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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn v"> q7 of m»aw noon. N1w nv1:w

Some of the topics we will learn about include:

RIW NY1W
Examples of a vain oath, such as
DIRY V1T DR NIWH YIw)

An oath denying an obvious reality; n1 J wb }’:wl
5 ’ 5
15‘;‘:;?“2?07;; ié;?)(svsjible event; and DTRI’ ”1T’n nR
MNP DR H035 Yaw)
An oath not to fulfill a mitzvah.

927 DY Yaw)
19 VDN INWY

o 5029 YW
MNPN NN

PIYT INTIN MO N2

Whether we interpret an oath based on the simple
meaning of the words, or based on one’s own understand-
ing.

DINR 791 IDVY 91D

Whether one is only liable for a 72 ny1aw or xyw nyaw if n’D1D 1n:
h h h himself, if he is adjured b
aﬁ(l)lttﬁ:sptere;gs't imself, or even if he is adjured by n’nv-r 1n: 1N

MMXRY DD
DINXR YON)

FE
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So, let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

RIW NYIW R7T IR

DTRY VI R IIwH Yaws

An oath denying an obvious reality is a vain oath.

For example:

2 YW RINW 1AR S0 T Y IR

TR RITW WRAOM

WR RV ORI OM

One swore that a pillar of stone is made of gold, or thata
certain man is a woman, or that a certain woman is a man;
And the Gemara adds:

DR 732725 1730 KM

He is liable for this oath if the truth is discernable to at
least three people.

The Mishnah gives another example of X1w ny1aw:

19 IWOR RW 727 DY W)

One swore to an impossible event.

For example:

TIRIMNOW Y3 PRIRD OR

727 "2 DR WNI TR RS ORI

He saw a camel flying in the air;

Or that that he saw a snake like the beam of an olive press;
and the Gemara explains

NIV IBWYI

He referred to a snake whose back is spotted like the beam
of an olive press, unlike real snakes.

The Gemara points out that

TPRI KD DR

Literally means that he did NOT see this?
And offers two interpretations of this phrase:
1.

PRIV V1AW 1N

He actually said, “I swear that I did see.”

2.

IR

5» oYW MYo 53 17OR?

TIN2 A0 513 TR RY DR

He said, “All fruit should be forbidden to me if I did not
see.”

DafHachaim.org

444

NI PYISL N AN
28D YT N PURS paws

An oath denying an obvious reality is a vain oath.
For example:
2 5w R 128 O Ty oy N
MON R LRR O
YON NI NG ‘71)1

One swore that a pillar of stone is made of gold,
or that a certain man is a woman,
or that a certain woman is a man;

And the Gemara addy:
OTR 712 29 1970 XM

Heis liable for this oath if the truth is discernable
to at least three people.

O MEN WL 939 5y v

One swore to an impossible event.

For W
TVIND AT H1a3 N KD oN

920 N2 NMPa W NNY &5 oN

He saw a camel flying in the air;
Or he saw a snake like the beam of an olive press;

and the Gemara W
770 122W2

He referred to a snake whose back is spotted like the
beam of an olive press, unlike real snakes.

IR XY OR”

Literally means that he did NOT see this?

v
_2_ - 1 -
NDN? ININ2 DLW 1N
5» phiwaw me bo TINIWY
IMNYN) Nb DN He actually said,

IMN2 DO bD 3 “I swear that I did see.”

He said, “All fruit should be
forbidden to me if I did not see.
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The Gemara asks

RI20 R RDHT

M RIT RO

RO} RDW 175 ON]

VANV RPN

VANWR PTT PIVIR

Perhaps this person saw an extremely large bird and
referred to it as a camel, and his oath was based on his own
understanding of the term?

The Gemara answers

IPOIR 7210 N2

PIYT N2 P2IR RN

We interpret an oath based on the simple meaning of the
words, and not based on his own understanding.

The Gemara cites two challenges to this principle:

1.

RN

D DIIRIMR PYIAVHYI

When 17 2 administers an oath, they say:

VTV 7

IR PY22WH IR YT OV ROW

7"3 YT 5 1InYT HY ROR

We are not having you swear based on your own
understanding, but rather on the understanding of 7 2.

The Gemara at first assumes that this is necessary,
because we are concerned

5 2 TTIPOR RYT

M2 ORI

VINWN Rp 0T

VINWND RP PTTIPIVIR

Perhaps he gave him some wooden chips that he refers to
as coins. Therefore, he can swear truthfully that he gave
him coins, while actually referring to these chips.

Thus, we see that

YT ana ]J”?YN

We do follow his understanding?

DafHachaim.org

Pe

L)

N922 *RN RNHN

N X2 RNDX
RO RNW MY PION)
Yanwn KXp 10
YINWIR N*T>T NPNYTR

Perhaps this person saw an extremely large bird

and referred to it as a camel, and his oath was based
on his own understanding of the term?

v

12°9TR NP N2
MNYT N2 JHITR RN

We interpret an oath on the simple meaning of the words,
and not based on his own understanding.

1 DN IMN 1’YV22wNwWO
When pT1 ma administers an oath, they say:
YT N
IR PYIVN IR NPT DY RHOW
T72 NYT 91 NPT DY ROX
We are not having you swear based on your understanding,
but rather on the understanding of p1 ma.
Wgww@f%ém‘mmwfw thiy i necessary,
émm we are O&WM&/

M 220 MITNPOR RNOT
MIT INY PIONY
YaNWN Kp 137
VanwWN Rp MTT NPNYTR
Perhaps he gave him some wooden chips
that he refers to as coins.

Therefore, he can swear that he gave him coins,
while actually referring to these chips.

Thus, we see that

MNYT N2 TR

We do follow his understanding?
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The Gemara answers

onn

N177 RIp DIWUD

We follow the actual meaning of his words.
Nevertheless, we are concerned that he will avoid paying
and swear truthfully even according to the actual of the
words by using a trick.

As in the case before Rava;

The debtor had a hollowed-out walking stick in which he
placed the money. He handed it to the creditor, temporari-
ly, to hold it while he swore that he already gave him his
money, which was, technically, the truth. He then took
back his stick.

To prevent this ruse, the Chachamim made the above
disclaimer.

2.

Another question;

NIn

WD

|7NT(U’ DR WD YIVAWI

0 MR

DONR YAWN IR DINYT S ROW 17

YT 50 DI NYT Y ROR

In 0ax3 nwIo the Torah relates that when 1727 7wn had Y5
5XIw’ swear to observe the Torah he told them that the
oath is based on the understanding of 7"apn and that of
aon.

The Gemara at first assumes that this was necessary
because if Moshe would, for example, say to them
TIOR IORTORD DD

“Swear that you will heed Hashem’s commandments.*
They might claim

D210 DAY T NVIR PONT

They understood this term to be referring to idols.
Apparently,

THYT AN RN

We do follow his own understanding?

Dedicated By:
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v

onn
X297 XRIpP VN

We follow the actual meaning of his words.

Ay in the case éefam Rava;

The debtor had a hollowed-out walking stick
in which he placed the money.
He handed it to the creditor, temporarily,
to hold it while he swore that he already gave him his money,
which was, technically, the truth.
He then took back his stick.

To prevent this ruse,
the Chachamim made the above disclaimer.

18N 1
HSRIW NXR NYWN YIAVNVO
N MR
DONR Y72WN 2R DONYT HY ROW W7
MYT KV MPNN NYT Y ROR

Inpax) nwHo the Torah relates
that when1»2) hwn had bxw» bbo swear
to observe the Torah
he told them that the oath is based on
the understanding of n"apn and that of nwn.

The Gemara at first assumes that this was necessary
because if Moshe would, for example,
say to them

MOYR IDRT RN MMP

“Swear that you will heed Hashem’s commandments.

”

They might claim

0%201D NTI2Y ININYTR PONT

They understood this term
to be referring to idols.

Apparently,
MNYT N2 12P0TR

We do follow his own understanding?
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The Gemara answers that this might be necessary even if
we say

PR 9 M2

Because

D231 NTAYT

TOR MR 0]

This could be a valid understanding of this word, because
the Pasuk says

277 ORI 903 THR

The Torah uses this term for idols.

Therefore, 1117 nw» needed to preclude such interpreta-
tions.

However, after listing many other terms which could
similarly be misconstrued, the Gemara eventually asks
1o R

MR WY WHWI MRD VW 1P

He could have said, “Swear that you will fulfill all 613
commandments?“ This cannot be understood any other
way?

If so, why was the disclaimer necessary?

Furthermore,

TRYON

YT OV 1D R

Y S DIPn nYT YY

He could merely have had them swear according to his
own understanding; why did he refer to oipnn nyT, as
well?

Clearly, he was not concerned with alternative interpreta-
tions of the oath. Rather,

FPIIWS 797 N RYT N D

He intended for the oath to be according to Hashem'’s
understanding, so they could never nullify the oath.

Dedicated By:
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A
This might be necessary even if we say

12°5TR NMID N2

Because
0°201) NT2YT
MR PR M)
This could be a valid understanding of this word,
because the Pasube
i »oN 9o PN
The Torah uses this term for idols.

Therefore, 1321 nwn needed to preclude
such interpretations.

However, a%z‘er ng/ other termss
4 w/m/far%/ be misconstrued, the Gemara asky

Pe

N2 RN
NIVY WO MRD VW NP

mxn
He could have said,
“Swear that you will fulfill all 613 commandments?”
This cannot be understood any other way?
If so, why was the disclaimer necessary?

Furthermore,
PHYOLN
MMYT DY 1Y RN
" b oipnn NYT Y

He could merely have had them swear according to his own
understanding; why did he refer to Dipnn nyT, as well?

) 4

Clearly, he was not concerned
with alternative interpretations of the oath.

Ruther

NNVIAWY NIDN NN RHT 1 D

He intended for the oath
to be according to Hashem’s understanding,
so they could never nullify the oath.
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The Mishnah continues

TV IR

MY IR

And the responded

7Y ROW IYIIw

If someone asked witnesses to testify on his behalf, which
the Torah obligates them to do, and they swore that they
will not testify; OR

M7 DR 5035 Yaws

One swore not to fulfill a mitzvah;

For example,

1910 MY ROW

25 5 KW

P>on minb Row

Not to build a Sukkah, not to take a Lulav, or not to put on
Teffilin;

In these cases, as well, the Mishnah explains,

RIW NYIAW N7

Mon AT Y parnw

MNVD AN SV

These are all examples of vain oaths, for which one is
liable mp5n if he swore intentionally, but is exempt from a
127p if he swore unintentionally.

As we learned in an earlier Mishnah regarding "2 nyiaw;
MRHA PR 5015 Yaw)

Nvo

One cannot make a "2 N»12w not to do a Mitzvah.
However, he’s mpbn 27 for it as a Xiw nyiaw.

DafHachaim.org

avph N
WMTP WIS
TP RO MY

If someone asked witnesses to testify on his behalf,
which the Torah obligates them to do,
and they swore that they will not testify;

or
MYIm PN Snab paws

One swore not to fulfill a mitzvah;

For ,
255 Huad s‘awn%o neph 8o
19BN MInD Kow

Inthese cases, as well,

NI PPISE N
Mo I by pavme
D [N SN

These are all examples of vain oaths,
for which one is liable mpbn if he swore intentionally,
but is exempt from a )23 if he swore unintentionally.

v
MDD - MNKN NN Spadb vawd

However,
he is mpbp n for it as a N P,
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The Mishnah continues

7 799 Y9IRW IIAW

5IR ROV 1AW

If one first swears that he will eat a certain loaf, and then
swears that he will not eat it;

V72 NYIAW NNVRIN

RV NY1RW PIwm

The first oath is effective, while the second oath is a vain
oath, since he is obligated to eat it to fulfill the first oath.
Therefore,

159K

RIW NY12W S 72

1998 RS

MO NYIAY SV 7Y

If he eats the loaf, he only transgressed the second oath,
but if he does not eat it, he transgresses the first oath, as
the Gemara explains

7V NYIAW DY R

He is then liable for both oaths - he was immediately
liable for the second vain oath, and he is liable for the first
oath when he violates it.

Dedicated By:
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>

1 995 oW mpaw
M9 KOV IS

If one first swears that he will eat a certain loaf,
and then swears that he will not eat it;

“a'2 PN AIYNAA
N2 AP I

The first oath is effective,
while the second oath is a vain oath,

since he is obligated to eat it to fulfill the first oath.
W%ar&,

mooN
N AR SY 8y
M998 89
WaYs MYaR S a5y

If he eats the loaf, he only transgressed the second oath
but if he does not eat it, he transgresses the first oath,

ay the Gemara '
NP1 NYIIY JD R

Heis then liable for both oaths
he was immediately liable for the second vain oath,
and he is liable for the first oath when he violates it.
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We proceed to the next Mishnah:

As Rashi explains, since the next Perek will deal with
other oaths that are limited to certain people and
situations, the Mishnah now explains the scope of a ny1aw
M0 Or RIW NY1Iw:

Zugt di Mishnah

NI NYIY

DWI1 DWIR

DN D2

910011 PIWwI3

A v naw, to do or not to do something, pertains to all
people:

Men or women, relatives or strangers, those who are valid
witnesses and those who are not;

P 2°392 ROV P A 193

Whether inside or outside of the court;

However,

MY 9N

Only if he utters the oaths himself;

And

man T Y parm

T AW 123 AW S

If one violates it intentionally, he is liable mp5n», and if he
violates it unintentionally, he brings a 797 75 127p.

Likewise,

RIW NY1w

DWI DWINI M3

AP PN

o092 PIwIa

7"31°192 XHW) 772191

MY O

A vain oath pertains to all these people and situations, as
well;

However, it differs in punishment, in that

man T Yy 727mM

10D AN DV

If he swore intentionally, he is liable mp5n, but if he swore
unintentionally, he is exempt from a 127p.

However, the Mishnah continues,

W ONRINONR

27N DINR 0N YIVIN

For either oath, one is liable when adjured by another
person. For example,

DY NYIR RS

DY OO M RN

PR ORI IR JVAVN

N

If one declares, “I did not eat today," or “I did not put on
P>on today," and someone tells him, “T adjure you,“ and he
answers JnR, “T accept the oath,“ it is a valid oath, and he is
liable.

DafHachaim.org

>
na'a npIaw
NI
DDA 2P - DYDY BNIND
Moo e

Ana nynw, to do or not to do something,
pertains to all people:
Men or women, relatives or strangers,
those who are valid witnesses and those who are not;

M N xben MR uea
Whether inside or outside of the court;
However,

XY BN
Only if he utters the oaths himself;
Dok AnTe ‘71) Pavm
TN A 3D R o

If oneviolates it intentionally, he is liable mpbp,
and if he violates it unintentionally,
he brings a Tam n5w |29p.

N2 PP
DA

D'21PY DPIAND - DD BYIND
MoIDEIY w3
=12 %353 KOLN 772 153
WY 5

Avain oath pertains to all these people and situations,
as well;

However, it differs in punishment, in that

RIS I p panm
MAD AL O

If he swore intentionally, he is liable mpbp, but if he
swore unintentionally, he is exempt from a)2p.

W AANY B ARN
217 20N DR pavnan

For either oath,
one s liable when adjured by another person.
Forexample,

o 'noaK &Y
DT 1950 NN 89
119N N N TP AW
a1
If one declares,
“I did not eat today,” or “I did not put on p»on today,”

and someone tells him, “I adjure you,” and he answers |oN,
“I accept the oath,” it is a valid oath, and he is liable.
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B2 7T v

The Gemara points out

iMIMv 1 NYIIY N Rp

PRINIY DD

Rlatgighiglals

RO "IN

270 DINROD LIV AN N

The Mishnah first rules that he is only liable if he utters
the oath himself, and then rules that he is liable if someone
else adjures him?

The Gemara answers

PR MIVT R

TR Y RYT R

Ifhe answers »R, he is liable, but if he does not answer
MR, he is not liable, as SXw said

V12V IR PR A1V 57

MT POHAIVIAV R'JIMD

If one answers jR to an oath, it is as if he said it himself,
as the Pasuk says

TR R TURT TINRI

DNW MYRw Y 70

We have B“h completed the third Perek of maw noon,
and in the next Shiur we will begin the fourth Perek,
mTYn nyaw, B'ezras Hashem.

DafHachaim.org

P4

NIMI M NIV N N
PR 1DXD 19D
N5 DHNN oD
NROD DN
2N DMINR 9N LIV NN DT

The Mishnah first rules that he is only liable
if he utters the oath himself, and then rules that he is liable
if someone else adjures him?

> &

JPR NIDT NN
JOR NIY RHT R
If he answers R, he is liable,
but if he does not answer R, he is not liable
Ay feptt said
V1AW INR PR NNYN 9
MT 1PHD2 NY1AW XRIXINDD

If one answersoN to an oath, it is as if he said it himself,

ay the Pasuke
fax ax SRS SR8

DI MW Y 11T
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