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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 1" 97 of myaw noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

7199R1 797 Sy vaws

If someone swore not to eat a certain loaf of bread, and
then ate it, whether he can still nullify the oath?

These Halachos may depend on whether he said

59IR ROYW

Not to eat from the loaf, or

DR ROW

Not to eat the entire loaf;

W Sy SN v pr
A subsequent oath cannot take effect on a previous
identical oath.

The Gemara discusses various scenarios, including:

1.

1703 5IR RO viaw

nHMNDR

If someone swears, “I shall not eat from this loaf, if T eat
from this other loaf,“ thus making one loaf the 7o', the
prohibition, and the other loaf the *xin, the condition.

2

NN RSN

NHINR DR IR R

NHOINR DR IR R

He swore not to eat either loaf, conditional on his eating
the other loaf. In this case, each loaf'is both an m7o°x, and a
'Rin for the other loaf.

3,

MR RO V1w

IR ROW V1w

If someone swears falsely that he did not eat, and then
repeats the oath.

4.

TP YYD HIIR ROV 1AW

If someone swears that he will not eat nine figs, and then
swears not to eat ten figs.

5.

YOI VY HIR ROV 1AW

If he first swears that he will not eat ten figs, and then
swears not to eat nine.

DafHachaim.org

Several cases where

one becomes liable for multiple mxp

for making a false

NTPDN NY1W

1772 79 PR NIV

712 891 99 ’™
VAN 7RI

He must state the word n»maw

at the beginning.

y)’é ~y)
IMRNY TY
NNINR2 AVIAY

S D)

If the claim was for Nnawp,
thevamyisnina)yp
If the claim was for a pp,
the vana is MWD

1170 NYNIW

The van) must swear
with Hashem’s name.

WIDNNRD PN
T2 RNOD
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So, let's review ...

The previous Mishnah elaborated on

T3 PTPON NYVIWY

The ways that one becomes liable to bring a owx j29p
m> for a false pTpon ny1aw

1.

R RPRURORA R PR R s RPN

If the y2in, the claimant, said give me my item that you are
safeguarding for me, and the yan: responded

195 PRY V1Y

I swear that I do not have anything of yours.

OR

Even if the yani did not actually make the 72w, but rather
the yain placed a 12w upon the vans, and he accepted the
vIaY;

Such as the yani responded

R PRUN

I do not have anything of yours, and the y21n said

IR YIVD

And the yani answered R

2700

When the yani later admits, he becomes liable to bring a
™M DwR 1277 for making a false oath.

The Mishnah continues:

DY WM POY »awn

99317727102 ROV P PT 27191 2

nARINNR 95 27N

If the yain placed five m»aw upon the vyany, regardless of
whether the 779>, the denial, was inside or outside Bais
Din, the yan) must bring multiple m31177 one for each
v,

as Pynw 117 explains

M M Mow on

Because even if the 779> was inside Bais Din, the yani can
still retract after each 712w and admit to the claim;
therefore, the 779> takes effect on all five mmaw;

However, regarding mTyn ny1aw, the Mishnah in 8”5 q7
rules

19921 772192 DY 71 POV YW

AR ROR 271 IR

Because

mMNan ML Py DrRI YR

Because once the o7y are denied in Bais Din having any
knowledge about the case, they can no longer retract and
testify.

DafHachaim.org
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The ways that one becomes liable
to bring a m»12 DWR )23 for a false pTpon PYIIY

1
% 0N
T2 e P o N
Ifthevan, the claimant, said give me my item
that you are safeguarding for me,

and the van responded
| '[5 R v
Iswear that I do not have anything of yours.
(0
Even if the van) did not actually make the nyw,

but rather the v2in placed a n»1aw upon the van),
and he accepted the nmaw;

Suchay. ..
The vana responded

"o N

And thevan said

NN PN

Idon't have anything of yours,  And the van) answered |pR

210 maA

When the vana later admits, he becomes liable
to bring a m>13 DwN )23p for making a false oath.

avapD wiar oY PYaw
=172 %353 KOR 'Y T N2 MDA D
255"
Y AR 53 5y avn

If the vn placed five my1aw upon the »any,
regardless of whether the nyo>, the denial,
was inside or outside Bais Din,
the van) must bring multiple m27p one for each nyaw,

Ay W ) Wl&m
P9 WA 9190 15

Because even if the 79> was inside Bais Din,
the van) can still retract after each nmaw and admit;
therefore, the N> takes effect on all five mp1aw;

However, regarding szy>_ryit,
the nwj/m?/d: M/MZ// & ruley
772 7192 DHYD ‘N 1YY YWD
179
NNR RYR 1°2N 2R

Becawse

MTnd b phi> by o
Because once the D1 are denied in Bais Din
having any knowledge about the case,
they can no longer retract and testify.
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The Mishnah continues with another scenario of multiple
map:

MR DY1IN WA

772115 0w P79 1Y 10D 1R

If five people made their claims simultaneously;

OR

72°5 W ATARI SN T I PR Y 1N

One claimant made four different types of claims simulta-
neously;

OR

7275 W PO PIVWI POn N

One claimant made one claim for three different types of
grain simultaneously;

In all these cases it depends:

If the yani responded

2195 PRY I2W

DAR ROR 27MIPR

If he made one general ny1aw for all the claims he is liable
for only one j27p.

However, if the vani responded

15 891 RM T2 P PR NY1Aw

OR

TR ST T DWW PR T 5 PRY AW
OR

PROI PIVWI POM T TP PRY IV

There is a Machlokes;

The xnp X111 who is 7R 27 holds

75 891952 R 72 75 PRY 71w

AR MR 52 5p 270

Ifhe stated nyaw first and then mentioned each claim
separately, he is liable for multiple m1a7p, because the
vaw applies to all the following claims.

While 7158 137 holds

AIINRI AW IMDRW TV

Only if he mentioned nyaw after having mentioned the
claims, is he liable for multiple m1a17p, because when the
712w is mentioned at the end, the n»aw applies to all the
preceding claims.

But if the n»aw is mentioned first, it applies only to the
closest claim.

While pynw 27 holds

TARY TR 55 W IR TV

Only if he mentioned nyaw for each claim is he liable for
multiple m127p, but if he made one ny1aw regardless of
whether the ny12w was mentioned first or last, the 2w
applies to only the closest claim.

R4

YN 2PN RN
R ECTATS

Mm% 1n
PPN
IO

i
T AR
AN Bt

Trachew  rachew

One claimant

made one claim
for three different

types of grain

One claimant

made four different

types of claims
simultaneously;

NTPB 15 1N

T Wh e

If five people

made their claims

simultaneously;

DafHachaim.org

simultaneously;

_Z% the 7y raﬁom/e/
"R TR PN T
NN N9N 27 N

If he made one general ny2w for all the claims
he is liable for only one ).

However, % the vy ra;bm/e/

Y Y MY
PRI PNY TR PNY T TP N
PWRA PR PD 1o 89

PRDYY T hewm TR

TR O

There iy a Wachlokes;

//)Wg NI 7})/:,4 Y] 7,)&,/‘/ 27

MmN T
555 My

TANY AN
Onlyifhe
mentioned nv1aw
foreach claimis
he liable for
multiple M,
but if he made
onenpw the
nv1w applies
only to the
closest claim.

AN Y
Y
ANINN2

Only if he mentioned
nunw after having
mentioned the nn & nnN
claims, is he liable If he said nvav
for multiple manyp,  and then each claim
because when the separately, heis
AW is mentioned  liable for multiple
at theend, theppaw ~ D), as thenvmaw
applies to all the applies to all the
preceding claims. following claims.

MY

- ) gxw

75 891 79 89
5o 5p ann
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The Gemara proceeds with a second Machlokes in the
way each claim is mentioned:

27N

55

DIR ROR 271N

VI

PR DNR 53 5Y 271

PRP 27727

PR» 17 says if the claims were generalized, he is only
obligated in one j27p, but if the claims were itemized, he is
obligated in multiple m117p, one for each claim.

While 7mi 27 says

75 89175 KD 95 R nvaw

NI INR 55 270

Only if all the claims were connected with the letter VAV,
is he 20 multiple mia17p. However,

o RO P RY RS

IR ROR 2717 PR

If all the claims were not connected with the letter VAV,
he is only 211 one 127p.

The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes oX71R in 19
PRN's opinion:

SRIDW MR TP 17 says

PR 275V

M 235w 079

AT 275w 155

PRD 2750 100

The 55> of each Rin is the v of his opponent, and
accordingly 7’x» 27 holds

PRI RN HRS

AR RN 27MIPR

If all the claims were connected with the letter VAV, he is
only 271 one 127p.

PO RYTHRY RS

anRI IR 595 27n

If all the claims were not connected with the letter VAV,
he is 271 multiple miap.

While 1317 127 says, there is no Machlokes regarding
PR P RN THRS

Both agree that 75> X1 is a 019, and therefore

MR AR 53 5Y 270

The Machlokes is only regarding

o RO P RY O RS

7K1 27 holds 7> XY is also a V9, and
nARI AR 525 27n

While 77 a7 holds 75 8> is a 553, and
NAR RN 27MIPR

DafHachaim.org

D3/’ PI N D)
Y 995
7% 891 7% 89175 ’O 2N 1R
95 5y amn NNXR ROR
NNRY NDNX VI

Only if all the claims were 955 Yy 2N
connected with the letter VAV, NN DNX

is he 27n multiple M. )
' If the claims were

However, ) :
generalized, he is only

.P NY -|'7 NY "|'J ) obligated in one)a .
21 1R
NNR RYR

If all the claims were not
connected with the letter VAV,
he is only 270 one 2.

But if the claims were
itemized, he is obligated
in multiple My,
one for each claim.

é//vé WE D3/ A

N ) bwbbo YND 127 Swbbo
PNND ) bw e DTN ) bw v

The 555 of each Nan is the vID of his opponent,
and accordingly »~v 121 holds

PRIPRIPIRY PRNPRNPKR
55 5y amn 291 1R
NNXR) NNX NNR ROR

If all the claims were not If all the claims were
connected with the letter VAV,  connected with the letter VAV,
he is nn multiple M2 ). he is only 270 one ).

//J/ v

Wmm%éw t'A/MZ?/
PPRIPROPRY PRNPXRNPNRY

DRIDIRY] PNRD I

No Wachlokes re?a///m?/

555 -75Rb PR by th)

2N IR DY 2N 2N
NOR nnR 9o 55 Yy
nnR nnxy nNRY NNXR
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The Gemara proceeds with the case of
J72°5 W PO PIVWI PORH 1N
2195 PRY II2W

VIV NNR ROR 277 1R

However,

295 PRY IIAW

PROIN PIYWI PON

nARI AR 525 27N

Ny 'R

N9TORD D21IN FO1IO

If he had only one 70195 worth of grain from all three
types combined, he is 2°m in a 129p.

The Gemara cites a Machlokes regarding the extent of his
liability in the xoO:
NPT RAR 277127059

One opinion holds

2711 070N

211 RS HHINR

He is 271 only in three miaap for PO PIww) pon, the
three separate maw of the three types, but he is not liable
for a fourth j23p, for 12 9> PRW nY12w, the fourth general
oath regarding all types.

As Rashi explains

IR RWMIR 1300 127

R9’D YR

NI WO *OINI RTM RTM 937 17D

9TOXD RY

1n a7 referred to the Xw», where he made one general
712w, in that case all types combine for a single 1277 arn.
However, in the 9’0 where he specified each type, he
made a separate oath regarding each type, and each ny1aw
requires a oo MY.

Therefore, he is not liable for one 70179 Mw comprised of
all three types.

The other opinion, however, holds

271 1375798

In the xo'0 as well he also intended to make a general
2w, As Rashi explains,

NP 121 ROPOR 3P 7177

137 727 also refers to the Xo*0;

And the yany's initial statement was a general oath
regarding all types, and he then added additional oaths
regarding each specific type. Therefore, he is always
liable for a o170 Mw comprised of several types.

DafHachaim.org

1PPO PNYW PPON Y N
172 VW

YWY
7792 90 PRY 1772 7Y PRY
PPN PNYW PON 27 17X
2N NNR RO
nNXRY NNR 90 %Y

YnIvw

Vi ¥
NDIVRN OYI1ON NVID

If he had only one nbno worth of grain
from all three types combined, he is 270 in a)2p.

N2 RDR 27 N2 205D

The ther qpinion holdy
M1 MHHIR
pELintin)

One gpinion holdy
291 YOIDR
21 XY OOR

In the o as well he also Heisann only in three

intended to make a general mp for the three
nVNIY. separate mv1w of the three

Ay Rashis ", types, but he is not liable
’ 1PY ?z;/;xm for ym2a7b prw npaw, the

fourth general oath
PP 1) HPH regarding all types.

/?A/PMWLM
2900 HPEIH 1PN’ 939
H7M H7H 557 195 — P 53H
DI H5 HID DIED) WIP3
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The Mishnah continues with several cases which depend
if the claim was for X1, the yaniis 27 in a j27p but if
the claim was for a ©1p, penalty, the van1is 970 from a
127,

1.

N2 DR P11 NOIR

TPIPO K1 IOIR RY IR R

21 PR ORI IR VIV

If one accused his friend of cohabiting with his
twelve-year-old daughter through o, coercion, or o,
seduction, and the yani swore falsely in denying it, there is
a Machlokes;

The o»on hold the yaniis 27 in a j27p.

01D PYNY 17

1RY *0 Yy vIp OHWN IWRY

While py»w »27 holds he is 1709 from a j27p, because the
claim was only for ©1p, and since the yan3 can admit that
he owes the ©1p and become M9, his 1795 was NOT for
RIM1, a monetary claim

While the o'»om hold

D I1IdR

MY 9 HY DI DYWN IWRY O"YR

MY 0 Sy 030 NWwa obwn

He is 271 in a 127 because the claim was also for nwia
D01 that are not a ©Ip.

As the Gemara explains

P»w 27 holds

V1IN R 0P

DIOT NWIAIRD

Because

VRTITRWPR PV KD

PR ROT D vAm

A person claims only ©1p because it is a fixed amount,
obpw ownn, while Dxoy nwia is not a fixed amount.

While the o'mom hold

VN NI D3O NWI IR

Because

0O RS AT DT TR AW RS

09N PANTIN T TN YIAM

A person initially claims D19y nw1a because the yani is
always 2711 even if he will be 771, while regarding ©ip the
van becomes Mo if he will be 7.

>

Ka=Ral Fakay>)Fat=bl
TIAN'D KDY DI KD 1N KM
217 19N N N v
If one accused his friend of cohabiting with his

twelve-year-old daughter through paR, ornm,
and the van) swore falsely in denying it,

there iy a Machlobes;

S )
)]
DI DOWD 1INY
XY 19 5D

because the claim was only for

Dap, and since the vani can
admit that he owes the pap
and become My, his "o was
not a monetary claim

//)Wé 27 holdy
D2IN NN Dap
DJ2D) NP2 ND)

WIIN IV RS
YPTOTD
Y ROT "D vaM

DafHachaim.org

PN
1=29p aMn

The PN hold
9"DN
DJp Dbw 1R
MY 1 by
DaD) NWI Dbwn
MY 10 by

Heis n in a)2p because
the claim was also for nw2
Dao) that are not a pap.

WW,O’/\D/) hold
DI NY 9N

DN NN
Because

DT TN PAY RO
MWOH N5 M AT
T VIAN)
WD M2 NTIV DT

A person claims Do nw12
because the vana is always
n even if he will be nn,
while with pap thevam
becomes o if heis nTv.
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2.

The Mishnah continues:

1233 RY IR RIT W DR DA

2P0 PR ANDRIVIN YIVD

If one who accused his friend of stealing his cow and the
van swore falsely, he is 271 in a j29p because his 779
was also for the 7p, principal amount which is Xnm».
However

NN

1791 K91 NN R IR

TPRAORIVIN V2VD

NvO

If the yan1 admitted to stealing the cow, but he swore
falsely that he did not slaughter or sell the cow, he is Mo
from a j29p, because his 77’93 was only for m'7, the
additional amounts, which are a ©3p, not Xynn.

3,

N DR TNW IR

PR IR RIT

2P0 PR ADRIVIN YIVD

If the yain claimed that the yany's ox killed his ox, and the
van swore falsely, he is 27 in a 129, because his 7793
was for Xnnn.

However

7Y DR IV IO

R RY IR R

TR IORI IR TV7AVD

N0

If the y2in claimed that the yany's ox killed his servant and
the yani swore falsely, he is Mo from a 129, because his
7795 was for o5pw owHw which is a Oip.

DafHachaim.org

2

N NN Nada
NI XD AN XM
UN Pavn
AN N
2N
If one who accused his friend of stealing his cow
and the vany swore falsely, he is 0 in aj2p

because his "o was also for the pp,
the principal amount which is RamD.

‘a1
‘991 N9 nman &Y SaN
P A
1N AN
a I

3

N AN T2 DR
DY RS M X
NN D
11N AN
2N
Ifthe v claimed that the vana’s ox killed his ox,

and the vany swore falsely, he is 22n in a2y,
because his o> was for NDOD.

1P AN T DA
YA ND N NI
AN TP
1N AN
aITa
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7120 2 WP 72 15N 1 IR
77120 72 WY R1°N5AN RS IR R 4

2777 IR IORIIR JVAVD
If the y21n claimed that the yan) wounded him and the “7 N

vani swore falsely, he is 2”1 in a j27p, because his 7795 aimhi=lg il D "9 ns:n
was for the 0127 win which are xmn.
AN RV

AN T2 Ny 89 nhan 8O
UN RN
11N N3
21
If the v2n claimed that the van) wounded him

and the vana swore falsely, he is 370 in aj2p,
because his n"»o> was for the 0127 wpn which are RDL.

172015 IR

Y IR P01 DR 1997
IO RS NHOIRY IR RI
DR IIRI IR TPV

WY AN DY N AN NoB
VYD 89 7DD 8D N NI

NvO

. If a person’s servant claimed to his owner that he removed UN 'W":wm
his tooth or blinded him and the owner swore falsely, he is ins WMANY
M09 from a 129, because his 7700 was for Py jw which is
aoip. NLD

And the Mishnah concludes:

2213 0 5y odwnn 53 Hoon m

MO MY 0 HY DHWUN IWRY

If the no> was for any claim that one must pay even if he
was 77, he is 271 in a j27p, but if the 779> was for a ©ip

that one does not pay if he was 7, he is 100 from a j27p. And the Wishnaby concludes:

MY NYIAY P39 oY 7170 '7'731-‘ )

We have B“h completed the fifth Perek of myiaw noon, ., 3

and will now begin the sixth Perek, 177 nyaw, B'ezras =Ry bev 3 ‘71’ nswmn ‘7:
NAD 1R 5 by DO NN

Hashem.
If theno> was for any claim
that one must pay even if he was nT,
heisanina)np,

but if the ny9> was for a pap
that one does not pay if he was nT,
he is o from a)p.

TV YA PY 19T
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The next Perek discusses

PYIINMIAY

Bais Din imposes a 712w upon a person who is 77
Mo n3pn3, he admits to part of the claim.

As the Gemara explains

ANNA ANNORT AVIAVI IR PYVIVD

Bais Din makes the yani swear in the way that 1728 bn9ax
made T1"ON swear as the Pasuk states

DY NNNIT RIDYW

DWTTOR 1A J0AwR)

From the words 12’ we derive that the yan must swear
with Hashem'’s name, and from the words 77 R oW we
derive

7772 RROM WIONRY IR

The yanimust hold onto an object of a Mitzvah such as
P>on or a 7mn 190 while he makes the 11w, as MYHR
held onto om7aN’s 151 while he made the nyiw.

The Gemara concludes

TN VIV

2Wrn 0N TbN

An yIx7 oy must stand while he makes the n»1aw, while a
0o >N may sit while he makes the nyaw.

770 7901 AW
15ona 15nnab oon Trbn

A yax1 0y must hold onto a 7710 990 while he makes the
mv12w, while a 0on 75N may hold onto p>on while he
makes the nyaw.

The remainder of the Mishnah will be discussed in the
subsequent Dafim.
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oy

R MmaEpitael

Bais Din imposes a n»maw upon a person
who is NIpvN PEPPI NTIV
he admits to part of the claim.

AYI2W2 IR PY22WD
NNN2 NMNRKRN

Bais Din makes the van) swear
in the way that»aR DnaR made TWSR swear

ab the Pasuk states
s NS oty
ekt Sesear = nid sl
withy Hashem's o= 7:}":@}:7
e Dl N

77%7;@)/

Gt 73
DE Y=Y
The vany must hold onto an object of a Mitzvah
such as p»n or ammn 19D while he makes
the nvaw, as MWON held onto bNaN’s nhp
while he made the nv1aw.

The Gemara concludes
TPIYN YW
2WNH DON TMNHN

An yynn by must stand while he makes the nmaw,
while a po>n T5n may sit while he makes the nmaw.

NN D02 NYNIW
1°>9n2 NHYNNOY nonN 1NN

A yInn by must hold onto a nmn Hop while he makes
the nv1aw, while a p>n Tdn may hold onto p>on
while he makes the nyaw.
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