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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 7”5 97 of pva noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

[niyelintiivmiioRiivala}

Creditors, including widows who claim their 7211, must
swear to their claims before they collect from an estate.
However,

VIAVON WINI

The owon stopped administering such oaths to M.

It is a n5n» whether this applies only

7”22

Oreven

I yin

To oaths made outside of court as well.

Perhaps, 77 na would NOT administer an oath in 7 12
which is Rn» X7, because such as oath is made while
holding a 770 7190 and using the 17 ow’, and its violation
carries a severe penalty. However, 17 2 WOULD
administer a simple oath uttered outside of 7 m2 which is
1327975, and subject only to a relatively minor curse.

The Gemara also differentiates between minbOR and 7w,
in that a divorcee may swear and collect her namn>.

DS M

In place of this oath, 58513 127 instituted that the widow
should accept a difficult vow conditional on her having
benefited from her 72102, The Gemara brings a n>mn
whether this applies only if

noIR

The widow has not yet remarried. Otherwise, we suspect
that her husband will revoke the vow.

The Gemara discusses several Halachos regarding a 0on
annulling vows, including:

D292 9TV 3T

A vow made publically, in front of ten people;
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DMIN' '021N [IYV1O

Widows who claim their N2102
must swear to their claims
before they collect from an estate

However,

yvawn'm vl

tyw /J/o/ﬁ/v whether this applies

Or even
I'TATYyIN

Only
I'Tha]

The Gemara also /%Wiafaz between
NININ 2./ NWNA

D'MIN™ NN

Several Halachos regarding
a DON annulling vows:

DM YTNY Y1)
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A vow made subject to the public's approval; and
TN OMOY PIB

Whether the 0on must be told the circumstances
surrounding the vow’s acceptance

DY NYT YO

TN LNOT Y
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So let's review...

The Mishnah continues to list mpn enacted by 580512 127
Izt

Zugt di Mishnah

DI YOI NYIDI NIDOR PR

WA ROR

After her husband’s death, a widow must swear that she
has not yet received her 12102 in order to collect from the
orphans.

The Gemara points out

I 02N V99 R

Y1IWI ROX P19 KD

ANYONE who wants to collect a debt from orphans is
required to swear, not only a widow?

Nevertheless, the Mishnah specifically mentions widows,
so that we should not erroneously reason

RO DN

12 317 PR

We might think that the o»on waived the required oath
regarding 72113, to encourage women to marry.

The Mishnah therefore teaches that widows are also
required to swear.
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2 enacted é?/
s Feie
NP5 MO8 P8
QAN YD
ML NON
She has MOTW received her D100

The Gemara points out
['AIN* 'O YI19*] NN

nYNRwa XX Vo' X3

ANYONE who collects a debt from orphans
is required to swear

ot on,%/ w widow?

The Mishnah specifically mentions widows
so that we should not erroneously reason

M 120 17X K'N DIwn

We might think the D0ON waived
the required oath regarding N21N2
to encourage women to marry

The Mishnahy f/per%m teaches
that widows are alo rWe/ 1o swear
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The Mishnah continues however;

Y AWN1 I

The o'non stopped administering oaths to widows, thereby
causing them to forfeit their 72113, because

MITOHR NI RPT ARIN RN

NIV IMN? RTIN

She may rationalize that she is entitled to payment for any
efforts she may have expended on the orphan’s behalf, and
she may swear falsely.

The Gemara points out that consequently,

iZ2b!

AR V20D

They DID administer oaths to divorcees, because she has
no basis for such rationalization, and her oath IS believed.

The Gemara debates another possible method of
swearing;

NIRRT ORIV 17

722 ROR W KD

7725 I 5N

MR PY2WD

And as Rashi explains;

72190 VIR NN SV PITR IMIVY

3952 NP PRI.LJIITT AW 7725 I

Therefore, 7 m2 would NOT administer this oath in court
which is Xn»RT», because such as oath is made while
holding a 7m0 790 and using the 77 ow’, and its violation
carries a severe penalty. However, 17 2 WOULD
administer a simple oath uttered outside of 7 2 which is
131297, and subject only to a relatively minor curse.
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The Wishnak continues however
MUY 1A

Because

AN Map AR NPT ARIA KYIR2
NN MMING NN

She may rationalize that she is entitled to payment
for any efforts she may have expended

on the orphan’s behalf

and she masy swear fuliely

The Gemara pointy od..

nwNA
NNIN ['Vawn

Because she has no basis
for such rationalization

and her vathy 1S believed

The Gemara debates
andther possible method of swearing:

127/ IS ,@///é/ RY)

Jax NIX YW XY

1T M35 YN 1’7 n"22

1VIN)
NYIAVWNYN

Y2200
MR

7735 TN
D397 OMI3E
5 55 DENY P

PIT7O DMSEE
D0 OO O
D399 DEN)
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However, the Gemara brings an alternate version where
17 argues with this ruling:

IR 27°INNT RPN

P75 pInyoR

IR PY2WHD PR

17 awould NOT administer this oath even outside of the
court.

This version is supported by a report that

RN21>IND 72N D RD 17

19 would not collect the 72115 on behalf of widows,
because he was unwilling to administer this oath.

However, the Gemara adds the following caveat:
NP1V

17 agrees that if she made an oath on her own initiative,
the oath IS effective.

The Gemara brings an example of such an oath:
After being refused her 12115, a widow argued

RPYO N7TD

PP RIVIPIRNYT ROR

You are concerned that I may have already received
partial payment;

mpas’non

a)piRisklighiaRighriRal

I swear that I have not benefited at all from the 7211>.
In this case, where the widow was nxo1p, she receives her
piigh)
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Alternate version
where ) arquey with thiy mé//:?/

WE PI Y7 ot
1’7 729 YIN1YDR
DNIMR PY12VN PR

This version & supported é?/ @ report that
NN'INNT MIND 2N X7 1N
1) would not collect the N2 on behalf of widows

A NTIN

nyoIPa

If she made an oath on her own initiative
the oath IS effective

E/Wn?afe %JM an oathy:

After being refused her mun>
a widow argued

NNYL "IN TN
TN X0'{1 NN'TT N'IX
mpax ‘nm
1% YN2INON *NIN1 DX

T thiy cabe she receives her DI
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The Gemara records another incident where a widow was
refused her 1213, in accordance with 27's ruling; where-
upon she requested

b an

At least, continue my support from the estate.

However, she was told

712 7N2IN0 NYIINI

mmn» o PR

SNmW says that once a widow demands her 7n3in 7 702
she loses her rights to support, because, as w7 explains,
her n21n> stipulates that she is to be supported

TP PIOHIR TN 1 5

M2 w3

for the duration of her widowhood ‘in his home’ - which
means, in her widowhood in his honor. Therefore, when
she seeks her 210> she loses her manm.

The Mishnah continues:

In place of the customary oath,

P PRI

T A0 53 OIS NI RANY

ig=Yig=kymi)]

50513 127 instituted that the widow accept a difficult vow
conditional on her having benefited from her 721n5. This
is the equivalent of an oath, and she may then collect her
122,

Nevertheless, as the Gemara said earlier,

RNOHIRY 72102 71 RS 17

17 would not collect the 72305 on behalf of widows,
because

M73°9p 277 w3

During the era of Rav, people were lax with 773, and so
17 12 could no longer rely on them.
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Anither incident

A widow was refused her min>
whereupon she requested

hisakeiaty)
However, she was told

7'33 NNAIND NYAINN
namn 'R

Because, her 9100 stipudatesy
that she i Ty be supported
DR py)/ﬁ% IEN W b

/70 fols

Wﬁ%ar&, when she seeksy her D10
she loses her pyyysp

Y.
kbt

W 1 59 2D AT NN
MA2IN0 190

Nevertheless, ay the Gemara said earlier
NNINIXT NMINd N X7

Becawse

3/ &) PIZ jép
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The Gemara qualifies the use of o772

N RS

NDI ROV ROR

no1Yar

MR YT PR

We only rely on o371 if she is not married, because
PPTIPI 9 YV PR

When she marries, her husband cannot revoke 0371 made
before their marriage.

However, if she is already married, we do NOT rely on
D773 to pay her 12103, because

pah PRLYS

She will readily accept any 773, relying on her husband to
revoke it.

The Gemara asks that even when she’s not married

15 w1 0o S MR

Let us be concerned that she will have a bon annul her 7727
The Gemara answers

TN IR VDY T

The Halachah requires that she delineate the circum-
stances under which she accepted the 971. Therefore, the
oon will refuse to annul a 973 that she used to collect her
=ligheX

However, jpm1 ' disagrees

noNIYOR

We MAY rely on a married woman'’s 973,

o271 12 1T

We have her accept the vow in front of ten people, and her
husband cannot revoke a public vow.

The Gemara points out that this is actually a npommn:
0272 IV 9T

mond W

719719 PRIR

Some say that a public 9731 CAN be revoked, while others
maintain that it CANNOT.
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The Gemara qualifies the use of DT2:

nw x4
N0 XA NN

non "N
NNIX Y 'K

Because

Becawse
/> 3/ 200 IWAPR IOW S5
She will accept any 73,

r@W ow her husband 2

ty revoke it

DON A1 NITXR
v

TN NX V9T X

Therefore, the DON will refuse to annul a YT
that she used to collect her N2>

"y 2 /&Ja?//eax

N0 I7'ON

We MAY rely on a married woman’s 7

0’272 A% 11ITPT

Her husband cannot revoke a public vow

W{'A/@cfw@w /)/')/ﬁ/\/
DM TINY M
non 17w
noN 17 'R IR
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‘ The Gemara now cites a n,>nn whether it is necessary to L
be 737 vIOM: npnn Whether it is necessary
o to benmin von
TISPR

I8 NIRRT

PN S AT Pt
1

9D VIWT PRM DM K X99 1N NN NN

1Pn3 1 maintains that one does NOT delineate the 1’.Ix 1’ﬂx ]’R

circumstances behind the 773, because he may not
describe it fully, and the 0on’s annulment, which is based

solely on what he hears, will be invalid. P/g/i/ P’?o’ N 7/1/,!.’ ®“>
TN NDD 17 £z byl D1IYP3. SJ'/)"’C‘7 IS

- Ay iw our case

re?am/m?/ the D10

1ON YWl3 4N pIp/

RO'RT RN DION

We need to give the 0on the necessary background
information to determine if the 773 should be revoked, in
case it was undertaken as a deterrent, such as in our case
regarding the n21n>.

) addresses thiy concern

1M1 "9, on the other hand, addresses this concern

o272 Y TT ("lapnialy) AT
by requiring a public 371 in such situations.
Although we have explained that this is subject to a Alths % thiv i W
n,bnn?
91T o /)/')/ﬁ,«/?

‘ D27 NV Y
It is possible to make a vow subject to the public’s
agreement, because DA IWTW NI PN
TPRT IRDY 179K > //.7‘/// é »
0272 IV I
15 1 2109 1/ € pr95 7390 73
o nYTHY 2207 ///'t PRIDYZ ///
71979 PR

Everyone agrees that such a 971 cannot be annulled.

The Gemara qualifies this Halachah
mw1 1279 "9 N
mEn 9279 52N

R RPRUL

ALL DT can be annulled
for the purpose of a Mitzvah
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However, the Gemara qualifies this Halachah:

RPuARM !

mwy 71T

ME» 7275 YR

monH W

A public vow cannot be annulled for an optional purpose.
However, ALL o771 can be annulled for the purpose of a
Mitzvah, as illustrated in the following anecdote:

DTIT PO NI

RMN 27 777TRT

DIPI VWO MnT

There was a teacher who beat the children excessively,
and RnX 1 made him accept a vow causing him to refrain
from teaching. Nevertheless,

RI2777ITIN

PN PPTT MONWR RYT

R117 annulled the vow and reinstated him, because they
could not find another teacher with his expertise.
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TITYT M0 XN
NNN 21 NYINT
10 YW NINT

A teacher beat the children excessively
and RNR ") made him accept a vow

causing him to refrain from teaching

R1227 NMITHNY
NIND PPTT NONWIR RHT

N22) annulled the vow and reinstated him
because they could not find another teacher
with his expertise
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