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Intro

Today we will Be*H learn "3 97 of myaw noon. 1'7\,) n}’1:w
Some of the topics we will learn about include: R1w n”13w1

RIW NIV IPW DY

The exact definition of a false oath and a vain oath,
whether

9IR R5115IR

5N N1 5NN ’anR Nb’ ’TI'?DN
“I did or did not eat,” or “I will ill not eat," di
DW;D ;)‘;‘71 not eat,” or “I will or will not eat,” regarding bD]R RI?.' I?D]R

If one is liable mp5n» for violating these oaths, or
129 27N & DY IO

129p 270
If one is liable for a j2p

WY1 PRY IND

oY PD PR

One does not receive lashes for a prohibition that does not
entail any action, with three exceptions, one of which is

NYWYN 12 PRWY IRD
pOne who swears a false or vain oath does receive lashes. 1’5}’ ]’P]b ]’R

790 NRINA

. One does not receive lashes if the witnesses cannot issue
an absolute warning, such as the oath
IR
I'will eat, since he can always answer that he will eat later
in the day;

5N ROW 1w
RITW 53 IR

If one swears that he will not eat, whether he is liable for bD]R wa n)’1:m
eating any amount of food, even less than a r15?

This may be related to the opinion of 1w *23, who holds
nwm»1N

One is liable for all prohibitions for eating any amount of ]1},’9\,) ,:.l

food NWN2 2N

R177°1°0 370 YAV

One is not liable for an oath to observe an Halachah, since
he is already sworn to obey the Torah.

The Gemara cites two possible exceptions:

PIORA D727 OY mnmnpmvu‘r 55192 b R.‘n 70 1nD l’:m.'n
If one swears to refrain from ALL foods. Since the oath
takes effect regarding most foods, it is effective regarding
forbidden foods as well; AND

MW VA WIOHI

1277 RYON

Ifhe specifically swears regarding a 1w *x3n, and so he is
only liable because of his oath.

1IN 0727 Y5102

o
MW 73N WIDNI

12297 R2HN)
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So, let's review...

The Gemara continues the discussion begun in the
previous Daf as to what is a

WV NYIY

And whatisa

RIW NIV

To determine from which Pasuk each is derived;

This is relevant, because as Rashi explains there;

12 00> IR WA RIPOM

The o7v must warn the person accurately as to which
MoR he is about to transgress.

The Gemara in the previous Daf cited j3m 227 R 1727,
who made the distinction as follows:

DMIR KD HOIR

WP

If one swears to eat, or not to eat - in the future - and does
not keep his word, this is considered a 9pw ny1aw, a false
oath, and it is forbidden from the Pasuk

WWY HBWA WAWN RS

And as Rashi explains;

MW WAV RS P

58 INRS DONYIAw3 WS 7o

Do not take an oath that will later turn out to be false. ®
And

MHIR X9 N9OR

RV

If one swears that he ate, or did not eat - in the past - this is
considered a vain oath, and it is forbidden from the Pasuk
RIWS PrOR 1 DW DR RWN R

Because ®

TR APRY 72005 71w o

o159 R b R ST RIW NI TR

75025 POP ANRY? 1N IR

His words are in vain, because they were false when he
uttered them.

Dedicated By:
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The Gemara continues the discussion begun in the
previous Daf as to what is a

X1V NY1NIY - JpPwW Nynvw

To determine from which Pasuk each is derived;

Thiss i relevant, because ay Rashi explaing there;
13 DIIHOD 995 D10 HIPHM
The pr3y must warn the person Wwf@%/
ay ty which yorr he iy aboutt ty z‘m//m?rm/.

W/ W M P)

MMYIR RN MNYIR DR R’ Yo
NIW MW
If one swears that he ate, If one swears to eat,
ordid not eat - in the past ornot to eat - in the future
this is considered a vain oath,  and does not keep his word,

and iy %Wéw//m fwm/. B this is considered a ypw ny2w,
= m RPN e wfrtidlenfrom.
nbpHey  TPE bR x>
Because ﬂP@B
A Rashis explains;
MES WIED HO PO
OODMISES IPED 170
9t INH5
Do not take an vath
that will later turn out

t éa/%é&

DO OIHE I3VED DM3E 5O
DL DMSE DN
DWW HNM NES MIE NED?
OOL35 PO OHHSY 1P b

Hiy wor/y are W vain,

because 7‘/1,@7 were

when he uttered them..
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The Gemara now cites a different version of jamy '27's
ruling:

1P 237 IBR P27 IR

T9IR K91 19N

P

If one swears that he ate, or he did not eat - in the past - this
is considered a false oath. And this is forbidden from
Pasuk

PwH MW Wawn RO

And as Rashi here explains;

VOWN DM

TPW RN R VW NYW3

20WH 17T

Do not take an oath that is false at the time it’s uttered. ®
However,

591N RY1DIIR

17275 K53 72w

If one swears to eat, or not to eat - in the future - he
violates the prohibition of 17275 K>, ®

NI N2>

In the future tense; he shall not desecrate his words; ®

RIW NP1V K777 °R)

DR VT DR DIWH »aws

While a vain oath is swearing against a known reality. For
example, ®

TR RITW WX OV

27 W RITW 1AR S0 ToY Y

That a man is a woman, or that a pillar of stone is of gold;

However, Rashi in the previous Daf explains that

MHIR K21 M2OR

Is not considered a X\1w ny1aw, even though his words are
false when he uttered them;

AW DR IR OR 72 07790 557 PRY 795

Because it's not obviously false as in the previous case.

YOI P INE SR e

MM RNOMR NYOR RN NYOR

1727 5n° 852 12y MY
If one swears to eat, If one swears that he ate,

or not to eat - in the future or he did not eat - in the past

’ he v}i(‘);iqt‘es ; this is considered a false oath.

t1.e;.7rou ition o /fm/i‘/zxz/w%wéw//mﬁom..

MITITND s i N

Hmo H3D0 -

~D

In the future tense;

hivs wordy LHEN OO
IPE HOH H5 DM3E DYES
93DED V07
Do not take an vath that iy
/wéeaffﬁafmw'wae%

RV NY12W RN IT W)

DTRY MIT'N NR NIYY Yaw)
While a vain oath is swearing against a known reality.
For example,

OEH HIOE £H DY
30f 5 HIOE 135 S 7Y dY
That & man iy & woman, or z‘/m‘w/zf;%r 0/#0%:’4/0%%&/;

However, Rashic in the previouy Dn% W&m/y that
H5H H MH5H
v not considered & 110 rye,
even fé{/u?/v hisy wordly are /wé@ when he uttered them;
IPE OH DO OH D3 OO 500 PHE DD

Because ity not aéw‘oml% /Mw

ay i z‘/w/zrwww case:
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173R "2 explains that he deduced 1371 *27's opinion on this
matter from the following ruling:

Ny 'R

7INIW WD RS 53

O P TwYn 1 ww RS

5P P PR TOYPH 12 PRWY

DWIYPIN IR H5p1) I YAV PN

One receives lashes only for a negative commandment
that entails action, but not for one that does not entail any
action, with three exceptions, one of which is

Vaw)

One who swears falsely or in vain does receive lashes, as
the Pasuk says

RIWY PPOR 17 DW PR RWN RS

RIWZ MW DR RY’ TOR NR 71 7P R 73

And from the word 17 in 7 7py RS 2’ we expound

AP IPRT RN N

MR PRIVIMR PR Aon YW 772 5aR

Hashem will not absolve him, but 7 n°a will give him
lashes, thus absolving him of the Aveirah.

And since

DPYO W RIS RIS

The word x1wb is written twice;

The first refers to 1w n12wY,

And the second refers to 9pw n»1aw, based on the principal
of

R NY1AWH PIv IR OR

AW NYIIWY IV N

Thus, we derive that for both X1w n»12w and pw NY12W one
does get mpbn, even though it entails no action, merely
words.

DafHachaim.org

/DAL PRI
explains that he deduced jon»127’s opinion

Y VE
NMN2W HWYN XY 95
175 P VYN 12 VIV IRD
POY 1P PR DWYN 12 PRY)
M) - Y2IWIN - PN
OW117°2N NR Y5pMm

One receives lashes only for a negative commandment
that entails action, but not for one that does not entail
any action, with three exceptions,
one of which is paw)

One who sweatrs falsely or in vain does receive lashes,

as the Pasuk sayy
NPT XD
) E‘w TN DN YJ£Z £1D B
']"-'PLJN VY Y s
N?%‘D Y3 /'/?ﬁ
SRP NDD ) o pm
- Hashem will nat

ﬂ*WN nN aéwﬁ/e/b;m,
but el

”:w ﬂN N*y. will give him
N1

218 nyipl

aéy/ﬁ/' I him g
f@%w@/u. %

WOyl

NIW NYIIWD pIv 12N DR
MPY NY1IYD PIV 1NN

one: doe get rpl, even thoughs i entaily no action,
W@%/ wor/y.
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Now, 172x 127 explains

MTIIN IPW NIV R

Which type of 7pw n»aw is derived from this Pasuk for
mpHn?

It cannot be

59R1 921K ROV 1w

Because

RI7 WY 12 VW IRD

If he swore that he will not eat, but he ate, this does entail
an action, and so this is not the case that 30 °27 was
referring to as the exception to TwY» 12 PRW RS,

It also cannot be

558 K51 H9RW 11w

Because, if he swore that he will eat but did not, he would
NOT get mpbmn, as 3y 27 himself taught

oY 193 SIRW i

159K KD 0771 920

If he swore that he will eat this loaf of bread and he did not
eatit,

AP PR IR Y 27

WYN 12 PRW IR T DION

AP IR IR VRS W

PO0 NRINA MNT DIWH

He does not receive lashes, either because it does not
entail an action, OR because the witnesses cannot issue an
absolute warning, since he can always answer that he will
eat later in the day.

DafHachaim.org

IDRE P)
MT 7 IPW NY1IIW RN

Which type of 3w nviw
is derived from this Pasuk for mpbn?

It cannot be...

5581 - 5ok Rbw hvmaw
Because
NN DWDLD 12 W IND
If he swore he will not eat, but he ate,
this does entail an action, and so this is not the case
that onp 12> was referring to as the exception to
YYD 12 PR IND.

And it cannot be...

558 R5 - bownw nvaw

Because, if he swore that he will eat but did not,
he would not get mpbn,

ay yprr ) ﬁw?/if
0170 1T 790 HOIRW YWY
N9OR X9 01N 1AM

If he swore that he will eat this loaf of bread
and he did not eat it,

W f'/’)/én
NP> 1IN
mnT DD mnT DIYD
POD NDNINN NP 12 PRY IND

He does not receive lashes,
either because it does not entail an action,

WE )’ P)I
NP 1IN
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Therefore, 30 *21 clearly referred to

MHIR K21 N9IR

He swore that he ate, while he did not, and

AMN NI WITo1

RIS 1T W NY1aw

WY RIW 7

W5 M IPW R

Just as swearing in vain refers to an oath regarding the
past, one is only liable to mp5n for a false oath regarding
the past.

Here we see that

IR R NPIR

IPY NYIY

Falsely swearing regarding a past action is a 93pw ny1aw.

DafHachaim.org

v

Therefore, jon» 123 clearly referred to

TMYOR XD 'NYOIR

NN NNIN W12
NIwb NIT MY Hv1IY
2205 MW
22DW5 NI Y 9N

Just as swearing in vain
refers to an oath regarding the past,
one s only liable to mpbn
for a false oath regarding the past.
Here we see that
N9OR X NHOR

MW MYV
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The Gemara proceeds with a discussion of

Which ny1aw is mpbn 27n, and which is not; and
Which n»aw is 79 79w 1295 270, and which is not;
And the summary is as follows:

Regarding

V1 V1Y

In the case of

DR N

5IR)

702

mpbnarn

Becauseit's a

NI owYNII VW ]N'?

And

W2

129 270

As indicated in the Pasuk

In the case of
5N
5IR R

Tma

mpbnn o
Becauseit'sa

OV 1A PRV IND

And

w3

N

As indicated in the Pasuk

M9IR

DR R

OR

M5OR RS

59R)

Tim

mpbnarn

As derived from Rwn R
And

mwa

It's a Machlokes:
According to X1’py 1217
1PN

According to SRynw’ 117
1290 MO

Because S5xypw’ 127 holds
R25 TYn Y ROR 271 IR
One is 129 271 only for a M1aw regarding the future, but
not for a n1aw regarding the past.
Regarding

RIW NY1w

Such as

DIRS V1T DR MIW5 YIw]

I

mpbnarn

As derived from Xwn X5

w1

mapislilels

Because the Pasuk only speaks about nva nyiaw

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara proceedy with a discussion o%

Which nyaw is 2mn Which nymaw is 2mn

TN N7 129 mpon

Regarding 2 ny1w
Inthe case g
9oR) - 9OIR RY

W2 T°tN2
1299 2N mpon 2N

As indicated in the Pasuk Becauseit'sa
NI DY 12 YW IND

5OR 89 - YN

AW TT02

1297 2N mMp PN NOVD
As indicated in the Pasuk

5o81 'NYIR RY - HIR R 'NHIN

A21W2 T°TN2
Py mpOn 2N
]31P 27N As derived from Rwn N5
%}Wé/ »)
129P” NOD

Nab Tnvn by RON 2p 1IN

Regarding N1 np1w
Suchay
DTRY MIT'N NR MIYY Yaw)

phY U] T7tN2
129P1» NVD mphn 2N

As derived from Nwn Rb
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The Gemara returns to the Mishnah on v” 97 which
continues with

59 ROW 1w

RITW 5 YN

2N

R2’PY 1327

If one swears that he will not eat, he is liable for eating any
amount of food, even less than a nto.

The Gemara inquires

1.

5"D W' 1210 AMNN 501 V"

ilonuizialoht

Does X2'pY 127 agree with pwnw 17 regarding all prohibi-
tions,

as the Xn92 states

MONY RITW 53 MR PYRY 127

1297 7IV5 ROR 1171 190K RO

One is liable to mpbn for eating any amount of food, even
less than a 15, and it’s only to be liable to a 1275 that a 1>
is required; OR

2.

RDHTIR

75 K720 270 ROV

RNPYV 13771 RO

21 WIOM DNRIN

27111 Do

R2pY *27 agrees with the 1317 regarding all prohibitions
that one is only liable to mp5n» for eating at least a v,
However, since if one specified that his n»1aw is even for
less than a m13, he is certainly liable to mpbn, since this is
how he violates his oath;

So too, even if he did not specify, he is also liable even for
aminute amount, because as Rashi explains

b ww

770 50 793R HY YT PR YAV

DR 732 PWY INR ROR

MY NR MORD 1150 RiTw 537

Common usage of the word eating refers to any amount.

The Gemara cites two proofs, and concludes

75 X720 13279 RSV

R2’pY 27 generally holds like the 1329, and his opinion here
is unique to V1w,

DafHachaim.org

Y

R 53 D3R - Do Kow My
mAlal
N2PP 2929
If one swears that he will not eat, he is liable for eating
any amount of food, even less than a m.

P4

R2PY 121
970 PYNWY 2295 1Y NINN Y2
NWNIA 2NNT

Does rapp 127 agree with poow 1)
regarding all prohibitions,
abs the pmp states

Wik i )
NOND NIW 5
]2 2D ROR T PR R
One s liable to mpbn for eating any amount of food,

even less than a m12, and it’s only to be liable to a)2p
that a m1> is required;

P4

s 1
MY R20 12290 ’NHYYA
RNYV 11770 ROM
27N WIDM PNRIN
2N "M DNO

NPV 1) agrees with the)x1d
regarding all prohibitions that one is only liable to mpbn
for eating at least a »1>.

However, since if one specified that his nviaw
is even for less than a m1>, he is certainly liable to mpbn,
since this is how he violates his oath;
So too, even if he did not specify,
he is also liable even for a minute amount,

because ass EM/WWM
IMD BIE
OO S 05990 SV Y7 PO VIEE
075 M3 NED MO HOH
3D PH NPOS PN HIOE 553

Commaon wage 0% the word eafm?/ r%em/ 70 % armount.
v

MY X2 12290 ’NHYY2

N2pY 1) generally holds like the o1,
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