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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn "5 97 of 973 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The next Mishnah'’s case of

PONR T

When one places a 773 on his friend to compel him to
perform a task, in which a o1 subsequently prevented
him from fulfilling the task.

The Machlokes 317727 and X237 whether there is a nyv
ONR in the case of

RI’T 722 RINIT OONRT RID RN

PP PRSN TV RPIR R X TN

PRI I VD

RIIN R OIPR

There was a 7 5v1 that had a dispute in Bais Din, in which
he requested 30 days to bring proofs for his claim.

The p75va was 7mat ©on», handed over Pnvat 70w to
Bais Din in which he added, if I do NOT return to Bais
Din within 30 days, then T am mma1 S0an, these proofs are
to be considered void. But he did NOT return within the
given time because of a DX situation.

Some of the terms and concepts we will learn about
include

MIPH IV T3

19997

A Neder which is partially nullified becomes completely
nullified.

RNIDOR

When a person makes a definite commitment for a 127
P00, questionable matter, in which he gains one way, but
he loses the second way;

1M 27 holds

NI RD RNINOR

He is NOT obligated to his commitment

Because

9277 5p 0o

He relied on being able to fulfill his conditions.

oy 17 holds

NI RNIDOR

He IS obligated to his commitment.
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PONXR 7772

He was prevented from
fulfilling the task due to DJIN

R1T 722 RNMIJT DDNRT X122 RN
PNV PNON TY RPNR KD IR MNR)
IRTMNIT 7N NOVH

RNX X9 0OANNR

NP IMNW 7]
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So let'sreview ...

After completing the discussion of

MIPH IV 1T

193 9mn

A Neder which is partially nullified becomes completely
nullified;

The Gemara proceeds with the next Mishnah:

PONR T

Someone placed a 773 on his friend to compel him to
perform a task, and he was prevented from fulfilling the
task due to onx.

This is the fourth of the

DRIMIPINY DT VIR

The four Nedarim that are NOT effective and do NOT
even require a 0N N

Zugt Di Mishnah:

PONR T

1938 DIRW 13N 1T

9773 Y29VW IR 132 FONW IR R O

PONR ITIHR M

Someone wants his friend to dine with him and says you
shall be forbidden to benefit from me if you do not come
and dine with me; and the friend was subsequently
prevented from fulfilling this task due to a O, circum-
stances beyond his control; for example, he or his son got
sick, or he could not cross a river;

The 1711s NOT effective, because, as the Ran explains;
ITR 0T ROVIRIND

The 911did NOT intend for a 771 when there was a ©x.
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O 9T

He was prevented from
fulfilling the task due to DJIN

Thiy W the fourth of the
PMp 129Dl P13 DY

yg/‘/
PONN YT
oRN HONY 1109 YT
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The Gemara continues with a discussion of a ©nR nvv
regarding another Halachah:

NPT 22 RMNIT DONRT RIW NI

POY PRON 7Y RINR KD R TN

RININ I VD

RIIN R OIPR

There was a 17 5v1 that had a dispute in Bais Din, in which
he requested 30 days to bring proofs for his claim. Bais
Din granted his request, on condition that he brings his
documents and available proofs to Bais Din during the 30
days, to prevent him from evading Bais Din. When he
brought his other proofs he added, if I do NOT return to
Bais Din within 30 days, these proofs shall be considered
void. And he did NOT return within the given time
because of a oNIX situation.

RN 27 says

Pt ol

His nro1 70w ARE void, because, as the Ran explains, this
case is NOT comparable to the Mishnah’s case of oNR,
because

MInR> 5"

The 7 5va should have considered his potential loss and
not offered to void his nyar. Or, he should have stipulated
that the nyar qvw are NOT void in a ©1X situation.
However, in the Mishnah'’s case

OIRIINYT HY MOV RY

The 771 certainly did NOT want a Neder in a case of o1iR.

N1 says

PN YVINRG

Because this IS comparable to the Mishnah’s case of oNR,
because

IMOR KD 77T ROVIR

The 7502 did NOT intend to surrender his nvat J0w, in a
OIIN situation.

The Gemara points out two other cases of X which are
also not comparable to our Mishnah.
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RIT 722 RIMOT DDNRT R12) RN
PRV PNON TY RIPNR RY IR MR
IRIMNIT 20 NHVH

RNXR X9 ONANR

NJIN 1) says

p2bb)

N2 says

IMIT

Because Because

W’k/ 5 e & o7 Eryst

However,
i the Mishnah
s s ol
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The Gemara asks according to X127 who ruled >va
malisly

Why are his nyot 0w void?

N°77 RNOPON?

His commitment of >t 01 if he does not return was
based on a Xno»ON; he relied on his ability to return within
30 days; and X»7327 holds like 77 °27 that

NI RY RMOMOR

A commitment of Xno»ox is NOT binding?

The Gemara explains

IANRT RO 7INY

ot s

There are NO issues of Xxnonox here, because his commit-
ment was meant as a IRT)7; he's admitting that his claims
are false if he does NOT return within the 30 days.

NI RY RNOMOR is only in a case similar to a mpn, a
transaction, in which the commitment is not binding.

The Gemara concludes

R2Jp RNOPOR RNOM

The 17 5v2 IS committed to his nxTI7 of M1 510’1 when 3
conditions are met:

1.

IR RYT R

He was able to return within 30 days, it was NOT a onx
situation;

Because in a o1X situation,

MR R I1T RNYTR

2,

IO UPTRIM

He makes a y1p for his nx7i;

Because, without a p3p,

73 ARTIND PR INTPHR

3,

2N 7”22

He made his commitment for X771 in a noteworthy Bais
Din. As the Ran explains;

RNDOR DIWH RS

There is NO concern for a retraction with a XnonOR Nivv;
R1’722 710 RYT

He would not cause a mockery ofa 3wn p7 na.
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According to R1N 21
who ruled N>TMIT H02;

2

Why are his nno1 0w void

2R RNDNOR

e £l beropiok

RXONNRWYW

NPMOT 15025 MORT

Hiy commitment was meant ab & D3/

R RNINDOR RNIOM

When 3 conditions are met:

DR RHYT XM (4

Because: yit £/ 593 Lny'al

NP0 NPT XM

Because, without a 1P
Do eI Y Lo

210N T N°22
PHONDH OIEN HD
HM7 933 PN HO7
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