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Intro

Today we will a"wa learn n" 91 of o1 noon

Some of the topics we will learn about include. 5RIPWI XN

A continuation of the Machlokes Sxmwi xan 11 in the case of n1’n ."tl ’J,-‘n .‘DR

oI'n AT "N X

oIn T NN
When a person accepts 2 nnm, one after the other, in n”n .I’tl ’J’ﬂﬂ

which he states that both, the first and second nnm begin
on the same day.

xa1's statement regarding the case of
'DIX XY Ny

DIX NI Y 5:\& xbw np\:w
XEZZZZQ IrJrllxade a nvw that he will NOT eat 531& xbw np‘:w

And he reiterated the aviw.
In which the second nviw is NOT effective.

AN RON 9% 19N

NAYXIN 7Y 'INW) DX
1"y 0N NaY

. That if the first nvaw was removed through a non i, the nJ’IDRﬂn I’” I?Rwl DR
second nviaw then becomes effective.
POY AYN MW

The Mishnah’s Halachah of
0'"YT1 Dho
AmnnY

When a person states a v that has multiple meanings, n’ﬂ7: nno

but he did NOT reveal his intentions.

In which the vn would be effective with one meaning, 1’ Dnnl’

and would NOT be effective with the other meaning,

We consider the more stringent meaning, in which the +m A n/ f'ﬁ& \5)/ &/; 34 Z bond

IS effective

And the Mishnah'’s 4 applications of this Halachah 0% this 3)35

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about

9272 DDNN

AITIN N2T2 0'9Nn

When one associates his vm with an item that is prohib- 11Tln
ited through a +n,

The 111 IS effective. However,
AI0KN 12T2 0'S9Nn

X\éﬁe& ?ﬁ;iﬁg%ﬁi ?fs +n with an item that is prohib- 1 :.r : D’DnD
The 1 is NOT effective.
O TMORN

)
Yecheskel .
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‘ There is a Machlokes regarding the status of a »
Some say
NNl 90 n'n 90
There is oo, question if it is considered a an or a nnm

Others say Regarding the status of..
II]r’chi”s ]19tns T):;n breed, and neither a nn nor a nnna. ’1:

Some say Others say
’M (P00 17712
NPN2 P90 DX 71102
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So let’s review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a Machlokes
in the case of

DI'N AT 2N - DI'N AT NN IR

When a person accepts 2 nnm, one after the other, in
which he states that both, the first and second nnm begin
on the same day.

xan 1 holds
NN Y NN AN R

The second nnnn CANNOT take effect over the first nmn.

sxme holds
TN ' In N
The second nnn CAN take effect over the first nnm.

The Gemara cites the source of nrm % 4n nvn from the
Pasuk

A9 TN 1T AT AT RYD! D WK

The superfluous words teach

NN Y In hNmany

According to xun a1 the Drasha only includes the case of
NNX N2 DN ' 'n'pw

He accepted both nm at once, in which the second nnm
is un, because

nNNaNYT DT [ DNKR 'R

The first nnn was NOT un before the second ninn.

However the Drasha does NOT include the case of
DI'N T 2N - DT NN R

Because

nnnany nNTIE NIYRY

The first nnm WAS already n before the second nnmn.

However, according to sxmw the Drasha ALSO includes
the case of

DI'N 'T1 2N - DI'N T 1N AR

In which we say

NNy YN nnm

Even when

nnnany nNTIE NIYRY

The previous Mishnah taught

NN NIN 2N 1R - 79N - DIN NIY NYRY - 'DIN KW Ny

When a person makes a nvnw that he will NOT eat, and
repeats it;

The second nvnw is NOT effective - And if he ate, he is
only liable for the first nvaw, because

NIV NVIRY DY XIUNNT N - TR Yavin 'l amn

The second nynw cannot take effect upon the first nvnw.

xa1 says however,

"7y NN N1IY - NIWRIN Y 'IRW) DX

If the first nvaw was annulled by a nan anw, the second nviw
then takes effect.

xa1is wnn that we do not say that the second nviaw is not sn
at all, and certainly cannot be un later after aww. Rather,

a1 1 xnin- the second avaw was pending, while the first
nvaw was in effect. Therefore,

X9'n - nn1an  rwnm o

After awv, it CAN take effect.

In the previous Daf..

HSRINWY
o’n 71 2190 N
N 97 2N
mrn 5 Snmrn

il i
teaches, V%, 73 %L,
even when
3)/)»/)//)/\/9//9 Wl

RN
o 71 270 N
itnR e Ratan!
T 5 M AN PR
D/np/)//)//?//? \3//&’7
It %) WAS ddready y
ée/om f/wwam/

ONLY includes
m1nNw Y27pw
NNXR N2
because

/5)/1//)/12’ Vi
W 7,3/)/J)/'/?//?

In the previous Mishna...

NNOXRIN DY HRWI DX
95 NYN "YW

We don't say

4 NOT fy at all
Buther,
No M7 RN RMNM

The second nv1aw
was pending
W%r&
20 /&'/\/ o
P2
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If he ate, heis only liable
for the firstnL1IW

Because
TOW YIVIN Y N
MY RPN RYIM
W NYIY
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The Ran explains;

091 NN 1Y w19 Wi Tw m

|'"DN1 NN W'D KW D

QNN XNNoa |'IIN

If a person states a vn that has multiple meanings, in
which the vm would be effective with one meaning, and
would NOT be effective with the other meaning; as long
as he did NOT reveal his intentions we follow the more
stringent meaning. We consider the ~m effective, because
we assume he meant to make a Neder, for otherwise he
would have kept quiet and said nothing.

However,

owiN'al

I

NN 25 KD 'NR Yo DR

S xinw 9"'VR 11MaT YV 010

If he subsequently revealed his intentions, we accept his
explanation even xai, in which the v is NOT effective.

And the Mishnah elaborates with 4 examples of

2'nNn'1 0T DNO

1.

n'mn awad "y "N xR Yo

701 '

If he was oonn with salted meat or with wine libations, it
depends;

1T D'NY YW DR

AI0X

The " would be effective if he was won that he meant
the meat and wine of the nam, because it’s a wmn 1aT.
However,

2T1 D221 NTAY Ywa DX

anm

The vn would NOT be effective if he was won that he
meant the meat and wine of nr nmay, because it’s a nat
AIOXN.

DNO DONI

AIOX

The 1 IS effective, if he was NOT wnon, because
A'nnY 0T ono

DafHachaim.org
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However,

py
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1
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703 13 b was

% he way oS with
salted meat or wine libations

0N - 973 DY Swa oN
23 would be e/%eoﬂu@, a5 97

AN - 9T 222 ATAY bes on
>3 would NOT be %%eoﬂu@, 'y a ok 13

70N - DND ONY
5/ S %Zea‘év&, 77//;9//3173 RNO
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21 oY

0'v v DINd DX
Q10K
Because niaa 'mn are given to wpn, and are a wmn mt

N TNON - DM S 0mo oN

anm
Because oun> man are given to the Kohanim, and are a a1 V3D 27

aninn, because they are onranin
TN - B S onS oMY

DNo DI

JI0X ?/)//‘/’) 7»7

Because

"mnnJ DT DNo WWDN - nno ns‘
o2/ pr33) o

3.

awynd "y NN

2T NNN] TWYNd DR

oK ) 3
nnna awyn is a wmn taT, because he designates the oy, every ﬂwvn: sv 1”

tenth animal.

. — TON - 971 AT WPa0 N

anmn 7/\9/}') 227
jwx1 wyn 1S a vnmn 1aT, because it’s anr1nim; and aw wyn is a

Aloxn 127, Not a wmn 7. 11'“?: - 1113 5w Ds‘

NVIVYHN ORI VYD
Because 2/OLD 207 WIND 297

2'MNN7 0T DNO 'ﬁDN _ nnc DR1
77\//)2&/7\9/ RNO
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4.

mnnd "y N

272 MWD NN DX

0K

Because the npw of the nowsn nninn are a ~mn 71, which the
people were vrpn;

NI2 v DNl

anm

Because nninn is a woxn 1a7; as the Ran explained ona™ g7,
because the oniowx are selectively imposed by the Torah

DNO DNI
JI0N

RN N MaT
Because
AN 0TI DNO

nIX AT 2N
NINin 7721 MIOK NTINY NN DNO
NOYIN NNNN DX 10N '3 'WIK 'RY

amn an disagrees and says that annn ono is only ~ox in the
land of Yehudah, because since they lived near the na
wpnn and were familiar with it they would refer to nnnn
nown simply as annn. Therefore, we can assume xiny that
he meant n>wsn nninn.

However, annn ono is a1nn in the land of Galil, because
since they lived far from the Bais HaMikdash they were
not familiar with nsen nnnn, they would not refer to it as
annn. Therefore, we cannot assume xniny that nno annn
meant nown nnnn.

The Mishnah concludes with a statement which
disagrees with the earlier ruling regarding oan.

o'man ono

"I0X 7922 NI AT

D'3NdN 'MAN DX DN 7' 'WIR I'RY

This opinion is explained at the end of the next Daf.

The Gemara cites a Mishnah in Masechta nnav which
rules

10 NN poo

And since nnn is a form of on, it clearly contradicts our
Mishnah of

Imnn'1 0T DNo
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pf/gé % the 3)3€6 M2 are
7{;}3 207

20 - 1 5w oy

20D 257

T 9
AN and ano Ny

b3 M sk
PUIN Dot
POIWINPRY  Since they lived
DN oR near the 657)/1/5) N7
RO NN they referred to
We can'’t assume 250 s
that pro I ay .
meant 2505 1 We can assume
/:7/1///)/

9N 29

Statement disagrees with earlier ruling...
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. xvr 1 answers that this is actually a own npiann
ATY'IX 20 RN
M0 X0
As we learned in a Braisa; NPT
1INNNl NN wrTImn
If someone was v either all his nrn, non-domesticated This iy act: %Z[?/ @ /o',gﬁ /)/’)/A/!/
animals, or all his ninna, domesticated animals; .
Does a ', which is a nnna poo n'n poo, become wrn? T()”bN DIRN

12 RN

The jm say

DN DR UTEN

The » becomes w1in, because

Xj1'90 1"yn ninn

A person intends to include the poo in the wran of his

assets. So too,

e
ialara=)Ris kgl ~amivialy
%wmeow wad j?// either

' n v [ . .
;322;1;:; T2 D'YT1 DNO ﬁ/% /L(A//)///)' o M//)//\ﬁ)p
P07 1 M Yol Does a ", become WTpn?

MR YR AN
1PN DX YITIN NI
The » does NOT become wtpn, because

DIVDP /?&0 D /’)00

Xj1'901 '1"yn X9 1NN i::ﬁ
?h};igg?e,does NOT intend to include the poo in the wrpn. %91 AN w,_‘Pn N9 AN w’ﬂpﬂ &{7
ggz;;;:l DT DNO ;é/')’(‘)a//}ﬁ/j//‘//‘/ @;@0///}//‘/ t/ﬂ////‘/
X{1'901 7"yn XIT pY D n'on

. Iigfrson certainly does NOT intend to accept nr'ra1m MY 0 BnD MY 0 DR

Tand pay)
)é/v'c)a/ /}/,«/ W DOy /c/')faa/ /}7\/ £ /oég DOk

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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