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Intro

Today we will 1”va learn "> 97 of myaw naon 1131 nb’l’” ’JN ”’an
Some of the topics we will learn about include. ’J]bg T’: ,b w,w
The Mishnah’s Halachah regarding n'f’:RI I’t 31 ‘f’ nD1wn1 ]1'“79

121050 IR YWD’

7R 5T T DM pTpe 1he Tab ww

If the y2in placed upon the o7y a 12w for multiple types
of claims;

OR

121050 IR YWD’

PPOI PIVWI PO TR

If the y2in placed upon the o7y a 712w for multiple items
of even one type of claimy;

If the 7Y made a general n»12w, they require only one
1277 but if the o7v made a detailed nyaw they require

multiple miap. mnn DJP ’T}) ”73wn

The question of

D OIP TV Y1IAWD

If the y2in placed upon the o7v a 712w regarding a ©1p, a

penalty, that so and so owes him, and the o>7v made a
. 71793, a denial, are the o7y liable?

191 09"9Y 2R YIVD
PO PNYWI PON NTPD

And the Gemara says that this question depends on the

two

DIM W72 MYOR 227 NS / /
Regarding 795 9 2D
oIPANTIN PPN € ﬂ/t P /)///)/‘/
D7V IR IMIN

If a person first admitted to Bais Din that he owes a ©1p,

and afterward two 0”7 confirmed that he owes the ©ip; is D’.r}, 1&: D”nR1

he liable to pay the oip?

And in their Machlokes regarding 7nR 7” ”’:\’JD

TAR TV VAV

Ifthe yain placed a 12w on a single 7y whose testimony
can place upon the yan only a 72w obligation that might
possibly lead to pow, whether the 7793 is considered for
1 because the yany might decide not to swear, but rather ,f, ’JR\’J

pay.

The Mishnah’s Halachah of an.IJ ]: ’J’N\’J
;2:}391’:; N]?;,:Nw W1 12 °PRY 1D IR’ r13~| nxt'l,n ]: ’J’N\’J
1NOD 1R 1N

If the y2in placed upon the o7y a 712w for a non-mone-
tary claim, the 07p are j29p1 1090 because their 770> was
not for pm», and the Gemara cites several sources that the
arnapplies only to jn ny»an.
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So, let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

NTYM INIAN R DR DHY IR IWD

TR T T WM PR 150 725 ww

If the y2in adjured o7Y for multiple types of claims, that
they should testify that so and so owes me my item that he
was safeguarding, and a loan, and my item that he stole,
and my lost item that he found;

The amount of m129p that the o7v are liable for depends
on the following;

Y 15 PYTY IR PRY DAY

TINR ROR P71 PR

If the o7y made a general 712w, that we don’t know any
m7Y for you, they are liable for only one j27j because they
made only one ny1aw. However,

MO T2 WV PYTY IR PRY IVIAW

ATIARI T T WM TR

nARI AR 55 parn

If the o7y made a detailed 712w, that they do not know an
mTY for each claim, they are liable for four n329p, one for
each claim, because this is considered multiple my1aw.

Similarly,

VM IRIAN R DR DDV IR VAW

M9 7Y VW

PROI PNVWY PON TP

If the y2in adjured the o7v for multiple items of even one
type of claim, that they should testify that so and so owes
me, wheat, barley, and spelt that he was safeguarding, it
depends:

Y P PYTY IR PRY IMAW

AR ROR P71 PR

If the o7y made a general 712w, that we don’t know any
m7Y for you, they are liable for only one j27j because they
made only one 12w, However,

MY 75 PYTY NR PRY AYIAw

PPOI PRV PON N0 TP VW

AR AR 555 parn

If the o7y made a detailed 712w, that they do not know an
mTY for each item, they are liable for four ni327p, one for
each item, because this is considered multiple mmaw.
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Ifthe v2n adjured D1y for multiple types of claims,
they should testify that so and so owes me...

My item he was guarding,
Aloan,

An item he stole,

My lost item he found,

The amount of mxp that the o1y are liable for
depends on the following:

VA AP
PUTIY UN PR PP NN PN
Mo T2 15 Yy
= IR - TR NON 1371 PN
TN - o1 NN
NN AnR 95 5y pavn Ifthenm

Ifthe pTv made a detailed nmaw, made a general v,
that they do not know an nr7v for ~ that wedon't know any
each claim, they are liable for iy foryou, they are
four mxdp, one for each claim, liable for only one)p
because this is considered because they made

multiple myaw. only onenpv.

YTPRY NS 8D a8 2oHY N Prawn
MH o
IR0 - PYPEN - an - NEPpE
Ifthe v2n adjured the v for multiple items

of even one type of claim,
that they should testify that so and so owes me,

Wheat - Barley - Spelt
that he was safeguarding,
it dependy:

MY MY
TP PYT AN PNY DY AN PN

MM 9D a0 e Iy
1ADIDY RN NON 12V PN

nRNY RN 9o 5p pavn NN

Ifthe o1y made a detailed nyaw,  If the Ty made a general
that they do not know an mTy nvaw, that we don’t know
for each item, any m1p for you, they are
they are liable for four mxp, liable for only one 23
one for each item, because because they made
this is a multiple mvw. only one nyw.
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The Gemara proceeds with the following question:

MO RVIR

T OIR TY YAwn

If the y2in adjured the o7y regarding a ©1p, a penalty, that
so and so owes him a ©1p, and the 7Y denied it

Perhaps, the o7p are 129p» 7109, because

WM AT IIRT D

79 999 R RO IRD

Since the yani can admit that he owes the 03 and become
M09, the 0*7Y's denial is not for 1, a monetary claim, and
the 12790 2rn applies only to an M7y of pmn.

OR

The o7y are 1292 2N, because

PTIR RD RPD ROWA

Since at the time of the 77705 the yani had not admitted to
the o1p, their denial was for pmn.

DafHachaim.org

/D/t'}’p't
N 0p Ty »I2VN

Ifthe v adjured the pTv regarding a pap,
that so and so owes him a pap,
and the p1v denied it

The DTV are)29p» MWD, The o1 are)23p2 270,

because because

DTN 1YRT D

RN RNWN
YTIR RY

Since at the time of the
N> the vanm) had not
admitted to the pap, their
denial was for jion.

VDM
R1IND IRY
MY 991 Rp

Shevuos 33-3



25 57 nian

And the Gemara elaborates, that this question depends on
two DM W73 MYHR 127 Nponn as follows:

1.

There is a M W72 7WYHR 27 nponn regarding
IPANTIN

DTV IR D"NN

If a person first admitted in Bais Din that he owes a ©1p,
which exempted him from the ©1p, and afterward two o7
testified that he owes the ©3p; is he liable to pay the oip?

There is no question according to w"72 MY5R 17 who holds
OIpanTmn

D7V IN2 I"NNY

0

That he certainly holds

OIP 7TV VAU

n

Because even after the yani was 77», the o7 can still
testify to make him pay the ©1p, therefore their 7795 is for
o,

The question is only according to the o>on who hold
o3P ATID

D7V IR2 D"MNY

Rileh)]

If the vani was to be 17, the 07Y can no longer make him
pay the o1p;

Therefore, perhaps

01 Y YWD

N0

Because the 77795 is not for on;

OR

OIp TV VWD

rn

Because

PTIR RY RPD RNWA

And their 7795 was for pnomn.
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And the: Gemara elaborates,
that this question de

Ww/ﬁ/ o wo /)/o/ﬁﬁ/ between

oy 0" 95 7)’)/)@ »

4
There iy one, /;/)/ﬁ,«/ between ppoy €5 7;7% »)
regarding
DIp2 NTID
0>TY 1IR3 D"NRY)

If a person first admitted in Bais Din that he owes a pap,
which exempted him from the pap,
and afterward two D1 testified that he owes the pp;
is he liable to pay the pop?

According to w"2 3158123 who holds
DTD IR2 D”NDN) DIpP2 NTID
N

He cerfw»[?/ holdy
DJP MYV VIVN
277N
Because even after the van) was N,

the p1v can still testify to make him pay the pap,
therefore their nyo2 is for on.

However according to the pwaon who hold

DTD IN2 D"DN) DIp2 NTID
7DS

Perhaps..
DIPITY Y2VN  DIP MTY YIAVD
27N MOD

Because Because the o2
TIN R R NDWN is not for pow;
And their nyo> was for jon.
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2.

And there is another oM w2 TYHR 227 Nbnn in the
previous Dafregarding

TAR TV VAV

If the y2in adjured a single 7Y whose testimony can place
upon the van3 only a M12w obligation that might possibly
lead to pon, whether the 7793 is considered for pmon
because the yani might decide not to swear, but to pay.

There is no question if the 0»on of ©12 771 hold like *27
"1 WYHR regarding

TAR TV VAV

7N

And they certainly would hold

OIP TV VIVD

N

Because

IS 0N 72T

MT PN

Even though the m7y will cause a possible o only if the
vani would not be ©3p2 77, this is also considered i

The question is only if the o»on of ©1p2 770 hold like the
o»on regarding

AR TY V20D

Nvo

Because

orS 0Mn 127

M7 NI IRD

An m7p that only causes a possible p1» is NOT consid-
ered oy

What would they hold, regarding,

OIp Y VIV

Perhaps, the ©1p is considered only a b o), because
OO ATV IPRT 1D

75992 Rp RN IR

If the yani would be ©ipa 7 he would be Moo,

OR

2
And anather npihy between ppons €' y)/é »
in the previous Da% ra?a//w%/
TR TY Y22VND

Ifthe v adjured a single Tv whose testimony
can place upon the pan) only a nyaw obligation
that might possibly lead to o,
whether the "2 is considered for ppn
because the van) might decide not to swear, but to pay.

There i no Lo % the: ppon o% opp DI
hotd lite ?"% Jj)/é ») regaf/mg/
TR TY Y22VN
2N
And f/be?/ oerm‘nf?/ woudd hold
DI TY Y22WN
271N
Because
WT NN ]))9)9:7 D72nN 12T

Even though the mTp will cause a possible pp» only
if the and would not be ppa N,
this is also considered pop.

The question i owf?/ 7/& the: ppon % o DI
hold like the ppon regar mg/

TR TV VIYD
DD
Because

popb DNIN 2T

WT PN IND

What would they hold, regarding,
DJp YTD »IPD

Py

Perhaps, the pap is considered ~ Or the pap is considered mma pon
only a5 b, because and not pmnb pna, because

NTILIDNT 0D R NDYN

The ©1p is considered 713 1m and not N5 0, because
PTIR RD RPD ROV

Since at the time of the 77’95 the yan: had not been 7 1n
o373, the MmTY alone can make him pay the oip.

IO "TIN R
NOJIDD ) Nb Since at the time of the ny®>
the van) had not been papa NN
)] ] )
n b 19O N P the mTv alone can make him
Ifthe »any would be pp2 nTn
' pay the pip.
he would be Mo.

-
eskel
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The Gemara attempts to bring several proofs that

OIP TV L IVD

N

From the 9’0 of our Mishnah, which seems to be
discussing several claims of ©1p, and the Mishnah rules
panm;

However, the Gemara answers that we could say

OIp 7TV YIUD

Nvo

Because in each claim there is an opinion that it's o, or
that a part that is 7»», and the 07 are 271 only for the
parts that are pnw, as follows:

The Mishnah says;

DY IR YIVD

M50 7205 VW NTYM INIAN KD DR

The yain adjured the o7v for the following claims:

1.

RN

There'’s an opinion that
RPTI RO

RION

And even according to the opinion
NPT RO

ROIP

The Mishnah is discussing
MR PIIsN

> 703 RMYAT

NI RIDOT

2.

555 mwn

TOPM YR HHWN

Although the m’'11 50 are ©ip?
However, the 19 is pon.

3,
T2 DR NHD WR DIRY)

N2 DR N9

Although the initial payment of inom iR is a ©IP?
However, the is also 0191 nw13, which is pmon.

Dedicated By:
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v

D1p 7Y Y2IVD
2N

However, the Gemara answers that we could say
D1p 7Y Y22V
MNOD

Because in each claim there is an opinion that it’s pop,
or that a part that is pop,
and the o1 are 27n only for the parts that are pop,
as follows:

099y 3N e
"aHD T3 % B WTYNY NS 85 oN

The v21n adjured the o1 for the following claims:

- 1 -
PraoxNn
And an gpinion thatt
RPT1 RAOD
RDIP

The Mishnah is discussing

MMIR P11 XN
NID NOWDOHT N5 a3 NNOONT

—_ 2 —
595 "MHVN
NWHM NY2IR MMIOWN

Although them ' 595" are pap.
However, the 1y is .

There’s an gpinion that
RPT1 RADD
RN

—_ 3 —_
"1 DX 219D WIR DIRWY)
"N2 NXR NNDY

Although the initial payment of nnom DN is a Dy.
However, the is also pao nwn, which is ipy.
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The Mishnah also lists two cases which are certainly jmn:
1.

I

Full damages;

And

2,

71235701

»an 1 Sanw

W IR POTIW)

D9 D2

72°m 15K 0

The y21’s own son hit him with no wound, or someone
else hit the Y211 with a wound, or someone set fire to the
v2in's silo, and all these occurred on Y om Kippur, in
which the yan1 is obligated to compensate the y2in;

In all these cases, the 07y are liable for a 129 because
their 095 was for imn.

This question of ©3p "7V Y’awWH remains unresolved.

Zugt Di Mishnah

1Y INIAN RS DR 025V IR YAwD

PRI 172 7IND

el 12°PRY AW 12 PRY

If the y21n adjured the o7 for a non-monetary claim, that
the o7 should testify that the y2in was a 17> or ", or that
the y2in is an eligible ;7> whose mother was not a
divorcee and had not accepted n3"5m;

OR

15150 WRW 719159 WRY

ARIOM J1IPRY WA 12 IPRY

One person asked the o7 to testify about someone else
that he is a j73 or 9, or an eligible j7>, and

INWIT2 R22

The vain assigned this person to handle his affairs, in
which he is now considered the y2in, and the o7y heard
the mmaw from the yn;

Nevertheless,

PV 1R M1

The o7 are 129p» 00 because their 7795 was not for
.

DafHachaim.org

vl

Full damages;

Y9vam v3 banme - 3 N
WA N YT
QYA Y2
PIVA 9K 1
Thevan’s own son hit him with no wound,
or someone else hit the v2n with a wound,
or someone set fire to the vn’s silo,

and all these occurred on Yom Kippur,
in which the vana is obligated to compensate the v,

In all these cases, the DTy are liable for a)2p
because their "> was for .

This question of pap TV V2WN remains unresolved.

nby N prawn
TP NN &b oN
"5 e 172 ANY
3o ]2 MR NN 12 MR
Ifthe 2 adjured the o1 for a non-monetary claim,
that the D1 should testify that the v1» was a3 ornb,
orthat the v is an eligible jn>

whose mother was not a divorcee
and had not accepted nbn;

(0):4
"9 150 LR i DD BN
FRYOM 12 N AT 2 N

One person asked the v to testify about someone else that
heis a)n> ornb, or an eligible)n>, and

AN N22

The v2n assigned this person to handle his affairs,
in which he is now considered the van,
and the pr1v heard the nvaw from the vip;

MBS 1O

The DT are j23pn NDLD
because their nm9> was not for pon.
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The Mishnah continues, however

M2 NR 1D WR DIRY

N2 DR N

If one person asked the 07v to testify about someone else,
that the yani coerced or seduced another person’s
daughter into cohabitation;

P00 1HR 0

The o7 are 129pn» M09, even though the claim was also
for oo nwia which are 111w, because as Rashi explains
YINN O WHY W 1PYIT

The 07 did not hear the 712w directly from the v2in, and
even though the ¥211n made a nxwA N, however regarding
nom onR a kw1 would not be effective, because

oW T ROP RYTITNT

D ARWIT ANINY XD RS

One cannot assign someone to claim assets that were
never in his possession.

The Mishnah continues

3272 53w

»an 1 Sanw

T YT

nawa

P00 1HR 1

If the yain asked the o7 to testify that the y211n’s own son
hit him with no wound, or someone else hit the y2in with a
wound, or someone set fire to the v2in's silo, and all these
occurred on Shabbos, the o7 are not liable for a j29p
because since the yani is exempt from compensation
based on

prpaTarhop

Because he is 7 2 nnen 20m;

Therefore, their 779> was not for pn.

The Gemara proceeds with four sources for

92T NI PRY PID

PR NYANa ROR

The j29p 2vn for m7Yn NY1Aw applies only if they knew
and denied an M7y for a monetary claim, which will be
discussed at length in the next Shiur.
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Y2 1N 90D 2N DINY
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If one person asked the D11y to testify about someone else,
that the van coerced or seduced another person’s daughter
into cohabitation;

MNBD 9N

The DT are)23p» MWD,
even though the claim was also for pao nwia which are o,

because ay Rashis @(/}l@m/
D3O 0N \WDNEE 11V37
The przy did nat hear the >yt /Lrecf[?/ /mm the yau,
and even z%ou?h the you made a >, however
re?@r/m?/ WM oyt & > would not be #m‘wa
because

DO DY75 HLVY H57 Y77

OND DHEID 3DIMND 5N PO
o someone Ty claim assely
that were never in /MA//MMWW

"3 3 bame
0 3 bame
W YT
naws
PN N

Ifthe vin asked the prv to testify that the vain’s
own son hit him with no wound,
or someone else hit the v2n with a wound,
or someone set fire to the in’s silo,
and all these occurred on Shabbos,
the v are not liable for ajam
because since the vana is exempt from compensation

based on
WD N2IYT2 D Dp

Because he is pT m2 nmp 0n;
Therefore, their n»o> was not for pop.

One cannot

The Gemara proceeds with four sources for

927N 20N PRY PN
N NY22N2 ROR

The)2p 2rn for mTvn n12w applies only if they knew
and denied an mTv for a monetary claim.
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