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Today we will Be“H learn X”> q7 of 713 noomn.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

YOOIV RPPA IR OO 3201 TN

When several people respond to a declaration of 713 °177
by saying 1z, ‘and I', they also become o711, The Gemara
discusses whether each person intends to associate his
m711 with the fellow who said *ix directly before him, or
they all link their m711 to the original 971

1939
The Gemara discusses in which cases one becomes a
Nazir by accepting Nt upon a specific organ or limb.

3TN IR IPY Y S

The Gemara debates whether a husband revokes his
wife's 0771 retroactively, or only terminates them from
that day forward.

Through its discussion, the Gemara will also reference the
following important ideas:

52 MY NRVN

A nron 1277 whose owner died is put to death. The
Gemara discusses whether the nxvn of a 7711 whose
husband revoked her Neder is included in this category.
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So let's review...

In the previous Daf the Mishnah taught
PIOPIIRY D

PIR)INT ORI 1IN VW)

DY 0N

If someone accepted M1, and two bystanders said “And
I,“ they are all oy1a.

w5 W explained;

N7 772 PN 121000 R

One only becomes a Nazir by saying "IN
N7 TP

Which is

DSV NYRW *72

The three words

27 75 oW

The Gemara presumed that when several people respond
IN) to someone’s Mt NYap, they all intend to be ©onn, to
link their m13, to the original 771. Therefore, according to
w5 W, only three people, and according to IxwI A7 3,
four people can be ©onn.

The Gemara now questions this assumption:

17D RVIR

OO iPI2N2 TN

Does each person intend to associate his m~11 with the
fellow who said *ix1 directly before him, and therefore
o9y PoIRI Poonn

An indefinite number of people can link their m1),
because they are each 712°7 7> 7in of the previous person.
0O RIDPA RPOT IR

Perhaps they all refer back to the original 9713, and
therefore

Poon0n RY 277791 00

They can only associate their m711 in the timeframe of 70
277> of the original declaration?
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The Gemara tries to resolve the issue from our Mishnah:
PIRTINY IR IPIA YWY P1IOPIN

The Gemara points out *7» X5 1, the Mishnah only refers
to two respondents. If

7IR) RV 23D OO 71N TN

The Mishnah should tell us that the chain can go on
indefinitely?

The Gemara responds:

215 2wmH RO RIN

The Mishnah did not bother listing all the possible
respondents.

After several more proofs are rejected, the Gemara cites a
~n12 which explicitly states;

VRPN I

pinilokaielopi bt

MOR 75V WM

If the second person annulled his M1, the M1 of
everyone after him are also annulled.

Clearly,
OONN 1IN TN
Their m 11 are linked to each other in an indefinite chain.
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. The Mishnah continues:
P13 IR
IR0 YW

VW3 MDY PO D -‘gu g:qwn ﬁns
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If someone hears a m711 nap and responds by saying that AN ' an IJ?D?M

his mouth should be like the Nazir's mouth, or his hair like "vu:w: quw‘ ™S 5"
MmIa

his hair, he is a Nazir.

The Gemara explains that if he intended to accept mm
upon his mouth or his hair, he would not be a Nazir, as the

RN™I2says

D199 MR RY 7719 7T

If someone accepts m~13 upon his hand or foot he is not a NP
Nazir. Only if he says If he intended to accept M) UL
PRI AVIIOVRD . . .

If he accepts m13 upon his head or his liver, then he is a upon his mouth or his hair ] ’53.“
Nazir, because only by accepting m7’11 upon he would not be a Nazir D'b: AN N‘,
12 75N APWINW 717, an organ or limb that his life depends

on, does the M1 take effect on his entire being. Y NN
Therefore, we must say that we assume that his intention 11930
was

5N 1IVWI YW P PO 20 WY

His mouth should be forbidden from drinking wine, or his

hair from being cut, just like the Nazir. He becomes a
. Nazir, because, as Tosfos explains, since he said his

declaration as a response to another’s M1 n>ap,

™M Y3 RY, his declaration is understood as a reference to Therelore, we must

21:::15 a;l]iiijs 3:;/: learned on 197 o bt that it indendions was
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. The Mishnah continues:
IR AIDRIINUKN VDWW 170 .'\)’)/g/‘/
D72 15WI W DR 197
If the husband accepted m13 and his wife said *1x), he can

revoke her m71;, and yet he will remain a Nazir, because YR NYRIL
his m711 was not dependent on hers. However, RN R M

IR ORI 79V VDI ATTPT ﬂ‘);}: PR NN PPN

2975 )17 1R

If the wife accepted m~11 and the husband said "Ny, he ANY N AN RN
CANNOT revoke her mm.
PO 9w NN DM

1519 anp Yoen

Because hiy, A17)

was not /Mmf o hers

In order to explain the reason for this Halachah, the
Gemara introduces a fundamental discussion regarding
5pan nion, a husband's ability to revoke his wife’s o7
5 RPIR N RN
WY P HYa
Does the husband annul his wife’s o171 retroactively, e ,by:

. similar to 0on nIN?
23D RPDYT IR t/ﬂ/é "~
He merely terminates the 971 from that day onward,
because a 0on can only annul with 7vIm, by ascertaining t”n ta’n ? -lpy 1P>”D
that the Neder was somewhat of a mistake, and so X3»3 From that /a?/ T4 Q@fm@a‘wd;,
D9W» 5N R IR, it is considered retroactively as if it
never took place; while a husband can revoke his wife's
o arbitrarily.

Y1 RPOI R YN ’é7) S "e/‘//

This distinction is relevant in the following case: MR 7712 N7V NON

PIRY TIONI N0 YW PRIV TR

15 90M NIWRI YW 7HYI YY) RINWR IRTAIDRT AN AW (01 RN
If a woman accepted m7t1 and her friend said "8y, and nn1an NNWXRI YW NYY2 YO ININVIR
then the first woman’s husband revoked her m13; NIONX A9 9m

If 9P 3pY'n Y3, he annuls her o7 retroactively,
RINW’R 1) X717, the second woman'’s Neder is also
annulled, because her m711 was dependent on her friend’s
m.

However, if 2 11 53, he only terminates the m 13,
RINWR PR

RPOR NI2N

She becomes permitted as of now, but since her m71 was
valid until the time of the 7797, the second woman’s M1
remains intact.

mooIN points out that this question is actually relevant in
every case where she transgressed the m~13 prior to the
1797,

' If9pY 9P Hv3, she's retroactively NOT liable.
If 3 0 5v3, she IS liable.
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The Gemara tries to prove this from our Mishnah:

PIRY ORI OV YWY TN

29> )97 1R

If 3pY 9py'n Sy, then, as mooin explains,

1 D77 ROWH

His saying "1z is certainly considered a n»pi of her Neder,
because otherwise there is no Neder to which to link his
™. Therefore, her Neder is confirmed, and he can no
longer revoke it.

However, if 173t Sv3, then

oY RITINWRS 195

His saying *1x) is not considered a impi of her Neder,
because even if he revokes her Neder, his m is still
linked to her Neder prior to the n9o7n. Therefore, her Neder
was NOT confirmed, and he should still be able to revoke
it?

The Gemara answers

M7 25 7P MWRT JRMI IR 712 TORT I

Nevertheless, since he associated a m7’13 to her Neder, he
is expressing approval for her Neder and it is considered
confirmed, and so he cannot revoke it.

The Gemara adds

S0 73 IMMIPIR YWD R

If he annuls his confirmation he can then revoke her
Neder.
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The Gemara brings several sources to resolve this
question, including the following 81921 which apparently
indicates 3 o Hya:

P TITIV ORI

DIINY ARV P AW A

DVAINT DR MO 77

A nis liable for violating her m 11 by drinking wine or
becoming xnv. Now,

5175 991 RYT RN

MM RN

If her husband did not revoke the Neder, she is obviously
liable? Clearly, we are discussing

5van> 10T

He DID revoke the Neder. Nevertheless, she is responsi-
ble for her transgression, clearly indicating that the earlier
period of the m"11 remains in place.

The Gemara answers

Y YD Y2 DNYY

However,

ROO INPT DWW

Perhaps the Xw’7 of the Xn12 is an introduction to the
next segment;

YT RY R 7Y 715 197

DI ARDOD P MY A

D'VIIRA DR MDD NPNR

If she continues to transgress her m 13 AFTER her
husband, unbeknownst to her, revoked the m713, she is not
liable to lashes.

The Braisa disagrees with 77 *27, who says non noo
M7, that she receives 13277m Mpbw in this case, because,
as Tosfos explains;

MONI RNORYT 7D

She intended to transgress. Therefore, even though in
reality she did not transgress, 777 *21 holds that she is
liable to M7 non.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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