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Intro
Today we will 7”va learn 2” 97 of 771 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

10y °27’s Halachah of

DI TWR S W R IMHWH IR

D23V DWIN 931 MOR

A person who tells his agent: Go and give Kiddushin to a
woman on my behalf, but he did NOT specify which
woman. He is prohibited in all women

However

AR 7 A TR D

TR IARS AWANN

He IS permitted to marry a woman, who did NOT have
any relatives eligible for marriage when he initiated the
mow - For example, if that relative was married at the
time of the mm5w, but was divorced afterward.

And the question from our Mishnah’s Halachah of
PPN

PRI O,

A person that states: I take-on to become a Nazir, AND to
bring a Nazir's Korbanos.

The Machlokes oom R *27 regarding

PIOIA M9 Y 0

A person that states: I take-on to bring Korbanos for a
half-Nazir, whether

DOW PTINoN

He is obligated to bring Korbanos for a whole Nazir.

OR
PTIORA NI
He is only obligated to bring Korbanos for a ¥ Nazir.

There is NO Machlokes

DY PTI MIIR ORM IR

TN IA9P 30

If he states: I take-on to bring ¥ Korbanos of a Nazir
That

PROIA AN

And there is NO Machlokes

DY PTIRA MR IR

MIPR OV 2P PO

If he states: I take-on to bring Korbanos for % Nazir.
That

DOW PRI NN

7771 '8N

PTIORN MNP
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. Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

MW T YW AR
There is an assumption that a 5w completes his mission N Prn
w0 R 975 IMNMHOYW NWIY NMHY
When the nature of an item is in doubt, it is assumed to

have come from the 117, the majority, and one may
therefore consider that item to have the same Halachic
status as the majority of such items found in that place.
For example, if a piece of meat is found lying in a street,
and most of the meat in that town is Kosher, one may
assume that the meat is kosher. This is learned from the
Pasuk

monY D37 INR 1’.3’197 I’:
WD R

However

M ARAN SY 7RI V1ap SO

If the doubt concerning the item in question arises while

that object is 113p, in its original place, one may not follow

the 21, Rather, the status of the item remains in doubt. For
. example, if a person goes into a store and buys meat, and

later cannot remember whether he bought it at a Kosher or

non-Kosher store, he may not assume that the meat is

Kosher even if most of the stores in that town sell only

M2p 9
NNNN 5V NNNNO

Kosher meat. Since the doubt arose in a fixed location it is ’D’r
treated like an even pov.

The Machlokes *o» 727 x» *27 when a person makes a
statement, in which there is a contradiction between the
initial and final parts:

N1 27 holds

PRI PEL ©IoN mﬂ;ﬁééw :
We go with the initial part,
o117 holds
VONIDTRIAT IV IR

We also go with the final part. oran TNR 27

1727 M2 R D1oN
DOMDOTR  NORINVD
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So let's review ...

PO 27 IR

DNO WK S WP R IMHWH IR

oW

D2Y3W D'WIN 931 MOR

If a person tells his agent to go out and give Kiddushin to a
woman on his behalf; but he did NOT specify which
woman - If the 75w died before coming back, he is
prohibited in all women, because

MW W YW APt

There is an assumption that the 5w fulfilled his mission
and gave Kiddushin to a woman. However

Y WTR I YT R R

He does NOT know which woman accepted the Kiddu-
shin. Therefore

DWwIn 521 OR

Because each woman may be 1nwx na1p, one of his wife’s
relatives who are forbidden - As Tosfos explains

MW ROPIRTD

K217 902 PIRT

Actually, Xn»mx7 he may marry any woman because we
assume that she is from the majority who are NOT ma1p
nwx. However

MON 1327TH

DNO MOV VYW DIP DN

The Chachamim initiated a penalty, because he made a
POITRY mhw without specifying which woman. However,
this ©3p applies only to him. Therefore

NOR PTTH

Only he is prohibited to marry because of the concern that
she is 1MwR na1p. However

MW OPINRG

All others are permitted to marry, and we need not be
concerned that this woman is n5wni nwK, the one who
accepted the nbwi's Kiddushin and an v'x nwx,

K217 N2 PRT

N1 adds;

ialimn Eanile)

19 PRW TUR3

JANARY M MR NIRY

DR DR R9) DR R

MAR XY

1371 27 agrees that he is permitted to marry a woman who
does not have any relatives who would cause her to be
forbidden to this man, such as a daughter, daughter’s
daughter, son’s daughter, mother, mother’s mother, or a
sister. This case is obvious because she cannot be
suspected of being his wife’s relative, because she has no
such relatives.
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N2 adds;
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He is permitted to marry a woman
who does not have any relatives

Because she cannat be Wea‘
o% éem?/ 7 w%& "y relative
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However, Rava adds

AR 7 7w 0 Sy 9N

RO IARS WNNN

RV NRAIT

And even if she HAS a sister or another relative who was
married at the time he appointed the ">, but was
divorced afterward, he is still permitted to marry this
woman, because there is NO concern that her relative
accepted his Kiddushin after the divorce, because the
Kiddushin would NOT be effective because

TP RDVPT RN

v TN

When a person makes a 5w, he intends only for one who
is eligible for him at the time of the appointment.
However

TP ROV RYTRAY

v N RS

He does NOT intend for a woman who was disqualified
for him at the time of the mm*>w, even though she becomes
eligible afterward.

The Gemara questions this from our Mishnah’s Halachah
of

LORah

PRI M

A person that states: I take-on to become a Nazir, AND to
bring another Nazir's Korbanos.

IR ITIAN VW

IR

PRI 5M

After hearing his Neder, his friend also stated, and I
take-on to become a Nazir, AND to bring another Nazir’s
Korbanos;

P TR DD

R RabPisl

Each one is obligated both, to fulfill a m713, and to bring a
Nazir's Korbanos.

However

DMPO PR DR

DR PO

If they are clever, each one would fulfill his own m11 and
then bring Korbanos for the other, in which each person
ends up bringing only one set of Korbanos.

The Gemara says

NIN3

PP IRDTR RIR

When the second person states 713 193> *5»3, he DID intend
for the first person who WAS eligible, since he was
already a Nazir at that time. However

RDTP

TR IRINARYY

When the first person states 713 1925 v1 he did NOT
intend for the second person who was NOT eligible, since
he was NOT yet a Nazir.

If so, why does the first person fulfill this Neder of "5
131925 by bringing the second person’s Korbanos?

DafHachaim.org
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Because the Kiddushin woudd NOT be %&dw&

Because
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If so, why does the first person fulfill this Neder
by bringing the second person’s Korbanos?
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Therefore the Gemara makes the following distinction:
Regarding 1ny7, his intentions

PR ROV RYTROYHA PNV

He intends for ALL, even those that are NOT eligible yet.
Therefore

DMPO PIDR

DR PRoMm

Because

PADIR T NT RINIVD 'R

When the first person states 711 1925 *5v1 he intends for
anyone who is, or will later be, a Nazir.

However regarding mmbw

mHw WIR TN RS

RNW 772D 3107 RN ROR

A person can only make a 5w for a matter that can be
done now, at the time that he’s appointing the m5w.
However

RNWI 7Y 72 30 RST RO

nwn RS

He CANNOT make a 5w for a matter that cannot be
done now, only later. Therefore

TR RS TWBNIW MR I

There is NO concern for a Kiddushin to her sister that was
divorced afterward, because

RNWI T2V 7310 R

The m5w could NOT give her Kiddushin at the time when
he became a 5w, because she was married at that time.

Zugt Di Mishnah

QUSRI R PP PRPVRR T

AR 1PN YW

RRSRN (e R apPPRPMIRAINY

If a person stated: I take-on to bring Korbanos for a %
Nazir. After hearing his Neder, his friend also stated: and I
take-on to bring Korbanos for a % Nazir.

DOW PRI NN M

DO PTI N9 AN

PRY 2727

R 17 says they are each obligated to bring Korbanos
for a whole Nazir.

DN DM

PrIOM A2

PROIA AN I

The Chachamim disagree and say that they are only
obligated for Korbanos of a half-Nazir.
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N1 elaborates;

niatialoily

WORT R DI

DY P MR XA

TP 1277 %0

All agree that if he stated: I take-on to bring ¥ Korbanos
of a Nazir; he is only obligated for % of the Korbanos,
because, as Tosfos explains;

M7 DR 81 00

The word >xn adjoins the word m317p, in which he intends
for ¥ of the Korbanos.

AND

MR RO JIOUR

A person can obligate himself for ¥ Korbanos.

Also, all agree where he states

DY PIIORA M

MIPR V12 79D

I take-on to bring Korbanos for ¥ a Nazir, he is obligated
for ALL the Korbanos, because

P1IYRR R PO

The word »31 adjoins the word 713, in which he intends for
% Nazir, and

T3 RADO JMOWR RS

There is no half-Nazir. Therefore, as the w”"x7 explains
05w 1 MR Y2 1R

He is considered to have taken-on the Korbanos of a
whole Nazir.

»H9 7

W50 PIINNT RV

They only disagree in the Mishnah'’s statement of

n95 5y 0

P1%N

In which "R 727 follows his opinion that

PORI WS D191

We go with the initial part of his statement. Therefore,
DY M7 TORT 1D

T3 1299 PR 2R

When he initially states 7525 *5p *7 he becomes obligated
for ALL Korbanos of a Nazir.

TIRIORM IR )

I3 58D

But when he finalizes with 1331, he CANNOT modify
his obligation. Therefore

oow PN M

oow PR AN N

However, the Chachamim hold

©ONIDTR 1IAT WL R

We also go with the final part of his statement, and he is
considered to be saying

DY P MR RN

Because, as Tosfos explains

DVRIRP IZNT RIWD

PR ORP R

The word *3n is considered to be referring to the word "5y
that refers to his obligation, and NOT to the following
word 713, Therefore,

PR NN M

PrORA M N
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He is considered
to be saying
Y T MNP NN
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