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7"01
Intro

Today we will Be*H learn 7”5 97 of myaw noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

59IR RYW MY1aw

12985 PIRT JPRY PHINR HIN

If one swore not to eat, and then ate food that is not fit for
consumption.

59IR RYW MY1w

DWHT DIPW MO0 M1 YR

If one swore not to eat, and then ate forbidden foods.
This may depend on whether

VNN VN

One shows that he considers it food.

NOR HY SO NOR PR
A prohibition is not effective regarding a previously
prohibited item.

The Gemara discusses two possible exceptions:

1.

PImnn 027 55

PNORI D727 DY

If one explicitly included both permitted and forbidden
foods in the oath. Since the oath is effective regarding the
permitted food, it is effective regarding the forbidden
food as well.

For example,

3" 7221 5NN

Whether one violates the prohibition against eating on ov
M9 if he eats 1523, since the MO'R of 11972 DY was
effective regarding permitted foods.

2.

POMW POR

A second prohibition can forbid a previously forbidden
item, if it now becomes forbidden in a new way.

For example,

wp YW 25N

It is forbidden to eat certain fats. If the animal was wTp,
and then became 9, it is now forbidden to burn it on the
namn. Therefore, the prohibition against eating 1 applies
aswell.

DafHachaim.org

201X XYW NY1IW
1P991R 9N
N97IRY PIRI RY

99I1R RHYW NYNWY
MDY MH221 HON)
DOWNM DINPY

MO Y SN MO PR

197N 02927 Y510
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571112 19221 YOIND

wTP HW 25N
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So, let's review...

The Mishnah on 2”5 q7 continues

D9IR ROW V1AW

729K PIRT PR PR IR

TIWS PIRT PRY PRWL INW)

gileh)

If he swore not to eat, and then ate or drank food that is not
fit for consumption, he is exempt.

On the other hand,

59X ROW V1w

DWHT DIHY MO0 M 23 YN

7

TVID PYPW AT

Ifhe swore not to eat, and then ate forbidden foods, he is
liable.

But py»w 27 holds he is exempt.

DafHachaim.org

D

baw NOw IS
F9YONY 1IN 3R 1O Doy
IS PINT IR PR Anen
il

If he swore not to eat, and then ate or drank food that is
not fit for consumption, he is exempt.

Lo NOw AW
DWW DR MS™MBY M9 SN
ann

D NPRY M

If he swore not to eat, and then ate forbidden foods,
he s liable.
But pyow 11 holds he is exempt.
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The Gemara asks according to the Xnp Rin;

MNOVOT RWI RIV 'RD

2717 ROO RIV 'R

Why is one exempt for eating foods that are not fit for
consumption, and liable for eating forbidden foods, which
may not be eaten?

And as Rashi explains;

1119701 1572 7'op

7 PR PR POIR

The Gemara now understands that forbidden foods are
also considered not fit for consumption.

Therefore, the Gemara at first differentiates as follows:
DNO1 RWM

WIONI ROD)

The first case

SN RYW AW

729K PIRT PR PR IR

Noo

Refers to where he did not specify;

Therefore, he is 19, because he only intended to forbid
foods fit for consumption, but not foods unfit for consump-
tion.

However, the second case

5IIR ROV AW

DUPRN DIPW MO0 M1 IR

7N

Refers to where he did specify, and specifically referred to
forbidden foods;

Therefore, he is 21, because he intended to forbid foods
unfit for consumption.

The Gemara later makes another distinction to answer the
question

VDT RWI RIV 'R

217 ROD RIW 'RND)

And as Rashi there explains;

Dno2 79

Both cases refer to where he did not specify;
However, the difference is;

The first case

5IIR ROV IV

1598 PIRT IPRY PR HINI

Noo

Refers to 1oy;

729K IR PRY

He ate dirt, which is physically not edible.

Therefore, he is Mo, because he only intended to forbid
foods that are edible, but not foods that are not edible.
However, the second case

SR ROW AW

DWIT DIPW MO0 M3 SIR)

7N

Refers to mmor mborn, forbidden foods;

129K MR

MOY Y77 RIT PN

These foods are physically edible, but merely forbidden.
Therefore, he is 271, because he intended to forbid all
edible foods.

DafHachaim.org

2

RDID RIW RN RWM RIW RO
2°NT MNODT

Why is one exempt for eating foods
that are not fit for consumption,
and liable for eating forbidden foods?

And as Rashis explaing;
M) DD DD3) 77PN
10 D2 IHOE PO
The Gemara now understundy that forbidden foods
are albo considered not fu‘ /or coMmWww

v
WIDN2 RD01 - DND2 RWM

5o Sw nvw 5ok RDw nvnw
monp M) bon 1R pOIIR 5o
DWN) DY NOONRL PN
am 705
Refers to where Refers to where

he did specify, he did not specify;
and specifically referred
to forbidden foods;
Therefore, he is 2,
because he intended to
forbid foods unfit for
consumption.

Therefore, he is M,
because he only intended
to forbid foods fit for
consumption,
but not foods unfit for
consumption.

v
onoa N

Both cases refer to where he did not specify;
However, the difference is;

558 Rbw nyw 558 Rbw nvaw
monp mbd bom jNw phoir bom
DWN) DY NOONRD PN
M 20O
Refers to mIDR M5IND,
forbidden foods;
1N N5ORS MR
DT NI MIN)

MY Therefore, heis s,
These foods are physically because he only
edible, but merely forbidden. ~ intended to forbid foods
Therefore, heis 3 that are edible,
because he intended to forbid but not foods that
all edible foods. are not edible.

NN INY pRY
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However, the Gemara asks, how can his nyaw take effect
on the forbidden foods?

R171°10 0 V2w

We all swore at Har Sinai to refrain from eating these
forbidden foods, and

MOR Y 51 NOR PR

A m»aw cannot take effect on something already forbid-
den by a previous ny1aw?

The Gemara cites two explanations in the Machlokes of
the second case of our Mishnah:

1.

PAIORT INY M SRIMWI 27

ImP o7 503

PNORA D27 DY

The x»p Rin holds that

DR ROV AW

DU DIPYW MO M523 5N

N0

Because he explicitly included in the 712w both permitted
and forbidden foods; Therefore, since it is effective
regarding the permitted foods, it is effective regarding the
forbidden foods as well.

Likewise, the x»p Rin holds regarding
S"ra 121 SR

0

Because, ®

N1 550 MO R 005 0T

S DIWH TONWA R ORI TOIRT DD
5" DWR 112°232 13 JOIPR

DafHachaim.org

Py

However, the Gemara asks,
How can his nvaw take effect on the forbidden foods?

X110 120 990 YawIn

We all swore at Har Sinai
to refrain from eating these forbidden foods, and

MOR HY YN NOR PR

Anvmw cannot take effect on something
already forbidden by a previous nyaw?

@

WEZ Y1 DY Sty
1°9MmN 02927 H9102
PPNORN 0127 DY

The: p fyp holds that
bom Rbw nv1w
DWHN DRPY MOIL) M) HoN)
)]
Because he explicitly included in the nmaw
both permitted and forbidden foods;

Therefore,

since it is effective regarding the permitted foods,
it is effective regarding the forbidden foods as well.

Likewise, the P L holdy re?a///m?/
3”722 1921 KRN
2N

Because
510 5510 MPH 0D o7
579 DIEH DVLINES HI3) PO IPHHT7 1IN
5701 DIEN D333 ) OO
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However,

01D PYHBW 317

Because

TRYLY PIYPY 127

951 MOR 15 5T

He holds regarding

TNOR 5V 51 NOR PR

That a second prohibition cannot take effect on a previous
MO'R, even if it includes other items, as he ruled regarding
52 12721 59N

NV

One does not violate the prohibition against eating on oy
90 if he eats 7523, even though the 7598 MoR of MO OY
was effective regarding permitted foods.

The Gemara explains further, that wp5 w rejected this
explanation of 37y "2, because wpb wn is of the opinion,
that the Xpp R0 holds

5519 NOR IR D

PORP R NORI

WIY T HY RIT MORI

IR RS

This principle of Y515 o' is only true regarding Torah
prohibitions, which happen on their own, such as
D197 02 1521 IR

However, one is not liable for multiple oaths, even if the
second oath includes other, previously permitted items,
since he created this To'x.

DafHachaim.org

01D NYNW 29

NNYLY NYNWY 127
9910 MOR MY NHT

DN by Sn N PR
That a second prohibition cannot take effect on a
previous DN, even if it includes other items,

57M?2 NY21 HYOIRN
7MVD

One does not violate eating on M9 v if he eats n»2»,

even though the n5>8 3R of 11915 D»
was effective regarding permitted foods.

X

wpb v rejected this explanation of jany 12,
because wpb wn is of the opinion,
that the Npp Ran holds

9910 MO 127X D
PORN R2N NONR2
MRY 72 HY RAN NOWNR2
127X KD

However, one is not liable
for multiple oaths,
even if the second oath
includes other,
previously permitted
items, since he created
this N,

This principle of 5515 "R
is only true regarding
Torah prohibitions,
which happen on their
own, such as
DP2 N1 bonn
D9SN
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Therefore, w5 W explains the Mishnah:

2.

11297 RO MW 30 w9

RPY *277 RTOR DNOI

RITW 932 103D TOIR DTR IORT

The R»p Rin holds that

5N ROW MW

DWHN DIPW MO0 M3 HIR)

N

Because the oath is effective to prohibit even a minute
amount of the food, which is NOT prohibited by the
Torah. However, it depends on the Machlokes in the first
Mishnah of this Perek:

According to the 1129, this is done by explicitly forbidding
amw N

According to X2’pY '27, one is always liable for violating
his oath by eating any amount.

However,

VIO YHY 1)

Because, as he rules in the following xn»71 regarding all
DNON;

IR PYHY 127

moNS RITW 52

12975 ROR 1712 1R RO

One IS liable for any amount for ALL prohibitions;

And so, he IS N7 °10 97 yawm even for a minute amount,
and

MNOR HY I NOR PR

The Gemara explains further, that 137 "7 rejected this
explanation of wpb W, because

557179270 PIYInmnd i o

17 17 wanted to explain our Mishnah in accordance with
both the 13117 and X2pY "7 of the previous Mishnah.

DafHachaim.org

@

éf/')/én
12277 X2°OX) MY>W 28N WIDN2
R27PY 7277 R2OXR OND2
RINW 932 1DXRY I0R OTR MOXRT

The: irp in holdy
5o Nbw nvw
DWN DXPY MO M) DON)
»n
Because the oath is effective to prohibit

even a minute amount of the food,
which is NOT prohibited by the Torah.

72 Y] I
oneis always liable this is done by
forviolating his explicitly
oath by eating any forbidding a
amount. NV IND;

However,
D YDV 1)
Because, as he rules in the following Nnm2
regarding all DNDN;

Wik il )
nMONY RINW 5
1292 ROR N1 1INR kN

One is liable for any amount for ALL prohibitions;
And so, he is N1 3D 3 VIV even for a minute amount,
and

DN b bn pR pR

1an1 127 rejected this explanation of wipb v,
because

551 2715 panpd nd DpwT

)anp 12y wanted to explain our Mishnah in
accordance with both the)x2y and RpY 2.
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The Gemara proceeds and explains the np>nn regarding
5913 TON;

Whether an oath can take effect on forbidden items when
included with permitted items:

Everyone agrees that

OR HY 5N NONR

PO NOR

A second prohibition can forbid a previously forbidden
item, if this very item now becomes forbidden in a new
way, such as ®

wIp Sw 15N

I VYN

An individual is forbidden to eat certain fats. If the animal
was a 127p, some of these fats are burned on the nam.
However, if it then became 9, it is now forbidden to
burn it on the mam.

Therefore, since the 9m1 T7o°N takes effect on this 25n

regarding the nai», the 9m1 Mo'R also takes effect on this
25n regarding the person.

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

9915 MO

£ veryone agreey that

MO HY SN MO
PO NOXR2

A second prohibition can forbid
a previously forbidden item, if this very item now
becomes forbidden in a new way, such as...
£70 5E 35p
951N OELN
Aw indidual s /Wéo’//m to eat certain /m
1Y the animab way a pop, some of these fats are burned
o the PRI, However, % it thew became W),
it b now /aréé//m to burn it on the psu.
We%am,
since the Wy York takes on this sh re?a///m?/ the PR,
the: vy vor also tukes % thiy o regarding the person.
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However, regarding 5915 Wo'R, the Machlokes is as
follows:

The Rip RN

551 moR 7H R

POMW NORR TNT TN

The x»p ki holds that 5510 MoK is like 9om MO°N in that
NOR 5Y 1 oR

Because, since the second mo°r took effect on additional
items, it takes effect on the first item as well.

However, pynpw 17 disagrees and

S5 oR b b

Because

PO NOR TN "D

72DN RTN2

IR RY MY NN nwa

We only say

NOR 5Y S OR

In a case of oM NON;

Because there’s an additional 17o’R on the same item;
But we do not say

NOR 5V S MOR

In a case of

5519 R

Because the additional 7o°R is not on the same item, but
on other items;

The Gemara adds

551 TR H IRT IR

According to the opinion that one is liable for a 5513 7oK,
DIRN YR ROW APIIW MR

D231 DIRN OIIR ROV 71V IOR) M

DPIVR 57NT WD

DIRNR I 57N

If one made an oath prohibiting figs and then made
another oath prohibiting figs AND grapes, since it takes
effect regarding grapes, it takes effect regarding figs, as
well, because

IR

PORD R NOR

IV R NON

We apply this principle to both a prohibition which
happens on its own, such as 5”77, AND to a prohibition
created by the person, such as another myiaw.

DafHachaim.org

However, regarding 5515 DN,
the Machlokes is as follows:

P L
9910 MO MY MR
PO NORR MNT TN

The Rnp Ron holds that 551> N is like sppi N in that

DR 5 bn 2N

Because, since the second Wp§ took effect on additional
items, it takes effect on the first item as well,

S )
991 MO MY MY
Because
9'DIp MNDR ION 13
NN NTH2
]ORN N> P>nn w2

W@an%wy/ But we do not say

MWD’R bv 5n IR MD°R by bn 2N

in a case of DI NDN. ina case of 5513 DN.
Because thereis Because the additional "pn
an additional WD'R is not on the same item,
on the same item; but on other items;

9910 MO N MRT IRNY

D RN boxk NDw hmaw R
DIRD boxk RO vaw R M
D2
D’2JVR bonT 1m0
D2RDN I bon

If one made an oath prohibiting figs

and then made another oath prohibiting figs AND grapes,
since it takes effect regarding grapes,
it takes effect regarding figs, as well,

because
]ORN
POND N2 NDN

MWXDY N2N IDN)

We apply this principle to both a prohibition
which happens on its own, such as >"nn,
and to a prohibition created by the person,
such as another nvw.
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The Gemara challenges this from the following Xn»92:
DAR A9IR SR W

TMR DWNRI MROM YIIR PHY 2°M

MR

One can be liable four nkon M129p and one DWN j27p for a
single act of eating:

2511 YIRW ROV

POTPIOT D I R

D195 011

A person who is Xpv eats fats that are "M of w7pn onov
Mo,

As Rashi explains;

N

1.25n DN

2.0 0w

3.9"Y DM

4, WP DR HIRW RO DIOM)

TIROMN VIR

IR DWR)

YR DN

And Rashi continues to explain:

NPT NOR DY SN NOR AN T

PO Y IR 5N Y IR

All the above-mentioned o mo°r can only take effect if we
utilize

5510 MoR

And

PO NOR

1.

When the animal is born, the 251 17o°~ takes effect.

2.

When he is w71 the animal, the wTpn MO°R takes effect
through 5513 7oK, because since the wTpn MO'N takes
effect on the rest of the animal, it takes effect on the 25n.
3,

When it then becomes 7m3, the 3m31 770’ takes effect
through o1 T1o°R, because since the 7mi1 T7o°N takes
effect regarding the na, it takes effect regarding the
person.

4,

When the person becomes xnv, the Xnv o' takes effect
through 5513 110K, because since the Xnv MoK takes effect
regarding other wTp, it takes effect on the 25m.

Now, the Gemara asks that if we hold 5510 m1o°x even for
INIVN RIT NOR,

wHN N> NNYWH

TORY 113D

25m 01N SR ROV 1w

DMIPAR DT D

25NR PIRYM

He would be liable to a fifth nxvn 1297 for a ny1aw, ifhe
made an oath including both dates and the 25m, and since
the oath takes effect regarding the dates, it takes effect
regarding the 25n?

DafHachaim.org

Pe

AP
NNR NYPOR DR »°
TRR VR MRVN Y2IR NVY 27N
/2) /;@/

25N YORW XNV
POTPIND N IM RIM
0*7195n 012

A person who is N0 eats fats that are m of wTpn
on o D.

As Rashic epplaing;
59D
1. 350 OEN
2. 9D OIEM
3. 5701 OIEN
4. £7D2 HH SOE HHY DIEM

ODWN OIEN — 7NH OEO — DIPVN V3O 9O

And Rashic continues to explain:

1099 7P 51 5N 7P 10D 10N
G Y H 551D Y O
Al the above-mentioned prjor
mm%/ take e/%w‘ %m/ m‘oﬁ/j@

5519 9P and POV NP

1.
When the animal iy born, the s york takes z/%w‘

2.
When he iy lspy the animal, the tp» Yok takes
thiroughs o york, because since the tps ok Takey
om‘/wrw‘o%z‘/wamm/ﬁ afmmef%mmf@pﬁ

3.
When it thew becomes W), the Yy ok takes %@d ?%ma?/zz
Bop yor, since the vy yor tukey %&a‘ ra?am/m?/ the: rog,
it takes efffect reqarding the person.
4.

When the person becomes i, the il vork takes

f/brou?/v//a vor, because since the gl o takes
reqarding dther ptip, it takey effect on the o,
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The Gemara suggests several answers:

1.

PORD R TOR NP D

INP RS MRV R NOR

That xn71 s only listing prohibitions that happen
automatically, not oaths.

2.

TORY 5 ST TR INp

3R R TORWY 75 IPRT IIAw

That Xxn»12is only listing prohibitions that cannot be
annulled, not oaths.

3,

DimipkinRTPRMiapRb)

NNP R TI TW 2p

The Braisa refers only to ordinary, set nxon m317p, but not
to 79 19 129 which is brought for an oath, which varies
according to one’s means.

DafHachaim.org

5515 DR even for RV N2N NDN,
WHN ND NNOWD
P4

L)

Wl o
a5m pvn 55N NDw hmaw
DIDNN 5T 120
abnN o kAN

Hewould be liable to a fifth nron )23p for anvw,
if he made an oath including both dates and the 25n,
and since the oath takes effect regarding the dates,
it takes effect regarding the 25n?

@

NNP
PHORN RAN NONXR
NP RY NRYN RN NONR

&)

NNP 2D
NORY N NOT TN
NNP XY NORYW N MIRT NYNIW

©)

NP O
V2P 129
NNP XY TIMM ANY 129
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4,
NMPWI RYAT T NP D

IR RY TYWI MAOR RYPMAT YIAW

We only list those prohibitions that require a minimum
measurement, as opposed to the 127p for an oath, which is
brought for any amount.

5.

DI InP D

IR RY IR M

We only listed the nxvr 127 for prohibitions that cause
n73 if done intentionally, but not to 712w which causes
mpbn.

6.

NP

RWWH 72 IPRT TR DNT

ROWD 7172 5T PHR RMT MW

TR ROWI WRW 1140

NP RS

We only list prohibitions against tangible actions, as
opposed to oaths, which can prohibit intangibles as well,
such as sleeping.
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@

NNP 2D
MWD RYMNT TN
MYIVON MNDR RYNT NIYIAY
NP RY

O,

NI MTT NP 2D
NNP XY IR INTT

O,

NP 2
ROWN N2 NOXRT *TMIR HNT

ROWN N2 N7 FTNHR RDPNT YWY

TR ROV JOIRY NI
NP XY
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