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Intro
Today we will 1"va learn 25 97 of m»maw naon
Some of'the topics we will learn about include.

The two ways that 0*7v become liable for mTvn ny1aw

[LaX PRI

If the 07y made the 712w on their own, OR

[mialgh§la7s)

The o7v did not actually make a n»12w, but rather the 17502
made a 712w for the 07y, and they accepted his 7v1aw.

The Mishnah’s Halachah of

v

afniphaly

The o7y are liable even if the 17 5va made the n»aw outside
Bais Din; however

oo

PIm2a

The o7y must make the 1795 inside Bais Din.

The distinction regarding multiple my1aw whether the 2w was
outside or inside Bais Din.

The Halachah of

TARD IV 119

PN TIw

If the two 07v were 71910 simultaneously, each 7y becomes liable
fora 79 " 12970

However

1999

7 INR

MO WM 27N PURINA

If the two 07y were 7910 one after the other, only the first 7y is
127972 277, but the second 7y is 1279p» MO

The Machlokes regarding

TAR TY VIUD

Ifthe y2in adjured a single 7v whose testimony can only obligate
the yani to make a 712w, but it cannot obligate the yani to pay;
PYPWY *272 TWY5R 127 holds

271 TR TY VAWUD

Because he holds

P 0N 2T

MT NI

Since an 71X 7V's testimony could possibly cause pm», for if the
vani decides not to swear he must pay the y2in, the m7y is
considered for pmn.

While the o»om hold

MNOD TAR TV Y IVD

Because they hold

b 07N 127

MT ORI IR

An m7p that only causes a possible 1151 is not considered yimn.

There are three types of m7y regarding 7010:

First

ﬁ1j7‘7 7‘”}

Two o7y testify that the husband warned his wife not to be
secluded with the suspected person. Then

77No 7Y

Two o7y testify that the wife was secluded with that person.
She now becomes a 7010 who is obligated to drink the o
oIRmn, and if she refuses to drink she loses her Kesubah which
is pmon.

PRIV T

If after 70O 1P, even one 7Y testifies that the wife was nan
with the other person, she does not drink o987 0> and she
automatically loses her Kesubah.
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So, let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

TR MTYN NYIAW

How does one become liable for m7yin nyiaw?

DIWY IR

MY IR

If a person told two o7 to come testify on his behalf, and
the 7Y made a m»aw and said

aviaw

Y P PV UR PRY

We swear that we do not know a testimony for you.

OR

Even if the o7v did not actually make a ny1aw, but rather
the p75v1 adjured the o7, and they accepted his nvaw;
for example,

The o7v told the 752

m7Y PO PYIVY IR PR

And the p75va told them

D25V IR YWD

PR 1IN

I place a n»1aw upon you that you are telling the truth, to
which the o7p responded Amen;

7270 OR 1

The o7v are liable for a 791 79 129, because R is an
acceptance of the myiaw.

As Rashi adds; however,

VIV IR PNV DR

MY NP IR PR

If after the 7 5va1 made the m»aw the o7 kept quiet, they
are 1o because they did not accept the nyaw.

DafHachaim.org

R4
T80 MApa Ry

How does one become liable for mTvn pynw?

2 AN
WP I

If a person told two DT to come testify on his behalf,
and the o1y made a 2w and said

MY
PP R PP U PR
We swear that we do not know a testimony for you.

(0)
Even if the pr1v did not actually make a nv1w,
but rather the p1 5v2 adjured the pr1p,
and they accepted his nyw;

/or erample,

The D1 told the pT bv2
PP R PR us PN
And the T bva told them
099y N P awn
19 Y1)

Iplace anvaw upon you that you are telling the truth,
to which the p1v responded Amen;

PN AON
The pv1v are liable for a Tm nbw 237,
because R is an acceptance of the nyaw.

Rashis addy; however,
OMISED IO HE OH
D7D HO3P 1H5 PH
f% a%fer the 3 fyo made the syl the sy éep‘ quiet,
z‘/be?/ are 0o because z%e?/ Aid not accept the >yC.
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The Mishnah proceeds with examples of the following
Halachos:

»aw

afaipRaly

The o7y are liable even if the Y210 made the n»aw outside
Bais Din. However,

079D

P71

The o7y must make the 17795 inside Bais Din.

DPYO WD OT5Y YIwn

75 vin

If the y2in made five mmaw for the o7y while they were
outside Bais Din, and the o7y made a 7795 outside Bais
Din, it depends:

1T 77298

b

Ifthe o7y then came inside Bais Din and admitted that
they do know the m7y, they are 1o from a j27p, because
their initial 779> was outside Bais Din.

However

179

AR IAR 55D parn

If the ©7Y then came inside Bais Din and again denied that
they know the M7y, they are liable for five mi29p, one for
each n»1aw, because their 7795 was inside Bais Din, and
the no> takes effect on all five myaw.

However,

19531 7723192 DY ' POV Y Iwn

NAR ROR P71 1R

If the y21n made the five m»aw inside Bais Din, and the
7Y denied that they know the m7, they are liable only
for one 127 for the first maw;

As pypw 17 explains;

Dyov an

M M PHY DPRIYRIN

Once the 0’7 are 7910 in Bais Din, they can no longer
retract and testify, because

TAD IWMIPR W TV D

Once o7 testified in Bais Din, they cannot testify again
on the same matter. Therefore,

ANWRIT O YN >0 YR myiawn 5

The no3 took effect only on the first 712w, when the o7y
were still able to testify, but not on the other four mmaw,
because at that point the ©7» were no longer able to
testify.

DafHachaim.org

N2 A
Ak M a5 pn
The 1y must makethe  ThepTv are liable even if
no) inside Bais Din. the v2in made the hyaw
outside Bais Din.

DD WM BToY Pawn
2% ¥in
If the vy made five mmaw for the o1y while they were
outside Bais Din, and the Ty made a N> outside Bais Din,

I 7725 IS
AmYlah

If the DTy then came inside Bais Din and admitted
that they do know the mTy, they are 2w from a )2,
because their initial ny9> was outside Bais Din.

/L/OW@{/@V

Rl
NRNY AR 53 5y ravn

If the o1 then came inside Bais Din
and again denied that they know the mTy,
they are liable for five ma23p, one for each ny1aw,

because their ny9> was inside Bais Din,
and the no> takes effect on all five mvw.

/7/0M/@(/@V,
ompn M by pawn
1982197282
PN RON 120 1N
If the v2in made the five mmaw inside Bais Din,

and the o1y denied that they know the my,
they are liable only for one )2 for the first nmaw;

Ay il ) Wm& A
opw M
PTIAY MA5 PO 2N NI

Once the pvTv are 13 in Bais Din,
they can no longer retract and testify,

because

TR NN N 20 T D

Once o7y testified in Bais Din,
they cannot testify again on the same matter.
W@%ﬂr&,
mowa% v Aawn B
MR 1 P

The n> took effect only on the first nvaw,
when the D1y were still able to testify,
but not on the other four mvnw,
because at that point the D1y were no longer able to testify.
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And the Gemara explains the source for

o3

P71

The 7753 must be made inside Bais Din, because the
Pasuk states

MY RWN X RS OR

The word 7» teaches

DIPPAROR 5 NIOR RS

PO T 2NN AT T IRY

The o7y are 21 for m7vn NY12w only if the 779> was
inside Bais Din where their testimony would be accepted

But nevertheless

v

iafaibRaly

The y2110 can make the ny12w even outside Bais Din,
because the Braisa derives from the Pasuk

TORD AR DWRI VT RN

The word nnxb teaches

AR AR 525 2705

The o7 can be liable for multiple n117p, one for each
712w, and this can only be if the my1aw were made outside
Bais Din. But if the myaw were made inside Bais Din, the
7Y are only 27n for the first 712w as the Mishnah
explains

M7 > P 0rRI ORI

Therefore,
7725 PN Ivaw
772217795

The Mishnah continues

TARI IV 170

PN MY

If the two 07y denied it simultaneously, each 7» becomes
liable for a 7911 9 1297, because each Ty was able to
testify together with the other,

and as the Gemara explains 77X 179> would be possible,
1.
Either, according to *>"5311 °0v 17 who holds
DIHXY TWONR

We can calculate the exact moment.

OR

2.

Even according to the o»>n who hold
D3HEY TWOR R

They cannot calculate the exact moment;
The Mishnah refers to

TARY TAR D 17990W N0

a0 Sw T 0

And

WINPT NDTIOPN

The second 7Y made his 7795 right after the first 7v within
the time that it takes to greet someone.

DafHachaim.org

N0
PT N

1Y
17 1°2% YN

=i X' TN
WP RPH
NON 75 MR RO
T TIan 1ORY Dipp2

N NT 2NNN

The D1 aremn
for mTvn NV only
if then»o> was inside
Bais Din where their
testimony would be

accepted

oiNRY D= NI
=N TN

NN NN 55 5y 27nd
The p1v can be liable many my,
one for each nvw, and this can
only be if the mmaw were made
outside Bais Din.

But if the mmaw were made
inside Bais Din, the b1y
are only 2nn for the first nyaw
as the Mishnah explains
MM NS phid DR NN

TAND JNY 82
PANA Y
Ifthe two DY denied it simultaneously,

each Tv becomes liable for a T3 nbw )27,
because each v was able to testify together with the other,

The Gemaras @%zl%m 294 190
would é@/zowﬁfa,

_1_

According to»51n0» 12y who holds

DNDND YwON

We can calculate the exact moment.

-2 -
Even according to the pwon who hold
DNDND IWOR N
They cannot calculate the exact moment;
Wm'mﬁm/w%wy f
TDN) TNR 5> noow Nas
MIan Sy M7 mm
and
WT INTI INDT 1D 7)D

The second Tv made his ny9> right after the first Tv
within the time that it takes to greet someone.
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The Mishnah continues, however,

0 IR 72179

MNOO IV 271 PRI

If the two o7 were 7913 one after the other, only the first
TV is 270, because he was able to testify together with the
second T7Y;

But the second 7y is 09, because since the first 7v
became disqualified through his 7793, the second 7y was
no longer able to testify on his own without the first 7.

The Gemara concludes that the Mishnah is actually a
Machlokes in the following Braisa:

MNOD TAR TV YIVD

20T PPV *272 NYOR AN

If the y2in adjured a single 7, whose testimony can only
obligate the yani to make a 12w, but it cannot obligate
the yani to pay;

The o1on hold that the 77X 7Y is Mo from a 127p, while
PYPW 72792 1YHR 17 holds the TAR 7Y isa nina j29p

And accordingly, our Mishnah that says

NOO WM

Even though he can still testify for a ny1aw, concurs only
with the omon.

DafHachaim.org

YN

71NN 21980
NDD WM 211 PPN

If the two DTv were 191> one after the other,
only the first Tv is 270, because he was able to testify
together with the second Tv;

But the second T is WD,
because since the first Tv became disqualified
through his ny92, the second Tv was no longer able
to testify on his own without the first Tv.

The Gemara concludes that the Mishnah
& Mr‘wﬂy w Machlokes in the /e%wmﬁz Braisa:
TRR TY YI2VN
MLVD
PYNW 2292 WYHR 22N
2NN

Ifthe van adjured a single Tv,

whose testimony can only obligate the van) to make a nv1w,

but it cannot obligate the van) to pay;

The pnon hold that the DR Tv is WD from a)2p,
while punw 1272 95N 27 holds the TR Ty is N in a2

And Mishnahy that sayy
NS M
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. The Gemara now elaborates on this Machlokes:
As the Gemara later explains
727D INOA PR

1 NY"AN2 ROR 22TP 21NON PN
The o7v are liable for a j27p only if they made a 1795 for ])D)D hynana NbN

The p1v are liable for ajap only if they made a o>
for an mTv on a monetary claim.

an M7V on a monetary claim. And
IR NP WY R TR TY VT
All agree that a TnR 7V’s testimony can only obligate the

defendant in a 712w, but cannot extract money. MN D TNHN TY V”OT

And the Machlokes is as follows NN NP ﬂD)JWb

PYPW 1372 7WYOR 37 holds All agree that a TnR Tv’s testimony

270 TIR TV V20D can only obligate the defendant in anvaw,

Becguse he holds but cannot extract money.

S oM 327

]’m e PN S PR Wé »?

Since an TnX TV's testimony could possibly cause pnm, for TR TY V2 I2VN TR TY Y2IWN

if the yami decides not to swear he must pay the y1in, the

mTY is considered for pon. mMod N

While the oypan hold PoPd DMN AT popd DN 12T

Because they hold DT DD IND DT PODI

b omin 1T An Ty that only Since an 1NN Tv’s testimony

T NI IND . . ' possibly cause jipp could possibly cause o,
. AnmTy that only possibly cause 1 is not considered is not considered pon. for if the van) decides not to

LSS swear he must pay the v,

the miT is considered for .
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The Gemara proceeds with »ax who applies the following
five cases to the Machlokes of
IAR TV Y IVD

7010 TV DTN 5N

7010 7Y 0TI Do

7010 TV NPT

TR TV 0T 5N

VIV SY TN ITIDY T2 0TIN DI

To explain the first three that apply to 7010, we must
review the three types of m7y regarding 7vio:

1.

First

NPTV

Two o7y testify that the husband warned his wife not to
be secluded with the suspected person. Then

2.

YN0 7Y

Two o7 testify that the wife WAS secluded with that
person.

She now becomes a nv10 who is obligated to drink the on»
o7Rnn, and if she refuses to drink she loses her Kesubah
which is pon.

3,

ARMIO TY

If after 7vno 7P, even one Ty testifies that the wife was
i with that person, she does not drink o871 o and
she automatically loses her Kesubah.

Dedicated By:
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N
applies the following five cases
to the Machlokes of

TNR TY Y2VD

) 4 3 2 1

9on  Don npvnn YO0 Yon
DTN DT MTY2 DTN DTN
Y2 Tya DVID TY2 TYa
ITIDW  TNX VIO NVID
9 TYON
YWD

NNDID TD
If after nynD1 >y,
even one T
testifies that the
wife was nam with
that person, she
does not drink pwm

pnpn and she  obligated to drink
automatically the D INDD DD,
loses her Kesubah.  and if she refuses
to drink she loses
her Kesubah
which is pop.

nMYND TY

Two DT testify

’)3’,7 TD
Two DT testify
that the wifewas that the husband

secluded with ~ warned his wife
that person.  not to be secluded
She now becomes  with a suspected
anvb who is person.
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Now »ax says as follows:

1.

21w 7O TV DTN 5N

ARDIV TV

All agree that if an xm© 7V made a false mMTYA NYIAW
denying that he knows mTy, he is liable for a j27p, because
his mTy alone can cause her to lose her Kesubah which is
.

2.

TNOOW VI TV DTN M

nrp T

All agree that if the " *7v made a false m7vn ny1aw, they
are not liable for a j29p, because

DINT OM NNT

Their mTY alone cannot cause her to lose her Kesubah,
because nno 7Y are still required.

3,

7010 TV NPT

masivkesbal

And they disagree if the 7710 7 made a false nyaw
mIvn:

PYPW *2792 1°5R 227 holds

T P b 0N 12T

7m

They are 27n, because since their M7y can possibly cause
her to lose her Kesubabh - if she decides not to drink the o
D1IRD, it is considered pon.

While the o'»on hold

Ponb 0N T

MT PO IRS

NV

They are 1709, because since their m7Y only causes a
possible pon, it is not considered pmon.

DafHachaim.org

//pt

1

27NW NVIO TY2 DTN 9ON
RPNV TY2

All agree that if an o 70 made a false TV PYIIY
denying that he knows niTy, he is liable for a)23p,
because his mTv alone can cause her to lose
her Kesubah which is pop.

2

MVDW NVID TP DTN YOM
NP T2
All agree that if the n»p Ty made a false mTvn HV12WY,
they are not liable for a)23p,
because

DT DN NInT
Their mTv alone cannot cause her to lose her Kesubah,
because nnp 1T are still required.

3

NVID *TY2 NN
N1 N0 YTYa
And they disagree
if the n»np TV made a false MTvH PY1W:

PN S 93 7)1/,@ Y
DD DNIAN AT POVD DININ 2T
WT P IND WT ION
MDD) pil))

Because since their mTy
can possibly cause her
to lose her Kesubah - if
she decides not to drink

the pMNPN DD,
it is considered p».

Because since their mTp
only causes
a possible iy,
it is not considered pop.
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4.

TAR TV DT O

RIR 77

T

All agree that if the 77X 7 in the case of Xaxk "Tmade a
false m7Y1 Nv1aw he is liable for a 127p, because his M7y
causes .

This refers to the well-known case of Xax '77 X301 in NoON
NIN2 823, which is a case of

Yaw> 512 1R YIw 200

DHWH PAWD Y13 PRI AVIAW 1IN0 DI

He must pay, because he cannot utilize the nyaw which
would exempt him from payment.

5.

WA SY TN ITAIOW TY1 DTN D0

This refers to a case where both sides are suspected of
swearing falsely. Therefore,

15 2% MYIIY AN

DOWN YWY 9127 WRW P

DafHachaim.org

4

TR TY2 D*7IN YON
RaR 17
ELIn

All agree that if the DR Tv in the case of Ran
made a false mTvn n12W he is liable for a)27p,
because his mT causes .

) 4

N2N 7T NOD)

in N2 822 Nopp, which is a case of

IS 513 1R VI MDD
IS 51> 18 D1 2Mpn bo)

DOWD
He must pay, because he cannot utilize the nmaw
which would exempt him from payment.

S

o>7In 9oN
NYI2WA DY TIVN 1TADW TY2

This refers to a case where both sides
are suspected of swearing falsely

W%am,
N> NN NVIIY NN
DOWY LIWD 5121 1RY PN
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The Mishnah concludes as follows:

DTV 2 °Nw Yn

IV 7792 2"ARI ANWRIT 79D

m2 R rnw

If there were two sets of 0*7v on the same testimony, and
first set was 9910 and then the second set was 7915, both
sets are liable, because

PRI DTRNND Y MITYIW 100

Each set can testify without the other set.

The Gemara asks

270NN IV ROV

ORI 15 19907

RIDR ANWRT ROR

IV ROV R

Only the second set should be liable, because at the time
of their 7797 the first set was not able to testify, and their
1795 caused a loss of inn;

But the first set should not be liable because at the time of
their 7705 the second set was still able to testify, and their
1793 did not cause a loss of jimn.

Therefore, the Gemara explains

JPPOY R RIA

JPIIWIA PP ANWRI NPOI NYWA PIV AW D

moon jPMmwn

At the time of the first set’s 779, the second set was not
able to testify, because they were related through their
wives, but then their wives died, and they became eligible
to testify, and even though at the time of the first 7705 the
wives were already in the process of dying, we do not
assume that they are sure to die, and since the second set is
not able to testify, their 7705 caused a loss of imn.

DafHachaim.org

%44

RYIY N2 N A
AT 900 D"ARY - ANYNSA 798D
nann o
If there were two sets of D"Tv on the same testimony,
and first set was 01> and then the second set was 91>,

both sets are liable,
because

D PRY DY AT B
avale!

Each set can testify without the other set.

?

INNN MW Npbwa
NOWRI NS M®OT
INDN NIIWRI NN

MW RO N

Only the second set should be liable,
because at the time of their ">
the first set was not able to testify,

and their o> caused a loss of pp;

But the first set should not be liable
because at the time of their ">
the second set was still able to testify,
and their nyo> did not cause a loss of .

v
ﬂbera//&m, the QWJ/W
]2PDD )R RO
NAYRNI NPOD NYWI MIW niynw 1ad
PRI PP
MDD )R]
At the time of the first set’s "9,

the second set was not able to testify,
because they were related through their wives,

but then their wives died,
and they became eligible to testify,
and even though at the time of the first ">
the wives were already in the process of dying,
we do not assume that they are sure to die,

and since the second set is not able to testify,
their n»o> caused a loss of .
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