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7"01
Intro

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

The Mishnah discusses various forms of

V1 NY1Y

An oath to perform or not to perform a certain action:
DR IR IDIY S 0127

An oath about matters concerning oneself or about
matters concerning others; and

WNN A PRYIR VW 02T

An oath concerning both tangible and intangible things;

2072 R VI

The Pasuk refers to oaths regarding positive or negative
future actions.

And the Gemara discusses

RN

Whether one is only liable for an oath that can be formulat-
ed in both its positive and negative form; and

F20wH RIND

Whether one is also liable a j27p for oaths regarding past
actions; and

Whether one is only liable for an oath that can be formulat-
ed both regarding the past and regarding the future;

MRHI OR 07P5 IR Y035 Yaw:
Whether one is liable for an oath to fulfill or violate a
certain Mitzvah.

mIvn nyiavw

mIpy 177 VIR AV

Ifaperson involved in a 7 mn p7 before 7 2 asks
someone to testify for him, and that potential witness
swears that he does not know any testimony relevant to
this case, and it turns out that he did, he must bring a j27p
T
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1022 NY12WY

D2INX IR ORY SW 02T

027
N2 PRY IR VIV
15)a5!

2°0°07 IR YINO

RN N

92V RANY

YaWw)
0”pY% IR V25
MXNN NX

MTYN NY1nw
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Shevuos 25-1



a2 a7 e

Dedicated By:

So let's review...

The Mishnah now discusses various forms of

V1 NIYIIW

An oath to perform or not to perform a certain action;
Zugt di Mishnah

MY Hw 037 TR

DINR YW 0737 TN

One can make an oath about matters concerning oneself
or about matters concerning others.

And the Mishnah offers an example of 07X bw 0™Ma7:
T3D

IR ROW1 71159 WRY IR AW IR

OR

NNI ROV NN

He took an oath that I will or will not give something to a
certain person, or that I did or did not give.

And the Mishnah continues

VNN N2 Ww 02T TNRI

VNN 02 PRY 0327 TIN)

One can make an oath concerning both tangible and
intangible things.

And as Rashi explains; the Mishnah offers two examples
of wmn jma PRY D27;

1.

TWR ROW) [WRY

MY RSW1 MWW

An oath stating that I will or will not sleep, or that I did or
did not sleep.

Sleep is an intangible thing.

2.

o5 M PINRY

PINR ROV

TP ROV TIPTHY

An oath stating that I will or will not throw a stone in the
ocean, or that I did or did not throw.

This is something from which he derives no benefit.
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NV22 NP1V i

WEY 5 0T NN
2N S 037 RN

One can make an oath about matters concerning oneself

or about matters concerning others.

And the Mishnah o/%em/ an W % PINE V3 PIP7:
8D
MHD LNY INNY Mpaw MmN
1NN Ko

or
‘AR 89 - PP

He took an oath that I will or will not give something
to a certain person, or that I did or did not give.

And the Wishnahy continuess
W (12 U2 Y27 TNNY
Wit 1712 YN Y927 9N

One can make an oath concerning both tangible
and intangible things.

The Mishnah o/%m/ two examples o% Gt oo p1l 3,
1.
N ROLN N
ML NON *PILNE
An oath stating that I will or will not sleep, or

that I did or did not sleep.
Sleep is an intangible thing.

2.
20 X pYINY
PN N9eN
NP N NP

An oath stating that I will or will not throw a stone in
the ocean, or that I did or did not throw.
This is something from which he derives no benefit.
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The Mishnah continues;

WNINR IR 727

R25 THYR HY ROR 271 IR

207D IR VI DRI

One is only liable to a 79 7 1297 for a w2 Nyw
regarding a future action, as stated explicitly in the Pasuk
VIR VIO

Something he will or will not do.

However,

RIPY 13712 IR

D737 ROR D PR IR

130 AYIN 1 vw

1207 AYI7 1032 PRY 0717

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

O IR VIO

SRV’ 717 answered

R

1M1 NN

We derive other types of oaths, even 7y 172 PRW D127
navm, from the general term

WA DR RO TR 525

R2’pY 27, however, responded

1 MR

795 1057 NI DR

995 2mon 7127

If so, this additional Pasuk also includes ALL types of
oaths, even 12vw5, oaths regarding past actions.

Dedicated By:
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Wi é)ﬁ/éf »)
825 TN OY 8OK 2N
wel
i W Y
One is only liable to a Ty nbw 23p for a2 pY1IY
regarding a future action,

ay stated W»W/?/ in the Pasuke
200D IN VI
Something he will or will not do.
PPy P/
D™ 89N D N "N
=M Apan s e
M= APIT 102 RY 229
i)
If we read the Pasuk literally, one should only be liable
for oaths that are to one’s benefit or detriment,

ab the Pasuk states
oy 1 P

é)ﬁ/@ »)
B 90N
919 NN

We derive other types of oaths, even prw p127
MM NN Jn3, from the general term

N Ry =R oo
Sas

APPY P
9 1N
1a% 2non At o
15% 2non A

If so, this additional Pasuk also includes all types of oaths,
even 72vw), oaths regarding past actions.
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Regarding 1w’ R>w nviaw;

The Gemara cites an exception to our Mishnah, which is a
ruling of my »27:

D 3 JWR ROV A1aw

ANORY JWNIMR PROH

If one swears to abstain from sleep for three days, he
receives mpbn immediately, and the oath is not effective
and he may go to sleep,

because

piaioxafnisnl

3 IOR RYT RO

In the case of ;30 »27 he specified three days, an oath that’s
impossible to fulfill, and is therefore a Xyw n12w, a vain
oath.

While in the case of the Mishnah he referred to a shorter
amount of time, an oath than can be fulfilled, and is
therefore a 0’2 nyiaw.

Regarding o) np;

The Gemara cites a related nponn:

o5 MR 150 PRW Y

P ROWY

If one swears that someone else threw, or did not throw a
stone into the ocean;

271 R 27

TMIRY2 IR

0D MR HRIKY

N11>1 7>

19 says the oath is effective, and he is liable to a j27p,
because he can formulate the oath in the positive or the
negative, swearing that the other person did, or did not
throw the stone.

While Sxmw says the oath is not effective, and he is not
liable for a j27p, because it is not possible to formulate the
oath regarding the future, since he cannot compel another
person to act. Rather, it is a X1w n»12w, a vain oath, for
which there is no Korban.
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Regarding o8 N5 pv1w;
The Gemara cites an exception to our Mishnabh,
which is a ruling of jan»127;

/ﬂ/’ Yy
09 "2 JOR ROV NY1Y
INORY WM IMR PPOND

If one swears to abstain from sleep for three days,
he receives mpon immediately,
and the oath is not effective and he may go to sleep,

becanse
'3 IPNT DON
2 IR NbT NON

In the case of jon» 127 he specified three days,
an oath that’s impossible to fulfill,
and is therefore a mw Y1, a vain oath.

While in the case of the Mishnah he referred to
a shorter amount of time, an oath than can be fulfilled,
and is therefore a " py1aw.

Regarding ob np»r;
The Gemara cites a related nmbnp:

0% NI MNMHYD PITY NY1Y
P77 RO

If one swears that someone else threw, or did not throw
a stone into the ocean;

W gl W
MNVD 2N
1M IRD2 NI

2 says the oath is effective,
and he is liable to a2y,
because he can formulate
the oath in the positive or
the negative, swearing that
the other person did, or did
not throw the stone.

RanYa 'Y

Rather, it is a nw nv1Y,
forwhich there is no Korban.
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The Gemara offers several explanations of the np>m:

1.

RYPY 137 SRYDW? 2277 RONHOI

BOOM R

They disagree in the X2'pY 237 HRYHW? 237 NRSMR in our
Mishnah:

R2’PY ’170 INRT 17

ORYPW? 737 MORT IRV

27 rules like X2°py '27, and holds one liable for an oath
regarding past actions, while Sxiw rules like Srvnw» 129,
and one is only liable for an oath regarding future actions.

However, the Gemara explains

HRYHY? 377 RIHR

WHo RY R1HY 151

Everyone agrees that one is not liable according to 29
SRYPY?, because

N2722 RIPRT RN ROWA

720w SRYPW? 237 719V 20 KD

NI722 RIPOT ROOD

NYID

If one is not liable for an oath regarding a past event even
when it IS possible to formulate the oath regarding the
future, one is certainly not liable if it is NOT possible to
formulate the oath regarding the future!

Rather,

H93

RIPY 7277 RIONR

SR1vW 17 argue according to R1pY *317's position,
RTPY 1270 17

IR HRIDW)

22pw5 ONA V" 27N RY IR TY
R21751 RIPRT ROOD ROR

220WH V" 270

R1792 P57 7n HIR

N>

17 agrees with V"7, and says that one is liable for an oath
regarding past events.

While Sxmw differentiates and says that one is only liable
for an oath regarding the past if it is possible to formulate
the oath regarding the future, but if it is NOT possible to
formulate it regarding the future, he is exempt even when
it’s about the past.

DafHachaim.org

@

R27PY 227 HRYNW? 71277 RNNYD2
299" R

They disagree in the N2 127 bRVHR? 123 RSN
in our Mishnah:

MNRT 27
R2PY 227D

1 rules like N2pp 12y,
and holds one liable
for an oath regarding
past actions,

IMRT HRIDW
SRYNY1 27D

SNVP 12T NDRN
1155 8D NpbY 1>

Everyone agrees that one is not liable according to2»
5nvpwn, because

N2ND2 RIMNT RNDD RHWN
720wb5 SRppw» 127 nb v R
N2nD2 RLT RNDWD
N2
If one is not liable for an oath regarding a past event even
when it IS possible to formulate the oath regarding the future,
one is certainly not liable if it is NOT possible to formulate the
oath regarding the future!

15915
NP 12T NION

SR 2 argue according to R 127’s position.

N2PY 7270 - 27
) agrees with »", and says that
one is liable for an oath regarding past events.

TIHXR HRINDW)

220wH DNN D" NN RS RS TV
N2ND2 RMNT RNOD NON
720WD D™ MNP
Rb - Nanb2 mmbT PP Dan
While 5niow differentiates and says that one is only liable
for an oath regarding the past if it is possible
to formulate the oath regarding the future,

but if it is NOT possible to formulate it regarding the future,
he is exempt even when it's about the past.
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2.

Another explanation;

SRipw 27 disagree in the following npmn:

502 R mzna nR S0ab yaw:

0O

If one swears not to fulfill a certain Mitzvah, and then
violates the oath and fulfills the Mitzvah, he is exempt.
Furthermore,

o7p R MRPI PR 075

0O

If one swears to fulfill a certain mitzvah, and violates the
oath and does not fulfill the Mitzvah, he is exempt.

Although

ORIV PIIIV

RPN 127772177927

We would think he is liable, as X712 12 777 *27 reasoned
MY DR A

10 N Y YIVIN IPRY

O 271 RiA

PO I POV VAVIDY MRD

7OV 21 RPW PTIPR

If one is liable for an oath regarding an optional matter,
certainly he should be liable for an oath to fulfill a Torah
obligation?!

However, the 1127 disagree;

[PRRIAN

N>

MWIN NYI2WA NIOR DX

9IRS 72 nwY P

IRM NIV RN

712 IRS M1 7w RS W

It is possible to formulate an ordinary oath in the positive
and the negative - to do or not to do something. However,

it is not possible to make an oath NOT to fulfill a Mitzvah.

Therefore, an oath to fulfill a Mitzvah is not effective
either.
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&)

Szmw) 17 disagree in the following nmbn»:

Yaw yaw
MRXNN IR 0P MXNN DR HVAY
0" XM 9072 R”
MLVD MLVD

If one swears not to fulfill
a certain Mitzvah,
and violates theoathand  and then violates the oath
does not fulfill the Mitzvah,  and fulfills the Mitzvah,
he is exempt. he is exempt.

2D NP PT2 N
NYN2 )2 NTiY 22) MITD
We would think he is liable, as N»n2 )2 nTin 12 reasoned

NN MWIN DR NN)

MOy vawmw My VI 1IRY
1D M 1D NN

2N NI M

2D RW PT IR
by by

If one is liable for an oath regarding an optional matter,
certainly he should be liable for an oath
to fulfill a Torah obligation?!

However, the)» disagree;
15 DR
)
IDRN DILR DN
M NYIIWI DWIN NYIIWI
N2 NWY ND Pw N2 WY g:w
JND IND N2 IN

Itis possible to formulate an ordinary oath in the
positive and the negative — to do or not to do something.
However, it is not possible
to make an oath NOT to fulfill a Mitzvah.
Therefore, an oath to fulfill a Mitzvah
is not effective either.
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Now, the Gemara explains the Machlokes:

RPN112 777 7270 WRT 27

13270 I1RT SRIDYY

27 agrees with Xn2 71277 27

And so, just as he does not require an oath to be possible
1M R53, in the negative and the positive, he also does not
require an oath to be possible 72pwH X2, regarding the
past and the future.

While Sxisw agrees with the 1317, who hold that an oath is
only effective if it can be formulated 171853, and so he
also requires 72vw5 X177

However, the Gemara explains

RPN 12 777 277 RIOR

wHo RY R 51

IR IRD ROV

D2 72pWH RIS

All agree that X712 12 777 227, who does not take the
Pasuk literally, and does not require jm 185, certainly does
not require 712vw5 X171,

However,

13297 RIOR 059

They disagree according to the 1121

132790 SRdw

SRW says he is exempt, because an oath must be possible
7MIR52 AND 2005 82

am

1327727 RY 7D

TMIRD2

NI VY IR YD NOT

720w5 XI5 HIR

MRORIPT RIDIDT

gl aia)

17 says that the 1327 require 71X, as stated explicitly in
the Pasuk, but they do not require 72vw5 Xand, which is
merely derived from a nw97.

And so, to summarize the opinions of X1 17 regarding
V2 NYIAY;

SRHWI 17 agree regarding 171 1R;

That for a n»aw which cannot be formulated in both a
positive and negative form, he is 1109

However, SRmw 17 disagree regarding 12yw5 RanS;

That for a n12w which cannot be formulated in both a
past and future form;

17 holds that he is 2n; and

5R1W holds that he is Ms;

DafHachaim.org

SR1MW 29
TIMRT TIMHRT
12270 X7°N2 12 AT 729D

While bmmw agrees ) agrees with RN )2 ATIN 1Y,
with the)pn, who hold ~ And so, just as he does not require
that an oath is only an oath to be possible jmNb2,
effective if it can be in the negative and the positive,
formulated jmnd2, he also does not require an oath

and so he also requires to be possible 22vw5 Nand,
2205 RaNd. regarding the past and the future.

oY

NYN2 )2 NTIN 12T RION
5o Rb NpdY D1
"2 RD M IND RPHWN
3 YW Nand

All agree that Nyn2 )2 PN,
who does not take the Pasuk literally,
and does not require m IND,
certainly does not require 120w Rnd.

However,
]227T RVON 115D 1)

They disagree according to the >.

12270 bNww
SN says he is exempt, because an oath must be possible
JMIND2 and 120w Rand.

29
JM IND2 - 1227 27np RS 1D
NYTN2 DD IR VIND 1NOT
220wh Nand ban
DMMP = NN INIPT NIDT
1) says that the )21 require Jm N,
as stated explicitly in the Pasuk,
but they do not require 220w Nand,
which is merely derived from anwiT.

7072 NY1AWY

5zmwr 1 disagree regarding  SNipw 21 agree regarding
72)WH R2ANH 1M IRY

That for a nviaw which That for a nvi2w which
cannot be formulated in cannot be formulated
both a past and future form; in both a positive

,@//,/g » and negative form, he is
MOD 2N MOD
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Now, the Gemara introduces

mIvn nyaw

In the very same Parsha of 791 75 127p, the Torah
teaches

Y RWN X RY DR

If a person, involved in a 1min p7 before 7 1’3, asks
someone to testify for him and that potential witness
swears

MY 15 VT OPRY AW

“T do not know any testimony relevant to your case*
And it turns out that he did;

He must bring a 79 175 1277.

Now, the question is;
Can this n»aw also be considered a "2 nyiaw?

According to Y)W, one cannot be liable for this v as
a2 Naw, because he requires 720w 837> and this
2w cannot be X175

Because, if he would swear

MY 5 VIR ROV v1aw

“Twill not know any testimony relevant to your case”

It would not be effective, because this would be like
saying “I will not testify for you,” which is

MEPI IR S35 YIW)

Therefore, the Gemara explains

SRV

MY NY1awH RINAI APOR o5

"o NYIAW SHon

According to Sxnw, the Torah needed to teach that he's
271 as a MY NY1aw, because he would be Mo as a ny1w
"1 because it’s not 72w R

However, according to 17, one can also be liable for this
W as a2 Naw, because he does not require X175
T2

And although 17 requires 1 185?

This mmaw CAN be in the positive, as he could swear
MY 75 VTP IRY AYIRw

‘T DO know testimony relevant to your case”

DafHachaim.org

MTYN NY1AW

In the same Parsha as 337 >y PP, the Torah teaches
1) R i XD TN
If a person, involved in a nmn pT before pT m2,

asks someone to testify for him
and that potential witness swears

nTY ]b DTP 1IN NV1IY
“I do not know any testimony relevant to your case”
And it turns out that he did;
He must bring a 7am n5w j2y.

2

9

Can this nvnw
also be considered anpa nyaw?

According to 5nnw,

Because, if he would swear

mMTY 15 »TR DY Hvnw

It would not be effective,
because this would be like saying
“Iwill not testify for you,”
which is

MNPN DN dbvadb vaw)

W%am, the Gemara explainy
Sznmwb
DITY NYIIWD NIV IPON 151D
N NI Shon

However, according to 21
one can also be liable for this nyaw as a nw2 nYY,
because he does not require 20w N2n>.

And although 27 requires jm IN>?

This nvmaw can be in the positive,
as he could swear

NITY ').5 DTN INY Nh1aY

“I DO know testimony relevant to your case”
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Therefore, the Gemara asks

pp)

RINMI PO RN957 RS

According to 29, why did the Torah need to teach that he’s
271 as a mTYn Naw? He is already 270 for this n»aw as a
"NV NYIW?

We cannot answer

1N HY AR

To make him liable to two Korbanos;

Because the Pasuk there states

TORD NINRD DWR? 9 717 ...

1271 INR IR

D’NW 12710 TNRN)

For one mmaw, he can only become obligated in one, but
not two Korbanos.

Therefore, we must answer

W TN Sy 17md

As amTyn nyiaw, he is 270 even TH3;

While as a nva ny1aw, he would be 271 only w3

Now, there's another question according to 1
7Y N12w has some additional unique Halachos:
One is 21 for m7Y7 NY12w only

7022

Ifhe swore before 7 n3;

But not outside;

YN MIRID

And only one who is qualified to testify;

But not a relative or other disqualified person;

Now, if someone made a M7 NY1aw and swore

MY P YT PRY IV1AY

T 2AROY

OR;

TV IR IR

For which he is 1709 as a m7yn nyaw;

According to 17, is he 271 for this My1aw as a v ny1w?
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P4

RINNI NPOR RNIYN IXRNY

Why did the Torah need to teach
that he's 270 as a mTvn NIW?
He s already 2 for this nvaw as a nwn ppw?

v
NN My PMRD

To make him liable to two Korbanos;

oY

Because the Pasuk there states
LN TN TN 2D

/PPN ot il
PN [P0 INE £
For one nvmaw, he can only become obligated in one
but not two Korbanos.

v
W%r@, we mudt answer

AW 7NN YY 2NH

MTON NL1IY

has some additional unique Halachos:
One is 270 for mTvn NY12W only

ToNb NNI! PT N22

And only one who is If he swore before p1 m2;

qualified to testify; But not outside;
But not a relative or other

disqualified person;

Pe

If someone made a mTvn nv1aw and swore
mTY ]b DTN 1INY Nv)1aY
T 722 NOW

or

TN NN 1R
For which he is o as a mTvn pyaw;
According to 1,
is he ann for this ny1aw as a w2 PY1IY?
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It's a Machlokes

~17 holds;

And 7R, according to his first statement which he later
retracted;

Noo

5593w 327 AT DN

WINN 1272 PTH RN

7252 WM ROR 1270 PR

Because, once the Torah taught m7v71 n»1aw and its
unique Halachos, one is not liable for this 72w as a nyaw
o

»2R, according to his second statement holds

2N

D92 MAWS RIVRT

As Rashi writes;

N0 NP1 DV RIVR 015

MY 5 V7Y PRI

This 7maw is both a M7y NY12w, and remains a "2 NY1IW
as well.

TN 2D RYTORM

RI71 DN 1271 AR PRT ROIWD DIWN

But, he’s not obligated in two Korbanos, based on the
above-mentioned Pasuk.

However,

YD P9 10725 IRT RYT D'

7722 RS0 IR MTYS P09 D

NAROD 709N RIHT

N DWN 2N

However, where the m7vn ny1aw does not apply, the
o1 nyaw still, does apply.
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MVD
9952W 927 MNT DWN
WTNN 9272 NTY RN

7292 " W17 ROR 12 79 PR

Once the Torah taught mTvn nv1w and its unique Halachos,

one is not liable for this ny1aw as a w2 pYWY.

v

27N
012 NVIIVWH RNORT

Ay Rashio writes;

N3 DMSE OED HHD MDD
D7D 5 V7Y O3
Thiss syl is both a przy>_nyinl,
and remaings a 160 _pyintl as well.

I 3IPMH HO7 HM
HID ODE 139NN OHH PHT7 HLIVY DIEDH
But, he's nat obligated in two Korbanas,
based on the above~mentioned Pasuk.

/7/01'1/@!/6#,

D7D DI M35 DHHT7 HID H”N
7733 HOE O D7V POIPD3 1D
DRHSH DV H3D7
N3 OIEN 31PN
However, where the nzy>_nyinl doess not M
the: 163 vt still, dbes apply.
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