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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 1”5 97 of myaw noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

VNN VI
The np>mo whether one is only liable to a 1277 for an oath

di ion.
1';"61%: chI:rrlfa?e{) :)s(;?;itrll(;rihat this depends on whether U}”D’ n :’ﬂ w117
VY ONT
o VIO Y902 WMT

Whether we expound the Torah using inclusionary and
exclusionary terms, or using general and specific terms.

The Gemara discusses various rulings regarding the

intention that must accompany an oath, including: Varlou Sru ll n g sre ga rd ln g

DR

One must intend to make the oath. If one is ‘compelled’ to the intention that must
make an oath due to mistaken assumptions, he is exempt;
accompany an oath

T

One who intentionally swears falsely is exempt from a
1177

yon ooyn

. Whether one is liable if he remembered his oath but 01 J R

forgot the item he had forbidden.
T

YON 05N

W DY 127 I

This reflects the opinion of 1211, who holds that even if
one remembers the prohibition, merely forgetting that the
prohibition is liable for a j29p is also considered an

inadvertent transgression. nJJm an ]:1P nJJw

MY’ Tn Y
One is only considered a x»w if he were to refrain from the
deed due to the missing knowledge.

11531903

PNOVARIPY IR

Even if one resolved to make an oath, it is not effective
until he verbalizes it.

1NYITN WY
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)
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So, let's review...

The Mishnah in the previous Daf cited the following
faieibiales

TR SRYPY? 117

R25 TIYR HY RHR 271K

209 IR VI MRV

One is only liable to a 77 15 127 for a w2 nyw
regarding a future action, as stated explicitly in the Pasuk
O IR VI

Something he will or will not do.

However,

RIPY 2715 IR

D27 ROR D PR IR

720 YN R W

120M NYI 02 PRY 727

P

If we read the Pasuk literally, one should only be liable for
oaths that are to one’s benefit or detriment, as the Pasuk
states

207 IR VI

SRYHY’ 117 answered

19 IR

2N57 120

We derive other types of oaths, even ny37 372 PRW 0127
navm, from the general term

1WA DR RVD TR 55

R2'pY 29, however, responded

12 IR

995 2INOR NI DR

PS> om0

If so, this additional Pasuk also includes ALL types of
oaths, even 12pwH, oaths regarding past actions.
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One is only liable to a T™m nbw 129p for anw py1IY
regarding a future action,

a stated explicitly in the Pusuk
20 IR vINd

Something he will or will not do.
APPY R /] M

D' XON 'O PN 7N
A= APIT 1R v
M= APIT 172 18Y 2239
i)
If we read the Pasuk literally, one should only be liable
for oaths that are to one’s benefit or detriment,

a the Pasuk states
=iois W PnD

ﬁ’}j«/@ »)
1 21N
2379 N3

We derive other types of oaths, even pNw D127
n2adM AN )N, from the general term

o= N> AN oo
Sas

APPY I
% MmN
15% 2nom At o
125 :nom A

If so, this additional Pasuk also includes all types of oaths,
even 1w, oaths regarding past actions.
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The Gemara now explains the np>m>:

RI’PY 17

VY I ONT

R2’pY *27 expounds the Torah using inclusionary and
exclusionary terms, as follows:

The Pasuk begins

VIVN DO WOIIR

=il

An inclusionary term, referring to all oaths;

20T IR VI

oY

The Pasuk then excludes all cases except those that can be
made regarding the past and future;

DTN RV TR DD

72N NN

Then uses another inclusionary term;

Therefore,

120V 72

sy ly

MmN 2T OV

We include all cases, but exclude the specific case of an
oath regarding a Mitzvah, which cannot be made regard-
ing future actions.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara now explaing the ypiihp:

APPY P?
VY N2 ONT

N2pY 127 expounds the Torah using inclusionary
and exclusionary terms, as follows:

The Pasuk éW
PaPr o Poiw
DRI
An inclusionary term, referring to all oaths;

=i W e
aw

The Pasuk then excludes all cases

except those that can be made regarding the past and future;

oHNS R SR oD
DR 7jl)
Then uses another inclusionary term;

Therefore
N2 LYV NIN
D 5o pan
MDY 12T LYN)

We include all cases,
but exclude an oath regarding a Mitzvah,
which cannot be made regarding future actions.
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However,

ORYHY? 117

VI YHI WNT

5xppY? *17 expounds the Torah using general and specific
terms, as follows:

The Pasuk begins

DNOWA RVIZ YAWN 7D WOI IR

593

A general term, referring to all oaths;

2OT IR VI

VIO

Then uses a specific term, referring only to oaths regard-
ing future actions;

DTRA RVL TWR DL

5517

Then uses another general term.

Therefore,

55310191593

VION PYI ROR JTANROR

N2 WNOH VIO N

N2 52 R

We include all oaths that are similar to the specified
example, and so

MNRY RHHI IR

RIMY 70 7Y 72 PRY D727 179K

TOIWNH ROID IR

F2VWH 120M AYIN T2 VW DIATIPOR

We include all oaths regarding the future, even if they are
not good or bad, and we exclude all oaths regarding the
past, even if they are good or bad.

The Gemara explains the rationale for this distinction:
2012 IR VITIT RDIT

17275 52 DN IMORY D

1275 Y2 DN IMOR PRY 1T ANRY

1Pwn 51 Dwn RHR

The Pasuk describes one who violates his oath. This refers
to an oath to perform or abstain from a future action, and
not an oath regarding the past, which is immediately
deemed a false oath.

DafHachaim.org

é)ﬁ/ﬂ »I
VI HHO2 VWNT

SRppw 123 expounds the Torah
using general and specific terms, as follows:

D rgrs Rbab Haivm oo gl
y/3

A general term, referring to all oaths;
=i W P
o

Then uses a specific term, referring only to oaths
regarding future actions;

o b= SN ok
/259

Then uses another general term.

5551 91 Hbo
DION EDD NDR JT DDR IR
N2ND wNDD DIBDN NP
N2nD 5D 9N

We include all oaths that are similar
to the specified example, and so

NDID NN N555 DN
WIVND MNND
DM2T 15OR DM2T 150N
NVIN N2 VW NYIN NI PNY
920wW5 Navm Nanb navm
And we exclude all We include all oaths
oaths regarding the regarding the future,

past, even if they are even if they are not
good or bad. good or bad,

orgs NbID Pairm o el
iy 1 =
205 IN VINDT oOIT
NAT Sm 5 ;wp moNw w
T NDNY

12T S 52 DIWD MIDN PRY
Npwn ba Dwn RON

The Pasuk describes one who violates his oath.
This refers to an oath to perform or abstain from a future
action, and not an oath regarding the past, which is
immediately deemed a false oath.
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The Gemara cites a Xn»71 that states several rulings
regarding the intention that must accompany an oath
which are derived from the Pasuk

nY1I2WA OTRI RV TWR D

11 05V ..

1.

YI2WI DR

DURY VIO

One must intend to make the oath. If one is ‘compelled’ to
make an oath due to mistaken assumptions, he is exempt.
And the Gemara gives an example:

YOR 271 RINI 27T

297 PPR PPN

27 R I7T ROVIIW IR W

27 MR IT ROVIAW IOR W

"OR 171 R1712 21 both swore that 27 ruled a certain way. 19
explained to them that the one who was incorrect was not
liable for his oath, because

JoIR 725

He intended to swear truthfully, and was led astray by his
mistaken assumptions.

DafHachaim.org

)4’/)”7/3

Several rulings regarding the intention that must
accompany an oath which are derived from the Pasuk

B:B aﬂt/ Ho
ﬂ‘wx If one is ‘compelled’
¥y to make an oath

Nb: due to mistaken

T=ENRS assumptions,
«_‘3)7 iy i he is exempt.

P

SR L7

And the: Gemara givey aw W[@
Ok PI £YPI PIFD
29T WpY WP NN 1D
2 IMNIDONT NNHVIIW MION D

29 PN DNT RNDVLIIW ION )
DR 27 R2nD 20 both swore that 1) ruled a certain way.
1 explained to them that the one who was incorrect

was not liable for his oath,
because

IDIR 25
He intended to swear truthfully,
and was led astray by his mistaken assumptions.
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2.

=PI

IO VIO

One who intentionally swears falsely is exempt from a
127,

3,

ooV MMaw3

271 N7 AVIIW 05V Y

vor obun Yy 27m IR

He is only liable if he forgot that he had made an oath and
therefore violated it, but he is exempt if he remembered
his oath but forgot the item he had forbidden.

The Gemara asks

YOr RY1 115 oW YW Rnbwa

PON N9 YR ROW V12w IORT 1130

AMRP HIIRW N0

We can find a case of ny12w 0Svn, where he forgot the oath
but remembered the subject of the oath;

If one swears NOT to eat wheat bread, and then eats it,
thinking that he had made an oath that he WOULD eat the
bread.

However,

TN AYIAW R 7ON

PON NS HIR ROV APIIW MORT NI

ARP DNVW S N0

M9 OWPR RXOMT 73

AW D5V N

We cannot find a case of yon oSy, where he forgot the
subject of the oath but remembered the oath;

Because if he swears not to eat wheat bread, and then eats
it, thinking he had made the oath regarding barley bread,
he not only forgot the item, he also forgot about the oath,
not realizing that it was applicable.

Therefore, there is no case of yorn obyn?

Furthermore,

PON N9 YR ROW 1AW IORT 1130

IR No 515 Sob 1 vwrm

pon v I oM

ORI R MW N0

Even if he swore not to eat wheat bread, and then reached
for barley bread, but mistakenly took the wheat bread
instead, he was not only mistaken about the item, but he
also didn't realize that the oath was applicable?

DafHachaim.org

b)”)p

Several rulings regarding the intention that must
accompany an oath which are derived from the Pasuk

B:‘? ot/ 6o
A 479 Dyl p/?:) /f PN Ifoneis compelled

Jon pfi> iﬁ”ﬁy'k/ Niy=» to make an oath

; i - ) due to mistaken
H]f 18 On’%} lla’ble’ if ge DEINRS assumptions,
orgot that he ha Cu .
ma%e an oath and n:) 12 hefs exempt.
therefore violated it, 'DB:)SW
but he is exempt
if he remembered his
oath but forgot the
item he had forbidden.

>/ (0

L3R Onewho intentionally
swears falsely is

exempt from aj2y.

?

YW RNHYWAI
Yon ®Y2 1Y NNOWN
170N ND HIR ROW NYIAIW MRT 2D
IMRP IIINRY N20MN

We can find a case of nviaw pbvn, where he forgot the oath
but remembered the subject of the oath;

However,
MT 137 NYIAW RH2 YON
170N ND 90IR ROW NYI2W MRT NAD
IRP D2NYW SV M20N
NY MWIOR RRONT 17D
YW DYYN 117N

We cannot find a case of yon pbvn,
where he forgot the subject but remembered the oath;

Because if he swears not to eat wheat bread, and then eats it,
thinking he had made the oath regarding barley bread,
he not only forgot the item, he also forgot about the oath,
not realizing that it was applicable.

Therefore, there is no case of yon pbvn?
Furthermaore,
IORT PAD
170N ND HOIR RHW NY1IW
PMW ND 7V HOL IT VIVIM
1°ON YW 1772 HNHM
NYORY RN DINYW MN20N

Even if he swore not to eat wheat bread,
and then reached for barley bread,
but mistakenly took the wheat bread instead,
he was not only mistaken about the item,
but he also didn't realize that the oath was applicable?
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The Gemara cites two answers:

1.

TNYHR T IR

N7 NNR RTIRT

This was a mistaken X073, and there is indeed no case of
yon o5vn without nyiaw obyn.

2.

a0V "7 IR

TIYH WD R PONT IO VT T D

Ri7 7On 0OV

Ifhe had known that this was wheat bread, he would not

have eaten it. This is called yon o5, and not myaw oovn.

The Gemara inquires

DI T 05V

If one forgot about the oath AND about the item, is he
liable or not?

The Gemara explains
PON DIWM ROR FIVIAWN WO D12
I2W DWW ROR YOI W0 DD

He would have refrained from violating the oath for either

reason.
Therefore,
NIV N>

He is exempt.

DafHachaim.org

&

7)’/@ 2
R NNRXR RTI RT

This was a mistaken ND»),
and there is indeed no case of yon pbvn
without hvaw pbvn.

@

?90/' 9
MY YT T D
N WD XRIN PONT
NN DN 0OYN

If he had known that this was wheat bread,
he would not have eaten it.
This is called yon pbvn, and not ny1aw pbva.

?
1 1722 N1 NT OYYN

If one forgot about the oath and about the item,
is he liable or not?

D g

AYIWN WD MY
YON DIWN ROR
YONN WD 0191
NY1I2W DIWN ROR

He would have refrained from violating the oath
for either reason.

Therefure
RIW XY

Heis exempt.
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The Gemara inquires

R77IPNR

720w M2 NYIY DAY

What is the scenario where one inadvertently violates his
oath regarding a past action?

NI TIDVTT R

NI ONR VT ROTR

If he remembered the facts, and swore falsely, this is an
intentional transgression, and he is exempt. On the other
hand, if he forgot, he is an ©1x, and is also exempt?

The Gemara answers

TN

TIOR 1T AVIAVW IR YTV

YT PR HIR

IR IR 1297 77OV P20 OR

He remembered that it was a forbidden oath, but not that
he would be liable a j27p.

The Gemara offers two explanations for this answer:

1.

1AM

XY W 127 DAY WORT

This reflects the opinion of 1211, who holds that even if
one remembers the prohibition, merely forgetting that the
prohibition is liable for a 1277 is also considered an
inadvertent transgression.

2.

NI WITNT R

7913 70n 5037

1297 7707 IRD JOWR RS

T RO

TN P27 IDOR

The 1327 ordinarily hold that this is considered 7.
However, this is a unique case, because one is liable to a
1277 for a mere X5, and so they agree that forgetting about
this 1299 IS considered a »w.

DafHachaim.org

Pe

L]

R IR
12)VWY NV NPYIIY NIIY
What is the scenario
where one inadvertently violates his oath
regarding a past action?
RN TN Y77 R
NN DNIR YT? ROT N

If he remembered the facts, and swore falsely,
this is an intentional transgression, and he is exempt.

On the other hand, if he forgot, he is an b,
and is also exempt?

v

ININR2
NTOR 1T NY1AVWY IR VTP

YT 2R Har
IRD IR 1272 1YY 127N DX

He remembered that it was a forbidden oath,
but not that he would be liable a)27p.

@ @

RN WITNT RN
N1 DM HoaT
NOWR XY
129P NPT IR
MNP RO
17N 1229 197DR

The 221 ordinarily hold that
this is considered 7.
\ 4
However, this is a unique case, because one is liable
to a)27p for a mereInb, and so they agree
that forgetting about this )2 is considered a 22w.

121>
1297 NAAW INDRT
NAAW MNWY

Even if one remembers the
prohibition, merely
forgetting that the prohibi-
tion is liable for a2 is also
considered an inadvertent
transgression.
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‘ The Gemara rules

7335 Yaws

AYIIW NI 179R) TYVIH

If one made an oath forbidding a certain loaf, and then 92D b)’ Yaw)

regretted the oath, and was ready to eat the loaf, but he ate n}nnw NAAVW2 n',:z,u 1},'0373

it inadvertently, he is not liable, because e )

ST 20 If one made an oath forbidding a certain loaf,

TP 5Y 1277 NI and then regretted the oath, and was ready to eat the loaf,

NPT 2V RO but he ate it inadvertently, he is not liable, because

MW 5V 1297 X2I1 PR

One is only considered a mw if he were to refrain from the 20 Rb 20

deed due to the missing knowledge. However, if one were

to perform the deed regardless, he is not a »w, and is NN NN

exempt from a j29p. Therefore, in this case, since he would

have eaten the loaf anyway, he is not liable. ]:1P RN ]’R ]J-IP K220

MW DY NI Y

Oneis only considered a 22w if he were to refrain from
the deed due to the missing knowledge.
However, if one were to perform the deed regardless,
he is not a 32w, and is exempt from a ).

since he would have eaten the loaf anyway,
heis not liable.

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Shevuos 26-9
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‘ SiRnw rules

125193

POV R'XPW IR

Even if one resolved to make an oath, it is not effective /,é’/ﬂ/g
until he verbalizes it, as the Pasuk says

DNOWA RV 13‘7: ma

PNDW2I RIXRPY PR
Even if one resolved to make an oath,

The Gemara challenges this ruling from the following itis not effective until he verbalizes i,

NI ab the Pasuk sayy
Dnowa Unni "
Bnow: o= Rb=h
An oath must be verbalized.

P 125319 NP

5

712w DTN RV TR 5 P4

The Pasuk also includes a case where one merely
resolved to make an oath.

Do
Y4

An oath must be verbalized.

1°21 1252 M2
/Q)
Hbas oaNe K= R Do

. The Gemara points out .
NP ROV N7 The Pasuk also includes a case where
The Xn71 contradicts itself, whether one must verbalize one merely resolved to make an oath.
an oath?

2

The Gemara pointy ot
RAt)
Therefore, the Gemara explains R UP RD1A R

omowa The N2 contradicts itself,
N2 KD PIOWI KR35 1257 I3 RO whether one must verbalize an oath?
We exclude a case where he only resolved for the the oath
to be effective if verbalized.

However,

PIn DNO 1252 903

RO IWR S YN

\ 4

=L e
Ifhe resolved to accept the oath without verbalizing it, it 2270 t[ 10O £33, ﬂp £ 7/‘/54 t[

is effective, even though he did not verbalize it.

However,

1°a» OND 1292 M)

However, this contradicts SXmw’s ruling? 6)
Nz~ oo
If he resolved to accept the oath without verbalizing it,

it is effective, even though he did not verbalize it.

However, this contradicts S5Rnww’s ruling?

|y
eskel
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Therefore, the Gemara explains the xn»92 differently:
DNowa

1352 MW R

PIVW N R POM NO RVITH

Ifhe planned to verbalize an oath regarding wheat bread,
itis not effective if he mistakenly mentioned barley bread.
However,

1253 93

DNO NORXIM PON NS RZID

P

DRI RV TWR 55N

Ifhe intended to verbalize wheat bread, and instead
mentioned just bread, it is effective.

The Gemara cites a related Xn»92:

Panaba I

B 1 YN

A donation to wipn is effective, even when not verbalized.
Nevertheless, we do not apply this principle to other areas,
because

DWIP NN NN

TARD PRI PN W

PTIOH PRI

The Pasuk states this principle twice, regarding both
7m0 and WP, and so it is exclusive to these areas.
Alternately,

1A RS DWIRL PN

We do not derive laws regarding p»n from ow7p.

Dedicated By:
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1ol5 el

//7/)/2 0O £33/ /fﬁ NO ,éb’/a/

If he planned to verbalize an oath
regarding wheat bread,
it is not effective if he mistakenly mentioned
barley bread.

However,

1252 M)
DND ND RPN PON ND RNINH
10
/])
oHNe NbE A b
If he intended to verbalize wheat bread,
and instead mentioned just bread, it is effective.

The gemam/ cites a related phmn:
120 1252 "2
/])
= =8 o
A donation to wTpn is effective,
even when not verbalized.

Nevertheless,
we do not apply this principle to other areas,

because

DYWTP) NN NN
TNRD PPRAN 1?2110 1V
PPN PRI
The Pasuk states this principle twice, regarding both nonn
and wpn, and so it is exclusive to these areas.

/M‘erm?‘e%/,
1273 R DWOTPN PN

We do not derive laws regarding p>in from pwTy.
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