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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.
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702 *NW MYV

NXPN2 NTIN MYV

10N 1YV
1PNYWIY ATIM
PN
The van) is W» from
DNEPN2 NTIV NYVNY,
PPN ARTIN YVAT
NIYLN

é'ﬁ( Yol
The vana is 2»n to make
a nEPN2 NTIN NVIIVY,
1PN IRTIN M2 ROT
NIHLN

PMYWI PON DYV
1M TNR2ID NTIM

MypPIPpa NY1IAW T PR

M”MINR 0% WY 020010 NX

179 YaW"H

09 IR’ 9709
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So, let's review ...

The previous Mishnah taught

IR DY

903 NW MYV

AVIID MW IRTIIM

Regarding nzpna n7n ny1aw, the minimum amount of the
claim must be two 90 nyw, and the minimum amount of
the admission must be one 7v179.

SRIVW IR PR’ 72 oM 27 makes the following distinction:
MY NRTIM M7 NP RIR W RS

The Mishnah's ruling that a minimum 73pv of 903 °nw is
required, is only for nxp»a m» PY1aw, where the nyaw
was caused by the m>’s admission to the mb's claim.

TAR TV DRTYI M7D NI HIR

AU ROR YL R 10K

N

However, any v, even for only one 770119, is sufficient
for MR 7Y nY11w, where the mS denied the entire claim,
and the 712w was caused by a single witness whose
testimony was for the entire claim; because the Braisa
says

POIMR P DIVW DN 5

AVIAW 1271 TIR TV

One 7p can impose a nY1aw upon the m> for any claim that
two 07» would have imposed payment upon the mb,
which is even for one nv11o

DafHachaim.org

W/}r@uww Mishnah z‘zm?/#
IR AP

Q== al~Aphidjary!
AmYND 2 AR

Regarding nepp2a nTin np1aw,

the minimum amount of the claim
must be two 9p2 v,
and the minimum amount of the admission
must be one npno.

Syl PP p ) P2
makes the following distinction:
MOYN NIYVIA RYR NW XY
MY NRTIM

The Mishnah'’s ruling that a minimum nvo of 902 nY

is required, is only for n¥pp2 NTIL NV,
where the nvaw was caused
by themb’s admission to the mbn’s claim.

TAR TY NRTYM MON NIYL 52X
NVIIDI RIR NPV R 17DX
27N
However, any navp, even for only one nbnp,
is sufficient for TN Tv PV,
where the mb denied the entire claim,
and the nmaw was caused by a single witness
whose testimony was for the entire claim;

because the Braisa
1IN IMR °2°NN D722VW DIPN 5
NVIAW 12770 TR TY

One Ty can impose a nvw upon the mb for any claim that
two p1v would have imposed payment upon the mb,
which is even for one npnNo
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The Mishnah proceeds with a Machlokes regarding
PON YV

PIYWIL AT

If the y21n claimed that he is owed wheat, and the yan:
admitted to something else, barley;

The o'»on hold that the yani is Mo from 77 nyiaw
nxp», because

TIYON PR IRTIN VAT

The admission and the claim must be for the same item.
While %511 127 holds that the yani is 271 to make a ny1w
n3pPna AT, because

TIYOR P ARTIN YA RYT

The admission and the claim do not need to be for the
same item.

DafHachaim.org

an upn
MPwa O

Ifthe vain claimed that he is owed wheat,
and the van) admitted to barley;

e > PP
Thevaniisamn The »an1 is MWD
from n¥pn2 T PY1WY,

to make a n¥pN2 NTIV NVIY,
because because

DNTIN 'V NOT
NILLN PHD

The admission and the
claim do not need to be for
the same item.

NNTIN 'DIT
nNYDLN PHNLH

The admission
and the claim must be
for the same item.
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According to the o'»om’s opinion, the Gemara proceeds
with a Machlokes in a case of

PIVWI PO NYY

e =RbXantii

If the yain claimed that he is owed two different items,
wheat and barley, and the yan) admitted to one of the two;
DRIOW IR 1573 17 says

N

The vaniis obligated in a 712w, because since he admitted
to a part of the My, this is considered a

TIVON PO ARTIN

While

13N 27 IR RIN 72 R1M 27 says

NV

The vani is exempt from a 712w, because since he did not
admit to part of a specific item, this is not considered a
TIVON PO ARTIN

The Gemara seeks to prove that

PIVWI PON DYV

1 TR AT

2N

From the Mishnah’s following case:

mypIm o3 upv

mMYpRIpa 199 002 T

0551999 MYpPIpa

NV

If the y2in claimed that he is owed both land and utensils,
and the yani admitted to one of the two, 0’53 or mypIp, the
van1is 1o from a n1aw, because

mMypIpa nviaw P pRY

Since there is no 12w obligation for PP, the XTI or
1795 of V79> does not cause a 12w, And he was not 77
nzp»ain the obo.

Similarly,

YRR NRPRA TN

Nvo

If the yani admitted partially to v>7p he does not make a
"vaw for the Ypp or 050 because

mMYRIPI VI P PRY

Since there is no M12w obligation for Y»7p, the X7 for
V7P cannot cause a Iaw for pHobomn.

Dedicated By:
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PIOS
The van) is MWD from n¥pp2 NI N1, because

NN PHRHL NNRTIN V2T

1PNYWI PPON NPV
1NN TNR2 1D NTIM

Ifthe vain claimed that he is owed two different items,
wheat and barley, and the van) admitted to one of the two.

Syl oyt My P
2N
Thevan) is obligated in a
W, because since he
admitted to a part of the
nowp, this is considered a

NIYDLN PHPL NNTIN

YV P I ARE IR L 2RI
MOD
Thevan) is exempt froma
2w, because since he did
not admit to part of a specific
item, this is not considered a
NDLN PHRY NNTIN

PR by

MPPIP 9551 2% AT
2'953 189 MYPIP2
Rl

If the v claimed that he is owed both land and utentsils,
and the »an) admitted to one of the two, D5 or mvpIp,
the pan2 is Mwd from a nvw,

because

MYpPIP2 NVIIY PT PNY
Since there is no nyaw obligation for vy,
the nRTIn or N1 of vMp does not cause a N1Y.
And he was not n¥pma nTn in the mb>.

SW@
DMPPIPA NEPR2 AR
mhiials)

Ifthevamn) admitted partially to vpp he does not make a
2w for the vpp or Db
because

MYpIP2 NLIIY PT PRY
Since there is no nmaw obligation for vip, the anmin for
VI cannot cause a nv1aw for phodvn.
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However,

271 050 NEPna

If the yani admitted partially to o5, he makes a 712w for
both the 0’53 and even the V7P, because

DYIIR 7 PRY D023

NYPINR 12 W DO DR PRpR

175V vaws

The pbvbon extends the nyaw obligation to the vpIp.
Even though, a person is obligated to make a ny1aw only
on a claim of P05, but not on a claim of YpIp?
However, if the v2in presents a claim for both pS>vSvn and
VP, since the van) must swear for the PHv50M, he must
also swear for the 7P, based on the concept of Y1392
mavw.

Now, the Gemara seeks to prove as follows:

The Mishnah implies

YR D937 ROYV

N7 V1AW N2 IRY YpT

It's only because the dual claim included v>9p> and there is
no 72w obligation for Ypap, that he is M0o;

YRR D97 RMIT D93 DI Ni

N

However, if the dual claim was for two types of Phobon
and the yan admitted to one, he is 27r;

Apparently, because

PIVWI PO PO

1 TR AT

N

DafHachaim.org

However,

2"n 2957 nEpaa

If the vana admitted partially to Db>,
he makes a nmaw for both the p5> and even the vy,

because
PR A5 PR DYoo)
DYnN iﬂ‘? W2 20237 NN PP
oY parnh
The pbobon extends the nmaw obligation to the vpIp.

Even though, a person is obligated to make a naw
only on a claim of pbvbvw, but not on a claim of vpIp?

However, if the v21n presents a claim
for both pbvbvn and vpIp,
since the van) must swear for the poobn,
he must also swear for the vpp,
based on the concept of nv1aw 5ada.

~—

MYPIP DIDIT ROYD
N7 DLW N2 IND DPIPT

It’s only because the dual claim included vprp
and there is no nmaw obligation for vpIp, that he is o;

D'52) Db> R
mupIPM DOOT NMIT
amn
However, if the dual claim was for two types of pbvbvn
and the vana admitted to one, he is 2n;
/f/z/z@rem‘%/, because
PPNYWI 10N 1YV
1PN TNR2 1Y hTIM
27N
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The Gemara answers that this is not necessarily so.
Perhaps,

M1 0991 05 12ORT PRI

piel)

Because

PIVWI PO YV

7 IRS AT

Nvo

And the Mishnah mentioned a case of mypa o5 only to
teach the Halachah that

o9 N¥P AN T

mYRIpn Sy R 27N

Because

DPINR 1 PRY 0’033

DPIAR 72 WW D00 DR PRRR

oY yaws

The Gemara proceeds with a Halachah according to the
opinion of

PIVWI PON NYV

D IARI D AT

”n

ORIW TIOR3V 27 1R

PIVWI IO AT DT PON VY

If the y2in wanted to claim both o nww) pon, but after he
claimed yvn, the yan quickly admitted to pmww before
the v21n could claim the pmyw, the Halachah depends as
follows:

2’10 0MYPI DR

NV PINNIDR

If Bais Din senses that the yani did this purposely to avoid
anzpnanTn NY1w for a myov of PMyw) pon, he must make
a 1w, because we consider the a7 of pyw as if it
was made after the myv of pmw, and

PIVWI PON DYV

T IRG AT

»n

However

MO PN DR

If Bais Din senses that the yan1 only meant to respond to
the y2in's claim, he is exempt from a ny12wW, because
PoNNYL

IV AT

nvo

DafHachaim.org

X

The Gemara answery that thi iy not necessariby so.

Per/mﬂ/,
Dbo) D52 1ONT PN NN
DD M
Because
PNYWI PON NYL
1NN TNR2ID ATIM
MVD

And the Mishnah mentioned a case of mymp D53
only to teach the Halachah that

DD NNPH2 NTIN DT
MYPIPN 5D R N

Because
DMDN Jnb pRw DD
DIMNN Jnb ww DN NN PpPIT
JbD LIWD

Syl e Y P M
PON MYV
1’NHYWI 1Y AT DTN

Ifthe vain wanted to claim both pmww pon,
but after he claimed pon,
the vam quickly admitted to pnow
before the vain could claim the pmww,

179NNa DR D"YNO OR
MOD 2N

If Bais Din senses that If Bais Din senses that
the vana only meant to the vana did this to avoid a
respond to thevin’s claim, NN NTID VY
he is exempt from a nvw, for anww of pawwr pon,
he must make a nvnv,
POD 1DDVD because we consider
Pmvw2 15 M the nNTID of pww as if it was
D)1b) made after the nvv of prww,
and
PRI PON DYDY
P TAR2 15 AT
amn
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The Gemara proceeds with another Halachah of 9mx 11v 19
Srivw regarding the Halachah of

902NV 7IYON

10179 MW ARTIAM

ORI NW NYL

17 RS AT

2N

If the yin claimed two needles and the yan) admitted to
oneg, he is liable for a 12w, even though the myv was less
than 903 nw, because

The Pasuk that refers to nxpna 07 states

MY OR WR M D

WHWH 057 IR 90

Since the Pasuk already mentions 903 which implies a 727
2wn, an item of significance, 90> 'nw, why did the Pasuk
also mention 095?

It must be to teach

092 IRY? 795

1w b

Utensils are different than other items, and o'5> are
considered a 21wn 127 regardless of their value.

And accordingly, X9 17 proceeds with the following
case:

7U179) D93 PPV

If the y2in claimed a *>> and money, a nv119; it depends
701191 997 932 TN

NvO

If the yan admitted to the *5> and denied the 7o, he is
M5 from a 2w, because in this X905 27 holds like 17 that
903 NW MYL N9

For money the 775> must be at least two 903, while here it
was only one 70179,

However,

05719991 71O TN

0

If the vyani admitted to the 70179 and denied the 55, he is
271 in a MW, because for a *53 the 77705 can be less than
two q0>.

And this is considered nzpna NN, because in this k9o 19
holds like Sxinw that

PNVWI PON YO

7 nNR2D AT

R

DafHachaim.org

Sl e VL
2000 /0> 5),&/;/5)5)/5003 ol yg/ﬁ)

170NN YNW 1YV
10 NNRa 1Y DM
2N
Ifthevan claimed two needles

and the van) admitted to one, he is liable for a nv1w,
even though the nayp was less than 902 0w,

because
The Pasue that %/m to_ndopp o Mates
1 R BN v 0D
“mair’> 293 1 qoD
Since the Pasuk already mentions p>

which implies a 2wn 727, an item of significance, 9020w,
why did the Pasuk also mention p5>?

Tt must be to teackh
09> RN 9°DH
1w Y

Utensils are different than other items,
and Db> are considered a 2wn 72T
regardless of their value.

£OO P

NVIIDI DI NV

Ifthe van claimed a»5> and money, a nono;

NV NTIN 0952 NTIN
n*v53 1M NVIID2 1D

2N MOD
Ifthe van) admitted Ifthe van) admitted

to thenvno and denied the 5>,  to the b and denied the nbno,

heis 2»n in a nvnw,
because for ar»> the nyo> can
be less than two 9p>.

he is 9o from a nvaw,

because in this Noo 1)
holds like 1) that

NIYL NPSD
D3 MY
Formoney then»o>

And this is considered
neppa nTn, because in this
NDD 27 holds like Sxipw that

DY) pon DD must be at least two 9>,

J7D PNR2 15 TN while here it was only

am onenvnND.

Shevuos 40-7



