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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn "2 97 of myaw noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

VIWI

MR NR Y01

If one swears not to fulfill a certain mitzvah; or
MDA DR O

If one swears to fulfill a certain mitzvah; :’U’nb 1R }’ﬂnb

DOTIR VI

The Pasuk refers to oaths regarding both positive and
negative actions.

The Gemara discusses l? b )
MIVY VD YIWI 1ny yjn ”:UJ
An oath to harm oneself;
DMINRY Y5 YIWI

An oath to harm others; and

i;noigl:;z)ﬂbeneﬁt others. n’jn RI’ ”jnb }’:\’JJ

» D*INXR N2V

RIP 78 POMS

Whether we assume that one is liable for oaths 270751 v75
independent of each other, or whether we require a special
owIT.

RIP PN PONO

The difference between

1799 591X ROW v

And

991X RHW 1w

If one swears, “I will not eat this loaf,* he is liable for

eating a single n°1>, but if he swears, “I will not eat it,“ he is 1t 133 bD]N wa n},1:w
only liable if he consumes the entire loaf. n Jb:’& wa n}’1 :w

ORI 5V SRWI

onn e b anby

If one makes two identical oaths and then nullifies the
first oath retroactively, the second oath then takes effect.

NNVRIN Y HRW)
NNNN N7W 19 HnbY
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So, let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

VW]

512 RS MR DR Y012

N0

If one swears not to fulfill a certain mitzvah and then
violates the oath by fulfilling the Mitzvah, he is exempt.
Furthermore,

o7 R MNP DR 075

N0

If one swears to fulfill a certain mitzvah, and then violates
the oath by not fulfilling the Mitzvah, he is also exempt.
Although

I RTY PIPIV

R7N2312 77239270

We would think he is liable, as X712 12 777 *21 reasoned
MW DR AN

10 0 PHY VIV IPRY

75 271 RN N

DD I POV VAVIDY MR

75V 271 RPW PTIPR

If one is liable for an oath regarding a voluntary matter, he
should certainly be liable for an oath to fulfill his Torah
obligations?!

However,

15 1IDR

MWIT N2 NIOR DR RD

TDIRD M2 WY Pw

MR NYIAWI IORN

719 IRS 72 7Y RS W

7109 523 R 5V YawI ORY

It is possible to formulate an ordinary oath in the positive
and the negative - to do or not to do something, as the
Pasuk requires

2079 IR VI

However, it is not possible to make an oath NOT to fulfill
his obligations. Therefore, an oath to fulfill them is not
effective either.
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If one swears not to fulfill a certain mitzvah
and then violates the oath by fulfilling the Mitzvah,
he is exempt.

Furthermaore,

a"p N9 mmen NN anpd

N2D

If one swears to fulfill a certain mitzvah,
and then violates the oath by not fulfilling the Mitzvah,
he is also exempt.

/%%0%%/
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We would think he is liable, as N»n2)2 nTim 121 reasoned
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If one s liable for an oath regarding a voluntary matter,
he should certainly be liable for an oath
to fulfill his Torah obligations?!

R - 19 YN
g~ NN O
MXH N M AR
W ma ey 8o whma ey
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208 Stavs 89 512k paws oNe

It is possible to formulate an ordinary oath
in the positive and the negative — to do or not to do something,
as the Pasuk requires
Sl W YD
However, it is not possible to make an oath

not to fulfill his obligations.
Therefore, an oath to fulfill them is not effective either.
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The Gemara explains that X712 12 777 "2 responded
DIMR N2V TOR

DMINR N7 5532 RPYT DR IND

RINN7 2N

One is liable for swearing to perform an action to benefit
others, even though he cannot make an oath to harm
others. Similarly,

N3N 0PI NINIA

M M2 PIHT VIR

RO 12

So too, one can swear regarding the fulfillment of a
Mitzvah, even though he cannot swear to abstain from
fulfilling it.

However, the 1327 differentiate:

VR K71 PR OO0

DYPR RO PIVR M RN

One can swear NOT to benefit others, such as not to give a
gift to a wealthy person. However, he cannot swear not to
fulfill the Mitzvah.

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara explainy
that £rp> /R D3P ) ra;m/e/
0"INR N2V VR
DINR NYIN 9952 RNMDT A”YX INY
RIONI 2N

One is liable for swearing to perform an action
to benefit others, even though he cannot make an oath
to harm others.

SW&M?/
MNN OPP2 M1 RON
MRN 919222 NXMOT A"YR

RPN NM29

So too, one can swear regarding
the fulfillment of a Mitzvah, even though he cannot swear

PaY
However, the /)R /#ermﬁaf&'
2°9°R XY NNPR ONN
O”PKR RY2 NPNR M RN

One can swear not to benefit others,
such as not to give a gift to a wealthy person.
However, he cannot swear not to fulfill the Mitzvah.
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The Gemara cites a related Xn»92:

The Pasuk says

202 IR VI

Referring to both positive and negative actions;

The xn»72 deduces several modn:

1.

mwaRaoaan

Mo AYIT IR

Just as the Pasuk refers to an optional positive action, so,
too, it only refers to an optional negative action. There-
fore,

MR NR 5035 YIW)

5072 R

NOH

If one swears not to fulfill a certain Mitzvah and then
violates the oath by fulfilling the Mitzvah, he is exempt.

2.

mwI R

MW NIvN R

Just as the Pasuk refers to an optional negative action, so,
too, it only refers to an optional positive action.
Therefore,

mEn AR 07PY Yaw:

D7p R

Rlieh)

If one swears to fulfill a certain Mitzvah, and then violates
the oath by not fulfilling the Mitzvabh, he is exempt.

3,

mwI NI

The Pasuk refers to an optional negative action, and so
MWRYY YD YIVI

VIR

N

One is liable for an oath to harm himself, because
Aai=Bailvahy

He has the option to harm himself.

4.

However,

DINRY VI YIW)

PITRN

Nvo

He is exempt for an oath to harm others, such as
M DR PIORINHO NR 7OR

I will strike this person and split his skull, because
1T MW PR

He does not have the right to harm others.

5.

DR NAvn

One is liable for an oath to benefit others, because
pROU PRI

This is derived from the extra word ix.

The Gemara asks

Y2°N0 MWIT 2T RIPTIRDD

100 M¥D 7272 RDST

How do we know that the Pasuk refers to optional positive
and negative actions, and not to obligatory actions, such as
fulfilling or violating a Mitzvah?

DafHachaim.org
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Just as the Pasuk refersto  Just as the Pasuk refers to an
an optional negative action, optional positive action,
5o, too, it only refers to an so, too, it only refers to an
optional positive action. optional negative action.

Wﬁé/ g, Wﬁr e,

DIW) DIW)

MNDN NN DD MEDN NN SIS
D" N bpa kD)

D)1)) 105
If one swears to fulfill a If one swears not to fulfill a
certain Mitzvah and then certain Mitzvah and then
violates the oath by violates the oath
not fulfilling the Mitzvah, by fulfilling the Mitzvah,
he is exempt. he is exempt.

4 3

DINRY YINHY Yawa MW AYIN

YIN R‘;] The Pasuk refers to an
7D optional negative action,

and 30

mxewb vINd Yaw)
I R

am
One s liable for an oath
to harm himself, because

he has the option to
harm himself.

He is exempt for an oath to
harm others, such as
1D NN NONR
NP NN DNON)

Twill strike this person
and split his skull,
because he does not have
the right to harm others.

)
DINR N2VN

One s liable for an oath to benefit others, because
=i W

This is derived from the extra word .

2

12715 MWIN 71272 YRIPT RPN
251D MXN 9272 RNOHT

How do we know that the Pasuk refers to
optional positive and negative actions,
and not to obligatory actions,
such as fulfilling or violating a Mitzvah?
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The Gemara gives two answers:

1.

N PIORRTN

DINR Navn M

1N MW T NY

The Torah writes the extra word 1x to include an oath to
benefit others. Clearly, we are discussing optional actions,
because otherwise

IR OINR NV

RV DINR N2V

If the Pasuk refers to Mitzvos, and one is liable for an oath
to harm others, even though he violates a commandment,
he is certainly liable for an oath to benefit others with
which he fulfills a commandment!

However, the Gemara explains that this explanation is
only according to the opinion

R IR R PO

The word X, OR, is not needed to separate between these
terms, to hold one liable for each separately, because

TARD 0PIV YPOWD

MY 192 TAR YRWDI

We assume that they are independent of each other, unless
the Torah specifically mentions them together.
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0*INXR N2VH M2H
2°N5 MWYWIN 272 N'Y

The Torah writes the extra word 'R"
to include an oath to benefit others.
Clearly, we are discussing optional actions,

because otherwise
1IN DINN DY

NV DINN NADN

Ifthe Pasuk refers to Mitzvos,
and one is liable for an oath to harm others,
even though he violates a commandment,
he is certainly liable for an oath to benefit others
with which he fulfills a commandment!

However, the Gemara explainy
This explanation is only according to the opinion

RIP IR RY PHNY

The word N, OR, is not needed to separate between these
terms, to hold one liable for each separately,

because

TNND DMWY LHLYD
1DXY 151 TNN DHYD)

We assume that they are independent of each other,
unless the Torah specifically
mentions them together.
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2.

However, according to the opinion

RIp I8 P>

The word 1%, OR, is needed to separate between these
terms, because

TARD DIV YDWD

We assume that they are interdependent of each other.

The Gemara offers a second explanation:

RIPY 27511 720

0N MY WITT

We hold like x1°py °17, who expounds exclusionary terms,
and so

RPOYWA NIOROR

0> MW 13T

RN 727 VYD

If the Pasuk refers to optional actions, we exclude
Mitzvos, but

N5 MIN IATINIORR

VYHD RPIROD

If the Pasuk were to include mitzvos, what else would we
exclude?!

Zugt di Mishnah

11999 Y9IR RHW 1w

15X ROW V1AW

5IR ROV 1AW

199K

If one swears three consecutive oaths: “I will not eat this
loaf,* “I will not eat it,“ “I will not eat it,“ and he then eats
the entire loaf;

NNR ROR 2717 19R

He is only liable for a single j27p, because

AW S SN maw pr

A subsequent oath cannot take effect on a previous oath.
Therefore, he is only liable for the first oath.

DafHachaim.org

@
However, @ccor/m?/ t the gpinion
RIP IR PHYNY

The word N, OR, is needed to separate
between these terms, because

TNND DMWY DLYD

We assume that they are interdependent of each other.

v
The Gemarw dffers w second explanation:
R2°PY 7270 1Y 720
YOI 7127 WMITT

We hold like n2pp 1,
who expounds exclusionary terms, and so

NP w2 NMIHN N
21N MYHIN 2T
MNP 2T LLYHHD

If the Pasuk refers to optional actions,
we exclude Mitzvos.

But
2N MNP NITI DINNIN
DLDD Rp INDD

If the Pasuk were to include mitzvos,
what else would we exclude?!

%44

1995 Haw MO My
M9 8O Y
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MoON

If one swears three consecutive oaths:

“I'will not eat this loaf,” “I will not eat it,” “I will not eat it,”
and he then eats the entire loaf;

AN NON 297 0N

Heis only liable for a single )23, because

AW 5y S mpaw p

A subsequent oath cannot take effect on a previous oath.
Therefore, he is only liable for the first oath.
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The Gemara explains the Mishnah by citing a ruling of
~17 which makes the following distinction:

1793 Y9I RHW 1w

1 mann SoRw ILi=)

N

75IR ROV

1519 IR YIRW TV 271 IR

If one swears, “I will not eat this loaf,“ he is liable for
eating a single m12 of that loaf, but if he swears, “I will not
eatit, he is only liable if he consumes the entire loaf.

Therefore,

DN RHW IORT RDYV

ISR ROW IR IT

KT ROR 2711 ROT

One is only liable to one j27p for the three oaths listed in
the Mishnah because he first swore 11 732 5218 Rbw, and
then swore m19918 Xb>W, and the second oath is not
effective, because once he is liable for each 15 as per the
first oath, the subsequent oath not to eat the entire loaf'is
repetitive, and therefore ineffective.

However,

59 ROV PR

591X ROW IR TN

NN 2D

He is liable to two Korbanos if he first swore 7119918 RHw,
and then swore 1t 792 921X RH>W, because the second oath IS
effective, because since as per the first oath he’s only
liable for eating the entire loaf, the second oath adds that
he’s liable for each individual n1o.

The Gemara now explains why the Mishnah mentioned
THREE oaths:

RYYT NI RIPA

RYR 1AW N7

RO?M RO DNOWH 'RT

He is not liable for the additional oaths, but they are valid,
and so they become effective whenever possible, as X217
ruled

AWK HY HRWI DR

ONN I 12 TNy

If he nullifies the first oath retroactively, the subsequent
oath would then take effect.

DafHachaim.org
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NI ROW T 93 DOXR RHW
PIRMW TY 2N IR NI NINN YIRW 7D
21 NX 2N

but if he swears,

“Twill not eat it,”

heis only liable if he

consumes the entire loaf.

If one swears,
“Iwill not eat this loaf,”
he is liable for eating
a single m1> of that loaf,

WZ%UF&;
501N RbW MIONT NP
NI5OIR NOW R YTM
NTD KON 2»mp ROT

One is only liable one )2y for the 3 oaths in the Mishnah
because he first sworeir 123 518 Rbw,
and then swore nabN Nbw,
and the second oath is not effective,

because once he is liable for each m1> as per the first oath,
the subsequent oath not to eat the entire loaf is repetitive,
and therefore ineffective.

However,
NIDIIN NDW DN
558 RbW N YTM
MIN P
He s liable for two Korbanos if he first swore nabon Rbw,

and then sworeir 122 bR NbW,
because the second oath is effective,

because since as per the first oath he’s only liable
for eating the entire loaf,
the second oath adds that he’s liable
for each individual m1>.

The Wishnah mentioned three vaths:
NIHT RN RN
RI'NR YW XD

N9 RNNI NNOWN IRT

Heis not liable for the additional oaths,
but they are valid, and so they become effective
whenever possible,

Ay g9 raled
NIWNIN by bNw) DN
MNNN MW b nnby

If he nullifies the first oath retroactively,
the subsequent oath would then take effect.
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‘ The Mishnah concludes:
NV NYIAW RN
MR AT SY parnw
o MW TP AN 507 hiod o doa cortai N2 PP N Y
is is V2 NY12W, an oath to do or not to do a certain
action, for which one is liable mp5n for an intentional DR AN ‘71’ I":"ﬂw
transgression, and a 791 19 1277 for an unintentional 9% n‘”p i:." =P 51”
transgression. However, ) |
NIV nYIW This is "2 pY1IY,
™M AT oY parn an oath to do or not to do a certain action,
0D ANV 5 o _ ' for which one is liable mpbn
For a vain oath, one is liable mpb» for an intentional for an intentional transgression
transgression, but is exempt from a j27p for an unintention- P )
al transgression. :

for an unintentional transgression.

HOW&/W,

N2 nyaw
Dk AN '717 C:“n
NBD AN ON

For avain oath,
one is liable mpbn for an intentional transgression,
but is exempt from a)2p
for an unintentional transgression.
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