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Intro

Today we will a"ya learn i"v 971 of o1 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Mishnah’s case of

DI Y "IRY D]Iﬂ'
A person made a vn to prohibit his sleep

The Gemara’s initial reasoning that this vn is effective
NN'"MIRTA

Because this is a case of

annY |Y'R DX DI'N N)'YA 2'Y DI

He made a vn to prohibit sleep for his eyes that day, with
a wan, a stipulation, that the 1m is only effective if he will
sleep the next day.

And the Machlokes nna 2 nmin 21 whether we say
AT NRIN2
A person is cautious even with a wan

'wxa1's reasoning that this vn is only effective jam,
because

NIN YnNn 1 'Y 27 N'Y

A~ CANNOT take effect on something of NO
substance, such as sleep and speech

The Mishnah’s case of

qUnun "RY Dlip

A husband that made a v to prohibit vmwn, marital
relations with his wife;

The n IS effective only

"Iy JWMYUN NXIN MK

He imposed an Issur on himself to receive benefit from
HER wmwn

But the 11 is NOT effective if he said 4 wnwn

When he imposed a ~1 on HER to receive benefit from
HIS wnwn,

N1 TaynwnT

Because he is obligated to her

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

0'N' NYIY UK K'Y VY

AN'INT W INIX 'R

If a person makes a nvaw that he will NOT sleep for 3
days, the nvaw is NOT effective;

He is punished with Malkos for making a xww nviaw, an
oath in vain, and he may sleep immediately, because
" oK N

It is NOT possible for a person to avoid sleep for 3 days.
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So let’s review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

|U' INW DI

02T "IRY

7700 IR

M7 9N X7 ar n

If a person makes a vm to prohibit, his sleep, his speech,
his walking, the v is effective, and the Issur s n
applies.

The Gemara explains:

The Mishnah'’s cannot be understood literally that he
made a 1m to prohibit sleeping, talking or walking,
because

n'v

NN YnNn 1 |'kY 171

A CANNOT take effect on something of NO
substance, such as sleep and speech.

Therefore, the Mishnah must be referring to a case in
Wthh he SayS n1'vl ' Daip

He prohibits his eyes to sleep. This v IS effective,
because wwn 11 ww 12T -y

His eyes DO have substance.

However the Mishnah CANNOT refer to a case of wy nup
nrwa alone, because that v is NOT effective either,
because, as R’ Yochanan says;

om' YV UK KW nynv

INIX 'i'm

NN wi

If a person makes a nynw that he will NOT sleep for 3
days, the nvnw is NOT effective. He is punished with
Malkos for making a xw nviaw, an oath in vain, and he
may sleep immediately, because

"'l TIWOKN 'R

It is NOT possible for a person to avoid sleep for 3 days.
Such a v is likewise not 4n.

The Ran adds that we cannot say that the Mishnah is
referring to a simple case of

DI'n NY'wA "'V DI MIKA

Because that would be a xows that the Neder is un
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The Gemara continues that the Mishnah also cannot be
referring to a case of

ann nr'wa ny DI MiIxa

DI'n |[U'R DR

He made the vm to prohibit sleep for his eyes tomorrow,
nana that the am is only effective if he sleeps today.
Because this too would be a xows, because everybody
agrees o o

He is permitted to sleep today, during the wn, because
aNnY (@' kY 1'win XY

There is NO concern that he will sleep tomorrow, during
the +n, because

AT X102

A person is cautious with the wiow itself.

And if he does sleep today, it’s a xuws, that tomorrow
TN KT N

Therefore, the Mishnah must be referring to the case of
the

N1 271 ATIAY 20 NpPITn

In which he made a ~n with a wan, and said

DI'n N1'wl "'V DI

annY UK DX

He made a vn to prohibit his eyes from sleep today, with
a wan, a stipulation, that the 1m is only effective if he will
sleep tomorrow;

NI 11 says

aNnY [@' NAY DI (O OR

He is prohibited to sleep today, during the vm, because
there IS a concern that he might sleep tomorrow, during
the wan, in which he will have violated the ~m retroac-
tively.

ANTTA X7 AXINaT

A person is NOT as cautious with a wn

Therefore, we interpret the Mishnah according to Rav

Yehudah's opinion as follows;

oI R

M7 IN' 722 NI 0 D0 RT

He is prohibited to sleep today, during the +m, because
it's a possible transgression of i 1, because he might

sleep tomorrow, because

TN K AKIN

mn1 1 disagrees and says

oI o

NN @' kNY 'wrn R

He is permitted to sleep today, during the vn, because
there is NO concern that he will sleep tomorrow, during
the wan, because

X1

aTm

A person is cautious even with a nan.

Therefore, we interpret the Mishnah according to Rav
Nachman’s opinion as follows;

orn o

MaT 40 K92 NInw 9"'uK

He is permitted to sleep today, during the +n, even
though there is a possibility of sn m if he sleeps tomor-
row, because

AT AXIN]
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xrm says that the Mishnah CAN be understood literally in
which he prohibits sleep itself;

And the Rosh adds that he limits it viap a4, to a day or
two, which is mwpy wwex;

And although the vn is NOT effective xn#xm, because
mv

wnn 1 'k 12T

However,

N 92 Nl

|

The 1 is effective pam.

The Mishnah continues

NUNT MIXD

qUnYn "XRY Daip

NaT 9N XA nr o

If a husband made a m to prohibit vmwn, marital relations
with his wife;

The 1 is effective.

The Gemara asks:

How can this v be effective?

XN'MIRTA N Taynwn Xl

He is obligated to her, as the Pasuk states;
ya' X9 NNAYI NI0D NIRY

And he cannot impose an Issur that overrides the Ty,
because, as the Ran explains;

NWUNRT NTI2Y'YY 220 DX

The Chachamim strengthened the wife’s mvw for wmun

Therefore, the Gemara explains that the Mishnah refers
to a case

"y qYMYN NXRIN NIKA

He imposed a vn on himself to prohibit him from
benefitting from HER wnwn. The v IS effective, because
the Issur is 9n on him, NOT on her.

And HER myw CANNOT compel him for vmwn, because
17 710KN 12T DTXT 19 |"79NN 'R

Just as we CANNOT compel a person to eat a prohibited
food, HER mayw CANNOT compel him to violate his 1.

However

'Y 'wnwn

Inwnwnl INIx |'sn

When he imposes a v on HER to prohibit her from
benefitting from HIS wmwn, the v IS NOT effective, and
he is compelled for vmen, because

N1 NTAYwn TYYT

His ~m cannot override her mayvw.
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The next Mishnah contrasts with the previous Mishnah
and highlights

DTN NIYVIW1 Mmin 0t

In this Halachah nwnw are more stringent than o,

The previous Mishnah taught

¥ AR DI

717N "RY

790N IR

When a person makes a vn that he will NOT sleep, the vm
is NOT xnvuxm 9n, because

am

NX9N 110X

The Issur takes effect upon the object. Therefore, a vn
must be on a

v 1 Y'v 1T

Something of substance

This Mishnah teaches

AI0oX - T]nf.\ "IRY - 10T IRY - W IIRY NWIDY

If a person makes a nyiw, an oath that he will NOT sleep,
speak, or walk, the nyaw is xnixm 1, because,

X722 110X NyY

The Issur takes effect upon the person. Therefore, a nviaw
can be 5n even on a

wnn 11 |'kY 12T.

Something of NO substance

The Mishnah continues with three statements that are
NOT effective;

And the Ran explains;

1.

77 IR X7 27

anm

As a nynwv it’s not effective because
yanwn [0 "N
He is swearing by the animal’s life, which is NOT a nviaw.

As amit’s not effective because he’s saying

17wn DIN XY Nn Kk 20

That which he does NOT eat shall be like a Korban, -
which implies, but that which he DOES eat is not
prohibited, which is NOT a wn

2.

27 &0

17 'DIRY

anin

With the x"a as a separate word, this statement can only
be understood as a nvaw, and it is NOT effective, because,
Vanwn 27 "N ynwn
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3 statements that are NOT effective:

1

75 55 89 129D
nipil~

Because he's sayi

790N 52X ROW NN RN 2P

But that which he DOES eat

is not prohibited

2

15 52w 137 N

nig)le
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3.

121

77 'DIR XY

anm

As the Ran has the Girsa gy, the Lamed with a Pasach —
and certainly according to the Girsa iy »y;

This statement can only be understood as a 1n.

And it's NOT effective, because he’s saying;

That which he does NOT eat shall not be like a Korban -
And the only way this can be a v is by implication that
which he DOES eat IS like a Korban and prohibited.
However, this Mishnah

N'DN NN

N VNIY DX IXT 790 Nk KT

The Gemara adds that on " 97 the Mishnah taught

79 '2IR X9 Y

Q0IX A'RN 1N

The m IS effective, because, according to the Ran, the
Lamed is read with a Shvah, and is understood as a
statement of 2 parts;

It's a ;py,

And therefore I will not eat from you
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