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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn X”> q7 of 0773 nooN
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

DIOMI NN DT AYIIN

Four Nedarim that are NOT effective, and do NOT even
require DN IN;

1.

PR ITI

When one makes a 771 to compel his friend to change his
mind;

2.

YRI7 TN

When one makes a 771 and includes a *Rin, a condition,
with an impossible feature;

3,

Y TN

When one makes a 773 with a *xin for ex. 790R, eating, in
which he assumed that he did NOT eat, while he forgot
that he DID eat;

4.

POIRMTN

When one places a 771 on his friend to compel him to
perform a task, in which a ©1x subsequently prevented
him from fulfilling the task.

Two reasons why pna1 771 are NOT effective

1.

Because they are NOT x50, definite, since they contain a
RIN

2.

103 I 199 Sw TR

Because it is common for a i1 79 to make PHat 7

PN KW 0N R

51 073 VIR PYI ROR

A Chacham may nullify a 971 only when it was similar to
the 0371 7Y29IR, in which it can be removed through a nno,
an opening.

The o'xmoN that disagree and hold

pichlz=Ruyinh)

RIPVDT

We may initially nullify a 973 through 77097, in which the
PINT DY iS

MNWRITOY RN

Regrets the initial making of the 773

However,

70N PR PR

RNWNT

They may NOT nullify a 971 through 77091 in which the oy
PINA 1S

I2°R) 7 OPPD RN

He regrets the continuation of the 771
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. Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

D27 DI'X 272w DMAT

When a person makes a statement such as a vm, in which
he states a Neder roa, with his mouth, but he does NOT : : ‘ ’ n,j:7

want the Neder a1, in his mind;

The 1 is effective, because
D"MAT 01X 27AY 0T n’1:7 DJ’R

We go with re ma1, and we do NOT consider iy mar.
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So let's review ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

DN 17NN 0TI VIR

The Chachamim initiated that 4 Nedarim are NOT
effective, and they do not even require a 0on 7.

1.

PO

When one makes a 971 to compel his friend to change his
mind;

The 7711s NOT effective.

2.

'R I

When one makes a 973 and includes a *xin, a condition,
with an impossible feature, a complete exaggeration;
The Mishnah on 7”5 q7 elaborates on *R277 771,

3,

Y I

When one makes a 773 with a *xin, for example, of 752y,
eating, in which he assumed that he did NOT eat, while he
forgot that he DID eat.

The Mishnah on 17”5 97 elaborates on mw *71.

In all these three case the 971 1s NOT effective, because
559 75 YT A RS
The 7m1did NOT intend for a 371.

4.

PONR TN

When one places a 773 upon his friend if he will not
perform a task, and he was subsequently prevented him
from fulfilling this task due to a oR, circumstances
beyond his control;

The 9711s NOT effective, because

IR 97T ROVTR IND

The 911 did NOT intend for a 771 when there was a onx.

The Mishnah on 1”5 97 elaborates on PonR ™72
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Wam o pPne

Includes

M

He assumed
he did NOT eat, a’on
while he forgot with an
that he DID eat exaggeration

To compel
his friend
to change
his mind

The T2 is NOT effective, because
990 M5 nyT2 RS

4
POIN TN

When one places a1 upon his friend
if he will not perform a task,

and he was subsequently prevented him
from fulfilling this task due to aDJIN

The T2 is NOT effective, because
N7 7ONT RNYTR XD
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The Mishnah here explains

TR P ITI

YOO 1 TS DO PPRW DN ORI YO 10 17

Spwi 5y PO PO PRWY ONR IR IO

A seller made a 771 that the proceeds of the sale shall be
forbidden to him if he will sell the item for less than one
vHo, the equivalent of four .

While the buyer made a 973 that the item shall be forbid-
den to him if he will pay more than one 5pv, the equiva-
lent of two 7.

In which

PP bW PRIN DI

Both, the 951 and b, intend to settle at or about 3 P27,
Therefore, the 9711s NOT effective.

The Gemara offers two reasons why it 771 are NOT
effective:

1.

511 92 RAR 27 says that the Mishnah follows the opinion
of 119790 °27 who holds

RO ROR P13 7P RY

A mior 771 are only effective when it was X5om,
definite, at the time he accepted the m 11 0r772. Buta
m71 or 773 that contains a °Xin is not effective, because it
is not X>om.

And the Mishnah adds that 191773 are NOT effective
even when *Rinn 07pny, the condition of each one has been
met in that

PIPT TWOWIZI OIY

Both subsequently agreed to the same price of 3 7777,
which was their original intention. Nevertheless, the 971 is
not 5m, because any *Xin is not X>om.

2.

N1 says that the Mishnah is X5 '5135, and the Mishnah
itself explains the reason that 1191 973 are not effective,
because

P07 WSWA PR DPIY

This was the original intention of both, the 92 and n,
to settle for the price of three 7.

The 791 only made the 971 of 4 727 to induce the 5 to
increase his offer to 3 P307. And the n% only made the 77
of 2 P77 to induce the 991 to lower his price to 3 .
Therefore, we go with 025127, their intentions, in which
they did NOT want these 0773, because, as the Ran
explains;

92 I M YW PITY

252w 02T P RS

It's common for a m1%) 799 to speak this way and make
P11 772, Therefore, it's not considered a 773, and therefore,
itis also NOT considered

0”127 OPR 292w 0137
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DI N 19 DI AN
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Spwn oy opl=ak (e
/772 /77
M WS PR o
Both intend to settle at or about 3 pys.

Wefam, the 73 i NOT %@cﬂu&

2 1
£ %/ W Lt

RNYY 9105
POV 129

M7 NIN” XY
NNYDNY RO

A P OF 33 are m@/
e when it way
té//‘/ - /W&
at the fime he accepted the

Y5 OF 93).

PPN ONNIW
1T DWHW2

Any 'NJD at all
is not Nb>om

122 DD W S 1ITY
253w DMIT MpH RD
Wrﬁ/&r@, it it not considered @ 23/
and fﬁere%ar&, it i also not considered
PR3 R Y PIIST
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. R127 asks a Shaila in the following case:
Y501 00 1D MR
Spwn PRI MROM

The Ran gives two explanations: |7 5

The 151 made a 771 that he will NOT accept less than 4 AN 1P 1?7 N

1917 plus 1770199, or that he will not accept less than 5 . \

1727; while the > made a 773 that he will NOT pay more sl’wn 7'¥2 17‘7573 i

than 2 97 minus 1 70179, or that he will not pay more

than 177,

Do we say Do we say Do we say
MR . .

It IS a Neder, because Itis NOT a Neder Itis a Neder, because
MTIRPITA

RPYTO IPRIT D NN PO 1971 RP172

They meant to make a Neder and stick to their positions. () @’f ’Z//)&/ NP'I’T'? DMaT ND
They did NOT intend to settle for 3 917, because they
were so specific or far apart.

OR

NAPNH

'"Wan

Because This question remains unresolved
DA WPRVIVD

People sometimes make extreme statements. Therefore,
even in such a case, they did not mean to make an actual
Neder, and they DID intend to eventually settle for 3 7.

pan
This question remains unresolved.

. The Gemara concludes

A
eskel .
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YOR 17 INR AT’ 27says

N> RWI 0on R

1557 D773 IYIIN PYI ROR

A Chacham may nullify a 971 only when it is similar to the
D73 AVIIN.

As the Ran explains, "ox 11 holds that a Chacham may
nullify a 971 only through a nno, an opening, because

MYV RIFW IDINN I°OM

AN MR 129 SR 1M1 IR

hiahy

A nno initiates a MYv within the 773’s formation, similar to
the 0171 7v29R. The 973 would have initially refrained
from making the 973, if he had considered the nno.

However

7002 PRMS PR

A Chacham may NOT nullify a 973 through nvan, the oy
YINT's subsequent regrets, because

MYV RV I I PR

7071 does NOT initiate a myv within the 973's formation -
but rather

aRAbbiinata)

VINNH RITPVIV

He DID initially want the 773, but he now regrets making
the 771

The Gemara cites several incidents of RN that
disagree with *ox 17 in which they were

10N NS

They initiated and nullified o971 through nvan, even
without a nno.

As the Ran explains, they hold

icaip=Rinigiis)

RIPYDT

They may nullify through a 7vn in which the yarn oy is
MNWRITOY RN

Regrets the initial MAKING of the 773, by saying
TN NYTI WY NN ROW

He made the 771 in haste or anger.

However

O PIMO PR

NDwRT

They may NOT nullify through a 7091 in which the oy
PINT 1S

1‘7’1‘0 M oDrYn RN

He regrets the continuation of the 971.
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A Chacham may nullify a 77 only
through a NN, an opening,
because

PP R 1213002 [

FND AN 125 58 1A T AN
9 NS

However
MBI 1N N

A Chacham may not nullify a 77 through NN,
the YINN DD’s subsequent regrets, because

DR N 2300 [ N

But rather
RIRNR NI Y@ - 913 avAalala)
He did Wm@ want the 73/, but he now
re?refynwém?/z‘/w ).

disagree with 'DN 1) in which they were
NPLIN2 NNIO

MRM2 RN N pianig=Rain)l
NAYRS

when the YINN DD is
79°R) AT OPHP RMN
He re?re?‘y the confinuation

o/ the %/

NPT
when the YINN DD is
MNVRIN Y RMN
I3 YD A pLw L
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The Gemara mentions an incident of X117 17927727in
which he initiated and nullified a 971 through 7vm, by
asking

YV NN 7IO79W DIR 12 7V 1A R

mIIrn

Would you have made the 773, if there were 10 men
calming you down?

As the Ran explains

This is not considered a nino, because

DR 32 TIWY YWY PIRYT

The 10 men were not present during 0’173 nn7 to
establish the nno.

However, noanmn 97

This is superior to a general 7071, because

NYIN NN

This nvan indicates that he regrets making the Neder at
all;

I NVT WY PO ROV

He made the 773 in haste.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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The Gemara mentions NN 2) 12 N2
who initiated and nullified a YT) through NnLIN,
by asking..

DTN "33 WY 1N
NP NN oM
ot Rl
This is not considered a NN, because
DTN 12 MWD PWID PN ROT

The 10 men were not present during DT NN
to establish the NND

However thisy & superior o & Wmﬁ aﬁ/), because
wﬁl) NIV
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