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Intro
Today we will 7’va learn © 97 of 13 nooN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes 557 21 'Row na regarding

I

19277 1 Rn n

If a person states I shall be a Nazir from dried or pressed
figs;

And the three approaches to this Machlokes

The x»p Rin holds

PR H

They disagree in whether he becomes a Nazir. However,
WHO KD

277 P AN D ITINARYT

They both agree that he did NOT accept a Neder from
eating PP M.

77 27 holds

127277 1) IR P 1T RN

They disagree whether he accepted a Neder from eating
PPz . However,

PIIPRT PO RS

They both agree that he does NOT become a Nazir.

113727 holds

»wHo KD

127277 1) AN D T3 NAT

They both agree that he DID accept a Neder from eating
PR My, if that was his intention.

Otherwise

P1INAOR DD

They disagree in whether he becomes a Nazir.

And the explanations of these three o>5nn

The owom punw *27 nbnn regarding

DMWY 2 R AN DY M0 IR

A person who made a Neder to bring an invalid in of
barley; is he obligated to bring a valid na of v'n,
wheat?

And the two explanations for the 01om
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The Machlokes o'mom r» 227 regarding

Y93 7 TIRA

A person who states “I shall give the appraisal of this
utensil to wTpn;*

He is certainly NOT obligated for the 77, because

505 P PR

137v applies only to a person, NOT to a°5>. However
PN 27 holds

wIpAD YT I

He DOES give the value of the *5> to w7pn, because
75025 MIAT KD DTIR PR

A person does NOT make a statement in vain. Therefore,
595 7 PRY VTV

o7 DWS IR N

He meant the o7 of the *53, because he knows that a there
is NO 77 for a"H>.

While the Chachamim hold

oHan MO

He does NOT give anything to wTpn, because

7HVI% PI2T RIID DTN

A person DOES sometimes make a statement in vain.

The Machlokes *o» 727 7R» *27 when a person makes a
statement, in which there is a contradiction between the
initial and final parts:

PR» 27 holds

PORI PV OION

We go with the initial part,

»01 217 holds

DONIDTR PIAT IR

We also go with the final part.

The Machlokes 551 21 'Rpw 2 regarding w7pn2 noRY
whether a person can nullify w7pn through a non n°n
The 'xpw nva hold

WIPND TORW PR

Because a Chacham only nullifies when the Neder is a
myv, erroneous, and

WIPR N MYV WITPN

Even an erroneous wpn is effective.

Therefore, so too,

MRS TORY PR

A Chacham may NOT nullify a m~ 1 either, because
MTWIPRI M

m i is compared to WP in the Pasuk

VIO YT OTR

The 557 a1 hold
WIPMA HORY W
Because

WP MR MYV WP
Therefore

mPIs HORY W
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When a person makes a statement
in which there is a contradiction
between the INITIAL
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

13097

12277 1 M »

If a person states I shall be a Nazir from dried or pressed
figs;

PUODIDIRROY 1’

The 'Rpw 2 hold he becomes a Nazir.

THIPR DN OO

The 551 2 hold he does NOT become a Nazir.

The Gemara asks why the *®nw mva hold that this
statement means Mm713. After all, a Nazir is only prohibited
in grape products, as the Pasuk states

1711921 WY TOR 0

But a Nazir is NOT prohibited in 027 mama?

The Gemara explains that the "Riw n°a hold

7137 77, because

AORT 1712175 1720

75035 1727 R¥IM DIR PR

They concur with X 17 that a person does NOT make a
statement in vain, and he wants the WHOLE statement to
be effective. Therefore,

130097

7 TP OWY MR W)

He initially intends to become an actual Nazir from wine.
And, when he continues with

123270 1 AN

MIRPT NI DWIIRY

He reconsidered, and wants to retract from the m.
However

M M IR

MY IORY PRT

He CANNOT retract because the *xnw n’ahold a mvn
CANNOT be retracted, even through a 0om 7.

The >n mahold

PNIPR, because, as Tosfos explains

mns Ny

MV TORY W7

He CAN retract because the 551 2 hold a m1 CAN be
retracted through a oon 9. Therefore, when he contin-
ues with

197277 1) M N

RI77 DY NNOIITI

He is considered having stated a 971 with a simultaneously
retraction.
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A Nazir is only prohibited
in grape products?

fm= foim sl xS

WEZ N 2o 3)/7,30
1727 ROXM DTR PR

nYvaY

PTIIN
Wk, péfa,«/t/ WE
np2ean! 191 M0
p7 1> Wt

Som s
%
NtnD 51

mI712 NHRW W T
A1 )Y 1800 73/

W n2
7y Df 7792
NMNH 937 1R
M2 NORWY PRT

Nazir 9- 3



NPT
esl;'e‘l
Dedicated By:

BvaT MM

Now, according to the X»jp NXin

PIINTORPDD

The 7721 w"2 nbnn is only whether he becomes a Nazir;
But,

WHO KD

19277 1 M I 3T A RST

They both agree that he did NOT accept a Neder from
eating P M.

And the reason is;

According to "X»w 13, because his words are interpreted
as him wanting to become a Nazir, albeit with an unsuc-
cessful retraction;

According to 551 3, because

w"3°720 550 2

DTN TITI ITIND

The 557 ma concur with wnw *17 who says that an
irregular Neder is NOT effective. And as Tosfos explains
onp pwha Y"on

He should have used the word onj for a Neder.

The Mishnah continues

AT 727 IR

IR RY W' 1MRWI R

1297 75V 171 137 IR ROR

1M 27 disagrees with the Tanna Kamma and holds
PIIPRT PDO RO

Both, 551 2181w 12 agree that he does NOT become a
Nazir. Rather

127277 1) AT D 3T 0 RN

They disagree whether he accepted a Neder from eating
PRI I

Because, as Tosfos explains

1 NR 7T D0 1737 PRWD

TN WD

When the two parts of his statement do NOT necessarily
contradict each other, we say that the final part is an
elaboration of the initial part, and he meant to make a
Neder from 7527 mana. Therefore, the Machlokes is as
follows:

™20 V"2

127277 12 MINHN D T

His statement is considered a 75277 1 Dm0 373,
because, as Tosfos explains

awIon pwb T

The word 71 means to refrain. While

™10 1”2

727277 12 AT 0 ITIIPR

Because

"3 7310 S50 3

DTN T ITIND
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. The Gemara cites a Braisa with a third approach to this
Machlokes - that of 1n1°37 - and as the Rosh explains; ) .
158 RS The Gemara cites a Braisa

P IO DRI 0 7T W . . with a third approach to this Machlokes:
Both 551 a1 'Rw nna agree that we can interpret his

words as a 2 »?
12277 19 AN 3T

IF he says that this was his intention. However, if he did
not specifically have this intention

TUNTR VD 179D 17999 NY

The 7”1 w1 disagree whether he becomes a Nazir.

Therefore, 17(3 71n ’N 17] ,1n-r

MINININAT

DI RPY N2 AN ]D
TN N i ,

Which the Rosh interprets as 6/’ » s nb’z-rn ]D1
TUIRNT Tl PN T that

Either, he’s forbidden by the 152771 191 mnan o 7, if PP 10 ND /ﬁ wal
that was his intention; 4 infention

h 1993 ptto WS N2 D/ 1p0
! bl

O ey et oA
n5v3 PIIT NI TR PR otp o/ oY/ 4

As explained earlier according to the Tanna Kamma;

DR 5O

PIPRINT
. The 550 2 hold that even if he had no specific intention
his words are a
72277 12 RN D T
As is the opinion of 7777 *27 in the Mishnah according to
the "Rpw n°3; because
7 DR 7T D70 1727 PRY
MIRY W19
In which
TWIDN PSP

A
eskel .
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Let's summarize the opinions in the 121 °XWw 172 NN
S5

PP

19277 19 M

According to the Xpp Rin;

PTIDYIRRPY 172

PIIPR IR0

Regarding 75277 12 n»i o 9

Both 7”11 w”2 hold

ATIMMING

According to 77 *27 and the second version of 101 °17;
Both 7”21 w”2 hold

PR

Regarding 75277 12 mn»i n 9m

RDW M2

T

55n

ITINARY

According to the first version of jn1°27;
Regarding 75277 121 maan o 97
Both 1”21 w”2 hold

AR

IF this was his intention;

Otherwise

PTIDIMN ROV M2

PIIPR DR 5O

The Gemara next cites the Mishnah in Masechta
Minachos in which the above-mentioned opinion of 27
nw»w is found:

The xmop Nin says;

DO In R0275 N3N 5P 137 MR

ORI R

If a person makes a Neder to bring an invalid nnin of
barley, he is obligated to bring a valid nni» of wheat.
Similarly,

mp

Mo N

If he said coarse flour, he is must bring fine flour;
And the Mishnah gives additional examples;

01D LY 17

DaTINDI 7 ATINA ROV

w17 disagrees in all these cases and says that he is
NOT obligated to bring any 1rin, because this Neder was
made in an irregular fashion, which is NOT effective
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Let’s summarize

plARMa
F9Y27 113Y YN i

1M127 | -
i X
intglgion inmtt.‘ﬁ)n nmn RDP
7”10 T IR 13 2
MM TN MAAMRY IRDY

PrIIN PR PIR N2
MM MMMKRY MRy 99N

AP/
(nightal "71] Y97 NG

B NY2R5

R 2 nnp R

pla)h) ﬁ‘?\D N2 DNaAn ]?3 N
AFLND tﬁ
PRFYWD PI22

Nazir 9-6



BATIMM

. The Gemara discusses two explanations for the Tanna
Kamma. The Yemara discusses two
I _ , %ar the Tanna Kamimas
0 says that the Tanna Kamma concurs with 'Rnpw m°ain
our Mishnah who hold 1
12370 1) NN RPN
PN
Even though
DT TITD ROV Like ol pro: So too:
Because
75025 Y727 R OTR PR M RN D
Sotoo ) phinkialia PR e

PIVON 3 TR D by e a) N1
DN RN

Do TN DT I
15025 P77 NI DR PR Lvon thawih Lven th

PITYD PI32 95/ ,&’ﬁ PRIUWD 2725 334pD &

:5)7’) 7

Because Because
PIT NN DTN ]’N PIIT NINIPD DTN )’N
nbvab nbvad

. According to this explanation . . .
DOTYA 10N According to this explanation
DV RAD ’ ’
Even if he said to bring lentils, which is NEVER included NEVER 0 m-r}’n ]D 1I7 DR
in an, he is still obligated to bring a jimin of wheat, . 219 b}
boa” We/ D0NN N X210
75035 12T RRIP OTR PR wa N Because

2T R DTN PN
nbpab
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‘ The second explanation:
1N 27 says 2
55117727 RN 129K
The Tanna Kamma concurs with both 551 21 8w ma. 1>
However, the Mishnah there refers to a case of

99 PITI PRY VIV NTTIPR IR I?Dn M2T RNN 1‘7’DN

99 ROR 321773 RS

He stated,  made mistake - had I known that a W Tanna Kamma concury

CANNOT be brought with 77w [ would have certainly with bath I st dpll

stated a nmn with yo'n. Therefore

PO R

Because, as the nx21pn o'W explains /L/aweuer, the mwmé/ r%ery v @ case 0%
PWPRITITI TTIV YT )

He DID intend for a Neder of a proper fashion. .]3 ]’771] ]’Nw )’.n’ N 15’R INIR2

70 ROR 7D MITINRY
YEND 99770 I7IE MNVT D)

According to this explanation, this Halachah applies only . ) .
to According to this explanation:
‘ PIVWI D
DO M N RN
Because
myo: ”71;1’7:5 » " ) . DWTYN N AVARIA
e may have confused ov’n with o myw that are used in
certain M, such as a MNP nmIv, in which he DID intend N’DD 1]’& N’:D
for a valid imin. However

. DVNN N VNN N

DO M N RINIPR

Because Because Because
MY OIS 3D RY s Ao 3 s Aol 3

He did NOT confuse ov’n with ow7p, which are never
used in any ;3n3; in which case he did NOT intend for a
valid nmn.
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