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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 5 97 of 913 noon. 5 9 b’
Some of the topics we will learn about include: nD Dn J n
1350015

The Mishnah debates the length of time that 351 was
required to observe m 1), and whether she observed an
additional term due to RmW.

DWW o7y n’w’nbn n,.r),

The Gemara records various opinions as to what
constitutes contradictory testimony regarding m 1 nbap.

IR IDRI 1IN VW) PTIOPIT IORY D

One can accept M1 by adding "Ry to his fellow’s n53p.
. However, the status of his m713 will be dependent on that

of the original 77.

Through its discussion, the Gemara also references the
following important ideas:

NPT PN

Following a legal process, there is a brief period of time -
as long as it takes to say 17 75v 05w’ - that is still
associated with the original procedure. The Gemara
debates whether the added "X needs to be said within
this time period or even immediately following.

7227 27D N
727 PO OV’
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Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Nazir 20- 1




287

So let's review:

In the previous Daf the Mishnah taught;

7230 MY MWD

YIRS R2 2NN NR DU

If someone accepted m11 for a period longer than thirty
days, and observed his complete M1 in yIRb pin before
he came to YR’ yIX to bring his mi17p;

oY DWHV TR IR V"D

He must observe an additional thirty days in SR p9R,
mOIN2 YT DR

He must observe the entire M7t once again in YR’ pIx.

The Mishnah continues with an anecdote which illustrates
this Halachah:

MoPS M33 15w nobnn 1N oY

WA MHAZN 1932 K12’ OR TR

DIV YW 7771 IR

Hilni accepted a seven-year m1.

DIV YW 7933 AN NN 0 132 R

She observed these seven years in yIR> pin.

YIRS INdY DI VAW 0

MAINR DIV VIV T 771 RINW 772 MM

1" required her to observe another seven years in yIR
R,

NNHVI DY YAV O

IV NNR) DIWY 77113 NIRZHN

At the end of the second seven years she became xpv and
observed yet a third seven years, totaling twenty-one years
of mu.

a7 727 IR

MW ATWY YIIR ROR VT AR
She only observed fourteen years of m1i.
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The Gemara explains that 777 '27's version can be
understood in two ways:

1. 0”27 RTHRI IRHVIV

She indeed became xnv. However, 77 °27 holds like w”a
that in SX7w’ yIx she initially observed only 30 days to
make up for the time in y7x8> yim, and she became Rpv at
the end. She then had to repeat her seven-year term like
every Rnv 71, because the 30 days are considered an
extension of the original term of M1,

However, if so, 7 »27 should have said

DY DPWHWI IV 7I0Y YIIN

Therefore, we must go with the second explanation:

2. 7”27 RYHRI IRHDVI RO

777 271 holds that she did not become xiv at all, and the
additional seven years was following the opinion of 7”2
that she needed to recount her entire m~13 in SXw PR, for
atotal of 14 years.
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AT 29 AN
M AP PN KON 19 R NS

2 1

NN N‘?: DN
1737 82HNY 2T N3HNY
She did NOT become gt She Mm/l?/ observed
atall mly 30 /a/”w, and
became gl at the end

The additional 7 yeary
/o%m/ 6 NP
She needed to recount
her ENTIRE M'1)
ind>NIW YIN

Then repeated her
Seven-year term
like every NDD 1),
The 30 /a%/ are considered
an exdension o% the orW )

For a total a% 14 yeary 2

23/ 17 shoudd have said
V-2 p'@ﬁ/ 9@ Dby Yiort
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Zugt di Mishnah

MR MITYR DT I N0 PN

If two pairs of witnesses testified that someone was 5171
m;

DY MW DTV R

WM IV DTN ORI

One pair says that he accepted two consecutive terms,
while the second pair claims that he accepted five
consecutive terms.

MR AP M DR A

PRI PR

The testimony is contradictory and unacceptable, and he
isnot a Nazir at all.

Nw WA YY1 W OIINR 7"

DNW PRIV

Both pairs agree that he accepted at least two terms, and so
he must observe two terms of M.

mooin points out that if the 971 did not contest one of the
pairs of witnesses, X7 IRTIND ’NY, it is as if he admitted
to their testimony. Therefore, Tosfos offers three possible
explanations:

1.

wnona

He denied their claims;

2.

VTP PR IVIND

He claimed to have forgotten

3,

il

After they had already contradicted each other, in which
case

R ARTIND IR N
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If the M1 did NOT contest
one of the pairs of witnesses,
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The Gemara cites a Braisa with an alternate version of
this npomm:

onw W 5501 ww 10 7" w5 RS

All agree in a case of 07V ’1°> 'nw that he is a Nazir for
two terms, because their testimony is not contradictory
regarding the two terms;

NAR 10 5 1p5ma i Sy

WHN MR TAR DY IR TR

In a case of one 7Y N> who disagree among themselves,
with one witness saying two and the other saying five;
Y ARSI DR WPAw

nw wprnSH31 W R

w"a maintains that he is not a Nazir, because the testimony
is inherently contradictory, and 7”2 say that the testimony
is valid regarding the first two terms.

The Gemara adds:

NP2 DTN 5 27 IR

If the witnesses enumerate the terms they are referring to
then all agree that their testimony is contradictory.

R 17 explains:

DY R WO IR TR PR

WHN R DNW IR TAR]

If each explicitly states that the other’s testimony is
wrong, *TTIR "WNON Rp N7, it is obviously contradictory,
and 17 would not need to tell us this;

DWW NAR TR TR ROR

WM YAIR WHW IR TR

Clearly 27 meant that the first pair counted out the m71
terms, saying “one and two,“ while the second pair
counted out “three, four, five terms.*

mooin explains that this is also considered contradictory;
since they bothered to count ‘three, four, five’

73 DI AR R IR IPRI

It’s as if they said “and not one or two," because otherwise,
they should have said “one, two, three, four, five."

However, xnn 17 disagrees with 19 and holds

7P NWNII PR

Enumerating the terms in the above manner is not
contradictory testimony, because, why should they have
said one and two,

MR ROVHA N> W ROWA

W’ RS RO

Saying three includes one and two.

The omam in YR’ pIr agreed with xpm a7
R2IYPI IO
13021 7WNoN PR
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N2 AWNIN PR

Why should they
have said ONE and TWO

MR RNHON
W7 XY RNDP
_SW three includes
Zand 2

This is ALSO
contradictory;

IMH S
97) O HPH P
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Since they
bothered to count
‘3, 4,5
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We have B“H completed the Third Perek of 111 noon, and
will begin the Fourth Perek, which is also called 1mxw *»,
B’ezras Hashem.

Zugt di Mishnah

POV IDRY D

PIR1IIRT ORI 1IN VHWI

=Rk Rabii)

If someone accepted m713, and two bystanders chimed in
and said “And I,“ they are all o1

The Mishnah continues;

PORIT I

AnRaliain

If the original Nazir had his m713 annulled by a oo, all of
their m711 are annulled, as mooin explains, because

M7 0TI ON

They made their m713 dependent on his. However,
ahakinnl

PIOR 0211 I IR

If the last fellow annuls his M1, the other M1 remain
intact, because

PN 9732 077773150 ROV

Their m~1 was not dependent on his.

wpb v explains:

NPT T2 PN P2 100N R

One only becomes a Nazir by saying "Xy if he did so
within the time it takes to say a 1127. The Gemara
clarifies:

NVTTI PN AN?

oW MORW 7D

As long as it takes to greet someone; specifically,

275 TN DHY IIRY 75

As a student greets his teacher;

moon explains that this refers to the three words obw
17 PH.

TN 71 OV 1977

2.
AN 2N AN 0
VN INY AN 12 P
2 bty B p2b)
id “And 1"
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However, there’s a Machlokes. According to wp5 v,
Tosfos says,

NURIL PRV DONNH DWIR TWOW PO

Only three people can say *1x) and be considered *70 10
27; but a fourth person will inevitably be m12°7 75 0K,
outside of the prescribed time.

However, nxwi nmiv '3 disagrees and says, as mooin
explains,

©ON1Y 177 DA

MN37 73 I0RS 599 77w R PRI

The fourth person would also be considered 7127775 7in,
and become a Nazir, because he said it immediately
following m12>7 *72. However,

OONINIPRORTIODNAN

MN2T T INR NP IVW

A fifth declaration would certainly be 712772 9nx and
invalid, because there was a delay AFTER the time of *7>
N2
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However, there's o Wachlokes. . .

Dtﬂ D3/D’ > Ve
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éf) &>

A 4th person
will m&faéf?/ be

WA 130 WME
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