But regarding a Torah fine, a person’s admission is not
considered testimony at all. Even in a case where that
exemption does not apply, how can the injured person
grab today based on the other person’s admission?

Sugya Note

There is a difficulty with the words of the Sema and
the Shach, who hold that today, since the admission
exemption does not apply, his admission works — so
that if the injured person grabbed, we do not take it away
from him.

The Ketzos HaChoshen elaborates that regarding Torah
fines, a person’s admission is not considered an obligating
admission at all, and we do not say that a person’s own
admission is like one hundred witnesses. According to
this, there is a great difficulty: even where the admission
exemption does not apply, since his admission carries no
weight at all as proof regarding a Torah fine, how can his
admission work to uphold the injured person’s grabbing,
so that we do not take it away from him?

STwm Y'on C1aT Yy mnno N
AT PT OPRY 1D AT NTAT 10PIT
INRTIN 722D X200 L2713 710D DIP2
.0DN DR PIan TN XX RHw 1PIyo
121wnN T %P2 NRTIA PR N101P2 DINK
710D Y RYW DIPNA AR, NITYI YOO
2127 PR XD NN 710D DIPA ATIN DV

JANXRTIN DIWN 7772 0107

STWM Y'Noa 12T Y mnno v
PT PPw RDT D A0 01T 10PIT
INRTIARIAN RY NN ;110D DIPA TN
TN PROXIN PR PT2IN DDN DRT PIYH
IX2Y PIRA (1PO) TWINA MXPa NI
721vN PT YY2 NXTIA PR MDIPAT
XD1 ,n2rnna ARTA NN Y90
D>TY IXND PT YV NDRTIAT 1INX
RDT KD’ ART X210 Y’X 117 °DY1 0T
251,70 DIPA ATINT NVOHA PV
721V APR INRTIN DXYT 17D DIpn
X2In IR ,MoIpa R0 99D
RXOW PI1°In No’ON PYINaY INRTIN

AT ROXIND
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Rashito Yevamos 25b | 07X PPX11"7:0"2 NN’ >"wn
Rabbi Shlomo Yitzchaki, Troyes, France, 1040 to 1105

That which we hold that a person’s own admission DTV XN PT YY2 NRTIA YPT RN
is like one hundred witnesses — that applies only to  0ip% %ax x1mn% *9n - N7
money matters, but not to a Torah fine and not to the K2 Mpon wnyn
punishment of lashes.

Sugya Note

Rashi says explicitly that a person’s own admission was said 7INRI PT Y2 NRTIAT XTI
only in money cases, and not regarding Torah fines. .M101p2 X971 ,72%2 MmN CrTa

This makes the Sema and the Shach hard to understand. ~ ¥"M0n >127 5V 2"VYX X°Dn
They say that today, since the damager is not exempt through AR AT NTAT 102 K°20T 70
his admission, if the injured person grabbed based on that ~ 7"7P 1NXTIN2 VD1 P°INA PRY
admission, we do not take it away from him. But from Rashi DON DX DIPN YN ,0IP2 TN
it is clear that his admission cannot obligate a Torah fine to PRXIM PR ONRTIA T 5P prin
begin with. Admission that creates liability is only applicable T 292 NRTIAT IXIN W ATD
to ordinary monetary cases. A person’s own admission ~ DIPD1 fX1,59 DIP N2NN NPK
doesn’t apply to fines. According to this reasoning, how can AT Y 70D 11 TV KOV
an admission to a fine create a liability to begin with? Y"X1,01p2

The Ketzos says the issue is not only that admission creates an exemption.
The deeper point is that admission cannot create the fine in the first place.

V. The Shaarei Yosher: Grabbing Is Different

The Shaarei Yosher answers that grabbing money today is not a normal court
collection of a fine. It is a different kind of discussion.

Shaarei Yosher | 00,1 YW,V MYV
Rav Shimon Yehuda Shkop, Lithuania and Grodno, 1860 to 1939. A student of Volozhin, he later led the yeshivos
of Telz and Grodno and trained many of the next generation’s leading roshei yeshivah.

The foundation of the law of grabbing regarding Torah 7777 10712 m103p2 NO*DON 77 MO MInT
fines today is not that the court judges and obligates the  nx ©>2’nn 217 7721w DIVN 1K
fine. Rather, the claimant is allowed to grab based on the  p1ONY "®Xw1 Y2INIT DIWN ’YX ,0IPH
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rule that a person may take the law into his own hands,
known as avid inish dina I'nafshei.

Even so, he must be able to prove that what he is taking is
his, as the Tur and Shulchan Aruch rule (Choshen Mishpat
4) that a person is only permitted to take the law into his
own hands where he can prove that the law is with him.

Accordingly, when a court considers such a case today,
it is not judging the fine itself. As we discussed, courts
today have no power to judge fines. The courts are simply
clarifying whether the grabbing was done properly.

Sugya Note

According to Rav Shimon Shkop in Shaarei Yosher, a person’s
admission can still be fully effective for clarifying the facts.
For this kind of clarification, his admission is treated like
one hundred witnesses.

A person’s admission does not work when the question is
whether the Torah fine itself has taken effect. His words
cannot create the fine or establish that obligation.

But here the question is different. The injured person has
already taken property, and Beis Din must decide whether
he may keep what is now in his possession. That is a regular
money question. For that purpose, the defendant’s admission
can clarify the injured person’s right to hold the property.

Therefore, even though the admission cannot create the
Torah fine, it can still show that the taking was proper.
Taking possession today does not work because Beis Din
imposed the fine. It works through the rule that a person
may protect his own rights. Beis Din is only clarifying
whether the person who took the property may keep it. For
that limited question, the defendant’s admission is effective.

ROR .71PWDIY RPT WK T°2Y NON
1PVY 112 YOPW YA At aRT
PV 1100 PODY 11,2011 RI
mwy oIRY 1Mmn k271,70 n"n)
77127 712°w DIPpRA XOR MXYY T
TPV M0 LANYN Ny PIaY
DIP 2171 YW NP2IPR T'AT DOV
,01P 71T2 1D D72 PR W Y00
10°DN DX XNYYa M2 ROX

JT2 NNwYI

TYNY 2737 IRAT 1IN 2"wn oYl
TIVOT ATAYOPINT DRPYW AT
T YY2 NDRTIA 1IN DY 12
1XNY AN Y37 oNT DTV ARND
a>7ym  P1o5v2 DRMA PRY
21N MmN DXY 171V 1377 ,N10IP2
,0122 INRTIN 301 RY 77 DY T,01p0
nPInnn Nt P2 PIh Yax
nnNnw Yona primaY ooinn HYw
1721 ,mNnn 21T 9931 a1 0 0T
72°0% .7 YY2 NRTIA 3N 1POw
n2°mn PIT %2 NXRTIA PRT DYX
PR 7772 N0°DHNWw 1170 YYD DIp
non XYX ,0IPN 21’0 1O NYYID
NIT W PX TP YW 10°DN N7
DXV DY D17 1IXR PR 2V ,71°WDIY
2w 1127 11772 Y ROX DIPT 21N
12V DY A7 717221 .0DING

T OYa NRTIN

Term Note

Avid inish dina Unafshei —
A Person Takes the Law Into His Own Hands

This means that in certain cases, a person may act to protect his own rights
without waiting for court.

Fine, | Admit It | 7




Mishnas Rabbi Aharon, Gittin 32 | 2”90 1>0°1,]7NX °21 NIVYN
Rav Aharon Kotler, Rosh Yeshivah in Kletsk and Lakewood, 1891 to 1962. He founded Beis Medrash Govoha and
helped rebuild the world of advanced Torah learning in America.

Rav Aharon Kotler zt”] explains the same basic idea. How
can grabbing work regarding a Torah fine if there is no
obligation without a proper court?

It must be that the act of taking the money itself creates
the right to hold it, because of the rule that a person may
sometimes take the law into his own hands. The witnesses
are only needed so that the other person cannot take the
money back. The witnesses do not create the fine itself.

105N X°IN DX NN 172012 7RI
TR OPAAY PIX AMIRIDT L ARTIND
210N 1PRY 11°2 ,01pP2 10°DN X210
WY P°IX MIOn21 .72 RD2 DIpa
M0 PWDIY RIT WK TAYT 0T
IR 121 IN0’DN2 2°NNN 17RO
N>X1112 197 901 XOW P 07 TYY PN
TV DI1DNY NIRI IPR PRTIT ,IND1

7132 D°2V1D DTV PR 7aX 12 271007
1T YM1D DOTY KX OXI 101 2100
T"Ya NXTIAT 1121 ,1N0°DN R°IANT
T2 0DNT ATIN P T DTV ARND

If there are witnesses, everyone agrees that holding the
money works, because it is clear that he grabbed properly.
And if the defendant admits, that admission works like
witnesses for this money question. He is admitting that
the money was taken properly.

Sugya Note

Rav Aharon zt”] explains that the
witnesses do not create the basic
obligation. They only prove that the
person who grabbed had the right to
do so. Once that is clear, the defendant
cannot remove the money from him.

APT0 1 DR D°YY1D DPR D2TYAT 171272 RN
YINIT 9317 XKW 73,177 211 DOINAYW 01720 P ROX
™MD ,0°TY WY DIPNA,19D1.0DNY AN NX 130N R°X109
,INYNT .JPTD DHNW 71712N1 °77W ,IN0’DN R2IANT 1TIN
72,1770 AnCA 0HNAw 112Y D°YIn DPTYYW DWD
NIRND T YV NRTIA AW ,PT YA NRTIA D2 712°010
21N DXY PIVOW D"IRL1OD1.10N 2172 PIYY TNT 00TV
1°1V% DI1pn 951N ,%%5 N2 NN T YV NRTIA PR 0IP
>IN DY ,0DNY N2 P INNY DDINA YW 1N107 11772

J°T2 AP A0 DNAY ATIN K1 0T ,YAN0 DRI

So too, an admission can work for this
kind of proof. It cannot create the fine
itself. But it can prove that the person
holding the money is holding it properly.

Takeaway

The Shaarei Yosher and Rav Aharon split the issue into two parts.
Admission cannot create a Torah fine, but it can show that a person may
keep what he already took.
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Why does the Ketzos not accept this answer?

Ketzos HaChoshen, Siman 37 | 1’970 w>1,]W1INN NIXP
Rabbi Aryeh Leib HaKohen Heller, Galicia, c. 1745 to 1812

A person is believed about himself even though he
is close to himself. This is because the Torah gave
every person credibility about himself, even if he has
disqualifications for testimony, like a slave, a woman,
a maidservant, or only one witness. The Torah only
required “two witnesses” when a person testifies about
others. But about himself, one person is believed.

JNXI DTRT RNYOT 7’pO T"2 »D1 v,
DIYN INXYY RIT 21IPT YR XY DY
MXY YV DR 2% NIINKI A7IND 1IN 107
TUR IR T2Y XIW 021007 93 12 ©° DX
17INAT ROR,TAR TV RYR 1K DA, ANDVI
TYNRWI XOX 12T DI’ DIV DY 1INR KD

NI PRI IMXY DY IR ,0INR DY

Sugya Note

According to the Ketzos, a person’s
admission works like real testimony about
himself. The Torah requires the usual rules
of testimony only when someone testifies
about other people.

But when a person testifies about himself,
the Torah believes him even without the
normal conditions of testimony.

So according to the Ketzos, admission is not
just a person accepting a charge. It has the
status of testimony about himself.

It is clear that the Ketzos disagrees with Rav Shimon Shkop and
Rav Aharon. Since the Ketzos holds that a person’s admission is real
testimony about himself, and regarding a Torah fine the Torah gave
that testimony no power at all, the admission cannot even support the
injured person’s grabbing. Rav Shimon Shkop and Rav Aharon, on the
other hand, hold that his admission is not being used to create the fine. It
is being used only to clarify who may keep the property.

1170 DTV ARND TYA NRTIAW MXpan IXIan
DX YY NITY PIT NXY YD 1703 DITYD
AR MNXY YV TYyn DX AR ,NITY ORIN 9D 127X
D°1W D" J"ATAT ,MITY 172 D°RINA Y3 02X PR
NIXPi 712N .0°INXR YV TYNYI P11 130 12T 0
ROR ,RT273 °NXY 211 1K TP NRTIA 1Y RN
P12°10 7N AVTNYW RYX INXY DD 77103 MY
127 D1p° 1Y °D YV YW AWITAT MY 1T MO’
DTRY MTYP2 AN ,DINR DY MTYA RPIT 770K
12°DX1,NITY XIN DI KD R K17 RKRIINXY DY YN0
T'P2 NXTIW RXNI.MTY? 510D IR 1NXYY 217p R

DTV AT

Fine, | Admit It | 9




VI. The Pnei Yehoshua: A Third Definition

Pnei Yehoshua, Kesubos 102a |.2”p n12112,ywin’ 719
Rabbi Yaakov Yehoshua Falk, Poland and Germany, 1680 to 1756. After surviving a 1702 gunpowder explosion
thatkilled 36 Jews, including his wife and young daughter, he vowed to devote his life to the deep study

of Gemara

Rashi explains that the reason it is obvious to us that in money
matters a person’s own admission is like one hundred witnesses
is because it is written, “where he says: This is it,’ regarding one
who admits to part of a claim.

According to this, it follows that had we not learned it from the
verse, it would not have been obvious to us from logic alone,
etc. — and the verse speaks specifically about one who admits
in court, for that is the case the verse is discussing. If so, from
where do we know that one who admits outside of court, in
front of witnesses, is obligated?

Rather, it must be that an admission in front of witnesses (outside
the court) is effective because of the law of arev, a guarantor —
that a person can obligate himself even in something he does
not owe.

12 XO*WDT K17 DY Y"1 »"WID
DTV IXND 7"Y2 NRTIA 110102
IR’ YR 2°NOT DIVN 1370
J"X ,NXPN2 ATINA AT X 0D
1°D9°7 XD KT Ynwn 1705
XD WD 17 XY X120N ,KIPN
RP1T 7"22 AT XOX 101 12
17102 "NORI,RIP 27K 2ON2T
17 RIn D>TY °1D2 7"2% YN
17 XOWOT RAT 2"V ROX
112 NN D2TY 192 ARTINAT
NXDWDT DIVN *I1N >T°Y ONX
271 912 DIRT QW PN Y

22°MNIPRY N2 1YY

Arev — A Guarantor

Term Note

One who accepts responsibility to pay even though
he was not the original borrower.

Sugya Note

From the Pnei Yehoshua it sounds like a person’s admission
outside the walls of a courtroom is not testimony at all. It is a
personal acceptance of obligation, like a guarantor. A person
can make himself obligated even in something he did not
previously owe.

Accordingto this, even in today’s times, when we don’t adjudicate

fines, the admission may work as a new personal obligation, even
though Beis Din cannot impose the Torah fine itself.

10 | ANT MWW
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The Ketzos sees admission as testimony about oneself. Rav Shimon
Shkop and Rav Aharon see it as a clarification that the grabbing was
proper. The Pnei Yehoshua sees admission as self obligation. Three
definitions — and each changes how admission can work when the court
itself cannot create the fine.

Conclusion

We began with Reuven and Shimon. No
witnesses testified about the theft, but
Reuven admitted that he stole Shimon’s item.
Shimon had already taken property to cover
the additional fine. Could he keep it, or did
Reuven’s admission exempt him from the fine?

The early sources gave us two opposite rules.
In regular money cases, a person’s admission is
like one hundred witnesses. But when a person
admits to a Torah fine, he is exempt. The Sema
and the Shach hold that this exemption does
not apply today because our courts cannot
judge Torah fines. Therefore, if Shimon has
already taken the proper amount, Reuven’s
admission does not force him to return it. The
Ketzos asks a deeper question. If an admission
cannot establish a Torah fine, how can that
same admission prove that Shimon had the
right to take the money?

Rav Shimon Shkop and Rav Aharon answer
that Beis Din is not collecting the fine. It is

only deciding whether Shimon may keep
what he already took. That is a regular money
question. Reuven’s admission can show that
Shimon took the property properly, even
though it cannot create the fine itself. The Pnei
Yehoshua offers another path. An admission
made outside Beis Din can work as a person
accepting a new obligation, like a guarantor.
It is not testimony. His words can therefore
create a personal money obligation even when
Beis Din cannot impose the Torah fine.

According to the Ketzos, however, admission
is real testimony about oneself. The Torah
accepts that testimony in ordinary money
cases but gives it no power to establish a fine.
It therefore cannot create the fine or support
Shimon’s taking. The entire case turns on what
Reuven’s words are doing: Are they testimony
about himself, proof that Shimon may keep
what he took, or the acceptance of a new
obligation? That determines whether Shimon
can keep the money.
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