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Intro

f% the Chachamim /Ww
Today we will 7”v1a learn 775 97 of ©373 NoON , A hnchah
Some of the topics we will learn about include. fo ,a/’)}/ Y Wé S o&é

The question if the Chachamim disagree to 12 758 27 11’:n II’XR '73&’\’) nXﬁn

2py’'s Halachah in the case of

TP 12 2701 17N D3R DR %17 1”7731 1: :ﬂDD]

NI Pt 7]

A person, whose friend refuses to dine with him, and he N’ﬁ ]’t]j’t ’j.rJ

made a 971 to compel him to reconsider.

The Gemara will describe certain 0371 that 12 1°5R 729
2py» agrees that they are NOT considered ynar .

are NOT considered
)7T)Tf DY)

. N2 M7

A 91 and includes a Xin, a condition with a fictitious
feature - some are

ROV P2 0T

A feature that is somewhat true, because it may be an ’x:n ,ﬁﬂl
exaggeration of the truth - and some are

RO P2 P K57

A feature that is false, because it CANNOT be an
exaggeration of the truth

PPN O3 L H57 PRI D93 PE7

A featurethatis false ~ Can be considered true

Tt cannot be considered It M/a/cmmwnf?/uw/
an W%emfiom % the truth %a%emﬁm/ 0% the truth

The Halachah of

1IN °RI7 TV DWI

PN NI VAV 7D

A ran nyaw is NOT effective

»2N’s explanation that pamn 'Ran n1aw is applicable to
the Issur X1w ny1w

R17's explanation that P 'Ra3 n1aw is applicable to a

Issur 7r7o o 1702 N2/ Y Qv
1790 N2 Y T2
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. So let'sreview ...

In the previous Mishnah 17 12 9158 *27 taught

1112 27011 172N 1DRR 773N’1D nrian

NI PN

If someone’s friend refuses to dine with him, and he made

Y

WIE DY 7)’}/'% 2
17721 198K HONMW NN

a 771 to compel him to reconsider, the 771is NOT effective 12 J-TDD'I
even while his friend is still 270», because this is consid-
ered P11 773 in which 1-]’-”31

555 115 YT P RS

The 771 did NOT intend for a 97a. R]n ]’t]ﬂ’t ’173

/3 7/3/ Ly7R» P2 ,é/

The Gemara asks

M RVIR

2PV’ 12 WYHR 27T 75V 1327050

Is this Halachah subject to a Machlokes, in which Y NRIVIIINR

Chachamim disagree and hold that this 971 IS effective,

and is NOT considered y117t 373, because, as the Ran

explains;

1T RN RPITA OR moy 1127 9D

The 971 does want the 971 when his friend is 270n. 2PV 2 MYHOR DT

However, in the previous Mishnah’s case of mp191 790w the M1 om -3701 NP1 N -2701
. Chachamim agree that the 971 IS considered 11171973, IN IN IN NOT

because the 1% 791 do NOT want the 773 PMTATYI POITNNT PTAITYI POATT

TUSW1A PRI DTIVY

They both initially intended for the same price of 3 p1. Y A Y Ve y4 bprs

pY//A 175N £72 PY//A 197N 1D

OR

The Chachamim agree with 2p)’ 12 91’58 17 even in the

case of 170, that this 971is NOT effective, and IS 15D H" NN

considered 11177 773, because 7&‘7 N M R.'nD'Dn

1VIN RIARPITA N>

The Gemara continues to ask

W59 5 N

RY IR PN RN

And if we assume that there is a Machlokes, is the final
ruling with 271’ 12 %58 "7, or with the Chachamim?

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Nedarim 24 -2




NPT
esl;'e‘l
Dedicated By:

=Lkt

The Gemara continues with a lengthy discussion that
involves several Mishnayos of the subsequent Perakim,
and based on a Braisa concludes;

RN 2IIVRTV'N

2PV 12 MY'HR 270 1950

X7 27 that says the Halachah is with 2p» 12 3158 27,
From which we see both,

7O 337059

AND

s RNOHA.

The Ran explains that from the Gemara's X701 Xo>pw we
see that in certain cases 2p) 12 75X "17 agrees that they
are NOT considered 1171 973, because there is logical
indication that he means to makes a Neder. For example;
1.

In the subsequent Mishnah'’s case of

13 IR

15 7N PR DIp

50 nran nw pon Sw 113 3325 S0 ANR 'R DR

Someone makes a 971 to forbid benefiting from his friend
if the friend does not accept a significant gift for his son’s
use.

N7 RITITORAL PY? 12 MYHR 2T A0

2pY’ 12 M'HR 117 agrees that this 973 is NOT considered 373
i, but rather 197 X172, he DOES want the 973;

RIR 8127 RO 77D I0ORT

PP RYIDT

RIPD TP R

The 771 claims that he will not be like a dog, in only taking
benefits from his friend, and not being allowed to recipro-
cate in giving benefits to his friend.

DafHachaim.org

Based om a Braisa
the gemara concludes;

NN 27 MNTY'N

AP 12 AMPON 1295 15
We see both:

NNOYN
Ak alib)

122722759
oYy

The Ran explains
from the Gemara’s ND) ROPW we see;

In certain cases
2PY? 12 ITYIONR 127 agrees
they are NOT considered 1177 "7

1
2
7% I DN AP 170aN0 NN
MY O MO 7325 Smis N N N
™ 5w Avan nen

3P 13 MPON 39 e

N1 NI N
e/ ,!_7’)/?,0
RIX X295 RH Y MNRT
790 R1INNNT
ININD NN RN
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2.

In that Mishnah's reverse case;

S I3 INRW ONR 170D IR

50 nyran nwi pon Sw 113125 13 INR R OR

Someone makes a 771 to forbid his friend from benefiting
from him if the friend does not give a significant gift to his
son.

N7 RITIT R WYOR 22T AT

Itis NOT considered pnat 373, and 1770 Xpi73;

RIN R3O IRD 7D IDRT

15 RPIADT

" 131 RS DR

The 771 claims that he is not a king, who only bestows
benefits to his friends, and does NOT accept benefits in
return.

3,

In the subsequent Mishnah's case of

53R IRV 1730 17977

Which the Gemara explains is a situation of

RINND PITR RIITT

The guest requested the invitation, and when extended the
guest asked the host to make the 771 that if he does not
come, the guest may not benefit from the host.

N7 RITIT R WYOR 2T AT

2pY’ 12 WO 217 agrees that this 971 is NOT considered "7
o, and the 973 IS effective when there was NO oy,
because

MR TWD IR TIRD
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% MM NN NP 1A YN
MY S N0 2% 1N NN N O
™ O Pvan nen

3Py 13 MoN 130
N1 NOTIT INA2
SN APIFR
RIR RION XY D MONRT

19 RPIMT
") NN RY NN

3

‘3’)/@‘/

RN SN 19v3M Y9I
(RIS NMTR RINTT}

3PPY 12 MPON 39

W7 N9 N2

N/ )/7)///'7_2 DD ,e/

Nedarim 24- 4



=Lkt

The next Mishnah elaborates on the second of the
D'PIM IV D773 YN

The four Nedarim that are NOT effective, and do NOT
even require a DN IN7;

RITIT

The Ran explains that the Mishnah discusses two forms
of N2 7).

1.

R 772 0T

A feature that can be considered true, because it is a
commonly used exaggeration of the truth

2.

RO 72 70 RHT

A feature that is false, because it CANNOT be considered
an exaggeration of the truth.

Zugt Di Mishnah

'R

There are two types of "Ra73 772

1.

onp IR

D21 93 MR 7172 PRI RO DR

He makes a 973 to prohibit fruits if he did NOT see a
multitude of 600,000 people, the amount that left
Mitzrayim.

The 771 is NOT effective, even though he did NOT see so
many people, because, as the Ran explains

INRP ROVIP

D31 20 WORI DT VIR TAVT

He is actually saying the truth, since people exaggerate
this way, referring to a large crowd as D™3m ">,

2.

73177 72 NP W3 TPRI KD OR O

He makes a 773 to prohibit m7o if he did NOT see a snake
with a ridged back, as the ridges in the wood beam used to
press olives.

The 7711s NOT effective, even though he did NOT see
such a snake. Although,

IORP RIPW

He is definitely lying, because

R 72 PO RS

555 9170 W oW PRY

People do NOT exaggerate this way, since there are NO
snakes with ridged backs. However, the 971is NOT
effective, because, as the Ran explains;

TORY 12NI RS

R T I ROR

He did NOT intend for a 973; he only meant to talk
nonsense - because otherwise,

RIN RH POR 1D AW

Ifhe DID intend for a 573, he would have made this 973
without the "Rin of "Ran.
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QY221 YN 297 YN
W79

PN O3 e H57
A feature that is false
7t cannat be considered

HNNMY O3 LT
Can be considered true
tiva cmmwné/ aw/

an exaggeration @f the truth exaggeration @f the truth

=h)Ip)

WM NN 8O ON
T2M A3 AP
The" T2 is not effective,
even though he did not see
such a snake

Alihough

WHN HINE
PHN O3 POE Hd
555 g1 £M O PHOE

B3P N
M T2 NS N5 BN
oYX ‘s
The" T2 is not effective
even though he did not see
so many people

WHP HYEN
07 £H 7I3V7
09951 D> INM

290H5 MOH) P
P3O 937 IS HOH
I HO3 MO B DOE
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The Gemara cites a Braisa, according to the X073 of the
Ran;

1IN °RI7ITIV DWI

I ORI MYIAY D

Just as a’®an7711s NOT effective, *Xa7 ny1aw is NOT
effective either.

There are two explanations:

»IR says that a *X2177 P»12w is possible only in the
Mishnah'’s first case

oMD" M TIT2 PRIV AVIAW IORT

The nyaw is NOT effective, and he is NOT liable for
making a X1 n»1aw, false 1w, because, as the Ran
explains

ANRP ROWIP

D731 91V ORI DT WIPR TAVT

However in the Mishnah'’s second case of "m°R7w nyaw
TANANNPI VN

The nmaw would be effective in that he IS liable fora
RIW NY12w, because

IIRP RIPW

He is definitely lying, because

RO 72 W RS

N17 says that a X277 12w is possible in the Mishnah’s
case of

A2W2 "5 05N MO 1TOR IR

He made a n»1aw to prohibit himself from eating m~s
D3N 50 M T2 TR RY DR

The nyaw is NOT effective, and he is m7o 0582 0,
because

IRP RVVIP

And a°Ran7 n»aw in the second case would be
V12w 5Y DY MO 1TOR IMINI
727 72 NP W PRI RY DR

The ny1aw is NOT effective, and he is m770 n5OR2 I,
because

PRI 327 W15 ROR TORY 11503 RS

'RIN R NORY D 7w

However, he is still liable for R1w ny1aw, because

IORP RIPW

This discussion continues in the next Daf

DafHachaim.org

ANn? 2R
1702 N2 IR DD
(902 W2 MY T

There are two me’

MN says

NYIAWY
VN "NRIY
T30 ™3 NP>
He IS liable
/ar Mkmﬁz @ 18 ry)l

YWY
TN 172 2NRIY
02NN MO
He s NOT liakte
/or Mm?/ @ 18 _ry1l

¢WHN HINE
because
HNNY O3 P PO

WHD PVEN
WP ONI7 £H 7I3D7
oMM MWD

N2 says

IMMINI
.. DY12W2 DY ODIYN MID 1ON?

YTPRI XY OX...
NNPO WM
720 N2

TR XY DX...
Nt 172
078N YD

2150 it NOT efffective

WHD PYEN

0 iy NOT %mm

<29H5 oD P
P3O 1937 IMDS HOH
I H53 MOHS 1B MOE

However, he is still liable for N1\w NV1IW
because DN RINW
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