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Intro

Today we will a"va learn 1"> 97 of o1 noon D’J Nn ],531 N ]n1 R n Rj
Some of the topics we will learn about include.
1292 0I2%Y 1IN MNX)

The Machlokes %5n nai wnw na in the Mishnah’s case of

PAR) 2R IRRHI)
DOINR 1NY PN

1277 02"V N NN

DNKR [NNY 'L AR AR IRXNI

A person noticed from afar a group of people eating
from his dates, and he placed a vm on them to prohibit all
benefits from him. He then he realized that his father
and brother were amongst the group.

The corresponding Machlokes of xapy 21 and the omon in

a later Mishnah’s case of a person who made a Neder of A person made a 772 Of
mwn ' M1 2wa nar ok, to prohibit himself from the

consumption of meat and wine for the entire year. ]”1 1\,": nb’: R -nD’R
In which the Halachah is n:wn l,:

V721 MNawa PNMd

The Chacham may remove the vn with a nns that he
would NOT have made the »n had he known

NaY2a WOXN'I NI0RY

A person may not deprive himself on Shabbos and Yom
Tow.

. Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include:

o MNXPN IMNMNWY 7]

1D NN

A Ned hich i iall llified b letel
nullieﬁ:é.W ich is partially nullified becomes completely 153 -lrnn

The Machlokes ‘o 1 van 21 when a person makes a
statement, in which there is a contradiction between the
initial and final parts:

+xn 21 holds

ﬁ If a person makes a statement,
IUNA I3 019N . . . o .

We go with the initial part, in which there is a contradiction
or m holds between the initial

095N1 DR 12T N2

We also go with the final part. and ﬁnal parts

o)’ P22 2N 220
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T'0a
So let’s review ...

The previous Mishnah discusses the forms of

niaaw "M

One that makes a vn with an erroneous assumption;

As the Ran explains, the Mishnah discusses two forms of
nav:

ATIN NM'MK DY nmaav

The naw existed while he stated the vm. And,

TN NIYN NYYA DAY

The naw only developed when the +m was to take effect.
In all cases the m is NOT effective, and it does not even
require a non .

The Mishnah concludes with a case of

DIRN MIDIN NI DR

|22 D'V N KNI

I'NIRI "R INXNDI

DNR [Ny 1Ml

A person noticed from afar a group of people eating from
his dates, and he made a +m to prohibit them from
benefitting from him. He then realized that his father and
brother were amongst the group.

D'NIX 'NNY N2

onnm

D"IOXK DNNYY nNnli

wnw na say that regarding rnw rax, the am is NOT effective,
because

ATIN N'NIXR NYYWI 2aw

He did NOT intend to include them when he made the
.

However, regarding the others, the «n IS effective,
because

TN NNAR NYWA 22 N

He DID intend to include them when he made the .

D"NIX I nal

"M 191 19X

750 na disagree and say that regarding all, the v mis NOT
effective.

The Gemara explains this Machlokes with a subsequent
Mishnah.

DafHachaim.org

DA Y99

One that makes a 7T with an
erroneous assumption

whho whho
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9750 9750

The el m%/ /@z/@&/e/ The el existed

whew the 3 while he stated

wads to fm%/m the ’3/

The 772 is NOT effective,
and it does not even require a D2 NN
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A person made a vn of mwn 1 1 w2 nx Ao, to prohibit
the consumption of meat and wine for the entire year;
The Mishnah rules;

021 NINAYA AN

The Chacham may remove the vm with a nns that he
would NOT have made the vn had he known

Nawa ¥ NIoNY

A person is prohibited to deprive himself on Shabbos
and Yom Tov.

Therefore,

D'MIX I'N NIIYXR

D"nm oM@ NI

DMIOK D'R'f 1D WNWI

The Chachamim initially ruled that, for aio om naw the vn
is nullified, but for unn nn' the a1 remains in effect.

m" N2y QI Xaw Ty

1D NIN INXPN MNINY 1T

However xajiy a1 ruled that for both, aiwo om naw AND nim
ainn, the A is nullified, because once a Neder is partially
nullified, it becomes completely nullified. However, the
Chachamim hold we do not say

199 ANIn INXPN ANINY 1T

As the Ran explains, this is also the reasoning for the
Machlokes 49n nai wnw na:

wnw na concur with the Chachamim. Therefore, they hold
D"Nm I'nxi IR

D"IOX DNNYY NNl

Although the ~m is nullified regarding rnxi rax, it is not
necessarily nullified regarding onnx, because we do not
say

1913 ANIN IN¥PIN MDY 1T

While the 990 na concur with xajy 13, and therefore hold
"N 1981 19R

Since the 1m is nullified regarding rna rax, it is also
nullified regarding onnx, because we DO say

17D NN INXpPN ANNY 1M

However the Ran explains that there is a distinction
between the two Mishnayos:

In our Mishnah’s case of rnxi rax

NNo X721 1I''RN NN

The v is NOT effective, and does NOT even require a
oon W, because

ATIN APV NIYO XO'R

071Iyn 1R 10N XY

The naw existed while he made the \m, because he did
NOT intend to place a vm on rx at all.

However, in the subsequent Mishnah's case of v"i nimaw
AN NNO Y

The n IS effective, and it DOES require a oan n,
because

TN YA NIYO X0

U”I'I NNV 1I'Y NY'Y YT'Y 1190

He DID intend to make a m for v"in mw, knowing that a
complete year includes v"r naw

A personmade a )7J of

MW 55 1M WA N9ON MO
to prohibit eating meat and wine /&r the enfire year;
™2 MR 1RMD

The Chacham

remove the 23) With & préd

that he woudd VOT have made the 3 had he brown
N2W2 IHVRNY NORWY
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The Ran explains that there is a distinction
between the two Mishnayos
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The Gemara continues with a Machlokes regarding the
reasoning of the previous Machlokes:

n says that there is NO Machlokes when the ~m was
RN 1Y Tyn

He maintained the an’s original wording, in which he
said

03" XAXRY YTI' 'N''n 1'%

NINN YIN |"I0X 04D NN ‘N

I would have made the same general +n for all the
people, but I would have included an exclusion of my
father.

That #m na and xapy 20 agree that

DN I'nXI "X

D"ION DNNYY NNl

And we do NOT say

INXPN ANIAY 1M

171D NN

Because, as the Ran explains

TN NIyRYNa 0YIyn 0101 X7 I'RY

His father was never included in the vm’s wording, and
this is not considered even inxpn anin.

The Machlokes is only when the vm is

IR 1Y Mwn

He changes the ~1’s wording, in which he says
02'22 NAXY VTI' ' 1N

ANIN XAXI MIOXR 11791 12199 MIX N

I would have made a specific v for each person, in
which my father would remain ~nm.

The wnw na and the omon hold

D"NmM I'nKI 1"aR

D"MIOR DNNYY NNl

Although for rax the vm is NOT effective, for nnnx the vm
IS effective, because we do NOT say

INXPIN ANINY 1T

17> NN

While 19n na and xary 21 hold

"M 191198

Because we only say

INXPN NINY 1M

171> NN

In this case that

NN XO'R

2NN 122 7IMa NIYo

D'NN 22 ||H)':| nol

There is an error, for both parts of the

There is a nvo in the n itself, regarding the father; and a
nwo in the wording of the v regarding the others.

DafHachaim.org

N7
There is no Machlokes when the )T1) was
PORIN POH TPYN
He maintained the )TJ’s original wording,
in which he said

;é’,o)é/////) Vel /vlo W 207D

WY N3 - o¥asn
YR
QRRYY "
2'70N

N2PY 7 - 9om
2902 1'ANY 12N
nfnia)ilZntall
DYON
And we dy WOTM?/

ym}')// ol 73/

The Machlokes is only when the YT is
PORIN PWH MVD
He changes the 77)’s wording,
in which he says

VN kT IOt j/ﬁ/ j/ﬁ WIE 97D

7 waW have ma/& w:ﬁea%w 3 far mé//%rwm
in whichs m?/%u%er would remaire 1y

X2PY 7 - 95m v Wi '3 - Do
9N 19N 2N |
ARTalls DAY
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xn disagrees and says

there is NO Machlokes when the i is
ioxan s men, in which he says

02" NARY VTI' "Nt 1N

ANIN X2XI MIOR 11491 12199 "MK ‘N

'xnw n agree that janm i 1y, because
TN |IU".|3. NIyo XO'R

There is an error in the v 11’s wording
And wnw na and the amon agree with the concept of
INXPN NINY 1M

1710 NN

The Machlokes is only when the v is jjwxin 1w Tayn, in
which he says

D32 XAXRY YTI' ' 'R

NINN YIN |"I0X 04D NN ‘N

The wnw n1a and the om>n hold

D"anm I'nxi "

D"IONR DNNYY NNl

Because, in this case we CANNOT apply the concept of
INXPIN ANIAY 1T

1715 "IN

It’s not considered even inxpn "nin, because

TN YA NIYO XY

o"pnn M n'rnn Y

There is NO error in the ~m’s main part, because the
initial part of jox oo for nnx remains in the second
wording. And a7 a'rnn is the vmn v, because

ANKT 'R D 2T Mo

lwoxY (1w 019N

They hold like vxn a1 that says we go with a person’s
initial statement, when it contradicts his final statement.

While 19n na and xajpy 11 hold

1" nm 191 19X

Because we CAN apply the concept of

INXPN NINY 1M

179 NN

And it IS considered inypm \nin because

ATIN APV NIYLO RO'R

D"PNN 'R 1"MAT 910 MnY

There IS an error in the original +m, because the final part
of xaxn yin did NOT exist in the original wording, and a0
matis the ~mn ~pw, because

ANXT 'oI' 21D N7 Mo

05N1 DTN I'"MAT YN

They hold like ror mn that says, we go with a person’s
final statement, when it contradicts his initial statement.

The Gemara proceeds to question xan from several later

Mishnayos and Braisos, which xa then explains accord-
ing to his opinion.
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disagrees and says
there is no Machlokes when the 1T1) is
PORIN PO MVDN,
inwhich he says

2 j/é/ j/é WIE 207D

NI A2 - 2Yan
oNY 198
Aol
because
23/ //ég/a/}// Lok

R2'PY 1 - bom v
198 YoN
Aalalt~

//Wt
RPN IMNWY 7

The Machlokes is only when the~m is
PORIN PO TPYN
in which he says

A’»A’A////) Vel P> W 207D

X2'PY 1 - bom e
1oRY 1ON
1R

WY 12 - 2R
20 1'ANY 1IN
QRRPY A
270N
I’y nat ir3pp 21>
because
myv 8
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It wa}‘)// 2w/?
because
myv RN
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