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Intro
Today we will Be“H learn "o 97 of 0371 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

myo1nYy P ,anpi,nion n)”jp ’nDPn ’nan

One can only revoke or confirm a 971 if he knows who the :
intended subject is; he must also be aware of all the n1”u
pertinent details of the 171. Similarly, one does not fulfill
his obligation to rend his garments over the death of a
close relative if he was mistaken about the deceased’s
identity.

The Gemara lists several exceptions to this principle.

97130 5Y Idpm mon
The Gemara brings several opinions whether one can
revoke or confirm only part of a 971. The Gemara also

N1212N1 NN
discusses various expressions used to prohibit two

separate objects at the same time, and determines if they 17] ’xn bl’

are considered one 773 or two distinct 073,

wnw oy

A 771 can only be revoked or confirmed on the same day
. that the father or husband first hears of'it. Our Mishnah

will discuss the Halachah of someone who heard of the

771 when he was not yet fully aware of his ability to

revoke or confirm i, 7&)7:% nT’

Through its discussion, the Gemara also references the
following important ideas:

NVTTO PN

Following a legal procedure, one is given a grace period
of 112770 0. For a brief period of time, as long as it takes
to say the three words 271 75» D>, he can still modify or
retract what he said. The Gemara discusses how this

applies to nopn 1190 and 1on 5v 7»3p. The Gemara also ’ ’
lists several specific areas where this rule does not apply. 11: I I D 11 l l
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So let's review...

In the previous Daf the Mishnah listed several examples
of 1701 that are invalid because they were myv3, made
under mistaken assumptions.

The Gemara explains that we interpret the Pasuk

AR R

He restrains her, to mean that he must have in mind ow>
777w IR, that particular woman, and so too, he cannot be
mistaken about any other significant details.

The Gemara now compares this to a similar nw7 regard-
ing Ny p, when a mourner rends his garment. The Pasuk
says;

B OYIPI YT TT Y

121007 S HIRW Sy

7510 717 tore his clothing upon hearing of the death of xw
15111 and his son [P,

"5’ has a similar connotation to the word 'nmx’,

DafHachaim.org
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Herestrains her

NITIW NNIXR QWY

So too, he cannot be mistaken
about any other significant details

The Gemara compares thiy
ty w similar >3 re?ar/én?/ 3)}/17/')
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. and yet the xn2a tells us
DI PIAR NN IR NP D )
B33 32 N YIN N1 10 YN VAN 11 A9 YN
One CAN fulfill his obligation of 7y7p even if he was v.‘P1 < lﬁpﬁ
mistaken about the identity of the 7093 when he tore his 199 NYMs 'i: N 130 NYIS 'l: N
ClOthing? xyq xs qu
On the other hand, there is another X921 that seems to
disagree:
VIR AR N 19 1IN
132 RXMI 7D INN
RY N>
He did NOT fulfill his obligation in this manner, similar to VWIDYNA XM oOnNoa XN
the halachah of 719om?
Hewas

The Gemara proposes two solutions: Firstly; explicitly told

WI9M1 RN DNOA N} . .
The first Xn”71 is a case of bno, where M 15> > 15 1R, he itwasa dlff erent
was told that a relative had died, and yax 71205, he just relative
ASSUMED it was his father, therefore he was x3v. The
xn»71 agrees with the second Braisa w1913, when he was
explicitly told that it was a different relative, he is not X3,
because the 7yp was for the wrong person.

/%
. Alternately; 1an ‘]U'D

M7 270 INNRY IR VAT T PN IR

YR T RS DINRPT R M2AT 7D N2AT 7D
N7 N3 u; RIDIW MINKRT XN

V7P T RS R NWORT K7

227772085 MR T XY KD nYMPIT RY
The first X112 can also be speaking w193, as the pwb M7 7D INRD

indicates, Par 215 1R, yet he is X3 if

MN27773 PN NIRED]

He discovered the true identity of the deceased within 710
277> of the Myp, which is defined as 05w n>Rw ™7, the
amount of time it takes to say the three words

17 75 Db The Gemara addy

The Gemara adds that even 2 .IU-D nb.'n 15 WY 0
laialtiga D Pl R PRVEURS NY NN AHYNN
NPW ARITH1 95PN I

If someone thought that an ill member of his household I

had died; nn 99 IR

nn IRV

He tore his clothing, and only afterwards did the n5n
actually die; we still say

We still say

T N7 N7 70 N, and he was xxy the 7P, even ) 9 9=r 5
though it was done BEFORE the death, as long as it was DT MNTI MBT >7I .nn
within the timeframe of 11277775 . and he was 8 the ny»p
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. These same qualifications apply to 1797 and nnpn: If they
were done bno3, when he only made an erroneous y/prz
ASSUMPTION, or if he was informed of his error 73 Jn These same wony
7127, the 7om or v is still valid. NN and PN

If they were done DND2

M7 TN

The NIDN or NNPN
is still valid

The Gemara points out
T N7 NIAT T N RN The Gemara pointy out
WD WTPH D291 NTIAY T T YIN

. Although the principle of 127775 Jin is used almost
universally, there are four areas where it does not apply:
If someone is 97, blasphemes, or worships 717t 7712, or is l?
WP or wHn a woman, and immediately thereafter wants ?1 n Nn :) n
to retract his actions or words, we do NOT give him the

usual grace period of 277> in. fl-rann 1137 ’TD 11]-]

The Ran explains
IR TR RST 9 IRWIT T2I) MT NIAT

AWV RITINYT 131 KD DR WY DTRWD 02010 NTAY
N7 T2 PN I MA? MW NPT ROR

One usually acts without complete certainty, but rather, he w-rpn.l

relies on the possibility to recant 127 72 . W2

R PHAT I YAR

793 DN ROR DR W DTN PR 90 53PH D 9HE37

1 RY N7 7T PNIPOR 7N 90 DI D D IHNT 1D HD IS 1IN H57
However, these four issues, since they carry very severe oNH DLW 7P PH oMb DEW O7HES
consequences, one only does them if he is unreservedly OO DNOPO3 PYP DI HID WMDYT7 M3 PO
decisive, and therefore, he does not have the right to 90 DIEM 13 9%Nd H12°E DHY7 HPOH
retract. 2137 975 D D0H OIMD N37 972 D

0N Hd
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Zugt di Mishnah

NYI0 IRY DR 02301 D7IRN DIP 7NN

If a woman made one 771 forbidding both figs and grapes;
DD DIRND O

Her husband’s confirmation regarding the figs is a nnpn
on the entire 773, and he can no longer be 391 the 77
regarding the grapes. However,

oanb AR DV TV 99PN OIRNS 997

If he revoked the 771 regarding the figs, the grapes remain
prohibited.

The Ran brings an opinion that 553 901 1R, the 77977 was
ineffective even regarding the figs.

The Gemara explains that our Mishnah is the opinion of
SRYPY? '29, who interprets the word "1ap” to mean 'op
1, that the entire 973 is confirmed if he was op» even
only a part of it. The word 1179” does not carry the same
implication, and so a partial 795771 will not revoke the
entire 771,

However, X2'py »27 argues that since the Pasuk says

1399 TWRIIDR TWR

It draws a wp’n, a parallel between 711957 and P,

BOL P A

1PN 797 R

A partial 7797 DOES nullify the entire 97.

The o»on agree with this wp’n, but they compare 7mpi to
o0 differently:

997 397w AN [I97 N

DrR DR I PR AR

Just as 7797 can be only partially effective, nnpi is also
only partially effective. The Ran quoted an opinion earlier
that the 7997 is completely ineffective, and he brings a
RNOOIN to support this view. According to this opinion our
Gemara must read

D171 R 39N 10 71197 7D

D7 RY DR MO P AR

Just as a partial 71977 is completely ineffective, an
incomplete N is also completely ineffective.
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Our Mishnah continues:

DHYIV IRW 72IV) NIV 2IRW DIRD DN TIOR

Using an expression of Mo’ twice;

D73 W DR N

They are two distinct 773, and a 7P or 7797 on one will
not affect the other.

The Gemara quotes a similar np>mn regarding ny1aw
NIpo:

If someone denies owing money to several creditors, and
falsely swears to all of them at once, saying

15 R5 P R T PRY Y

Itis viewed as if he made a separate oath to each claimant,
and he is culpable for each one. py»w *27 disagrees, and
considers them all to be part of one inclusive maw. He
only views them as distinct oaths

TARYTIR 535 A1V IR

If he used separate expressions of T»1aw;

Clearly, 1 pwnpw »27 proinn, our Mishnah follows the
opinion of pY»W 19, and therefore requires the 771 to be
expressed twice for them to be viewed as individual o971.
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. We continue with the next Mishnah: e ,
A 771 can only be revoked or confirmed ww»w 013, on the '?I}’:'w ora
day the 5va first hears of it. Qur Mishnah now defines oy
WHY in greater detail.

Zugt di Mishnah:

T ey ol
v 1D B 0 e
If th}e1 husban(%[ claims tl;:;( alt[l)l'(il'lght he wai a\}’xlfgre off the v'nﬁ WIN '7:& V'nﬂ NN ‘7:&
773, he was not aware of his ability to revoke his wife’s
77, he may revoke the 771 at a later date. As the Ran T Y i"\’b?: v
explains,
WHW DY 772 RIIP RS ROV NI TV \ WA & )
Without this knowledge it is not considered truly hearing o Dbf;n ﬁ N:: :?7 B
ofthe 773, and the day when he discovers this is the real o» a8 98" N HHY HIND 7V
wnw. However, if he says OVY7Y DIPN7 91HH 555 99 HY o3 HMP P
PO VW IR VTP DvY7Y 5od WNE OV PN PO WWHNE OV
TV VTP PR DIN V7Y PIOED PP
EI'Z Wats awl.':}re (t)}t; Iltigtability to .ralotke D’TrlJ{ iri Igf.eneratl., bl;t 9905 519 KL
id not realize that it was possible to revoke this particular
T P P The dusy that helearns g this
997 RY TN PRD 2T i abso not jypll prr
And as the Ran explains POYHD DVY77
TRP 553799 KD 9905 50w HOE 335
He cannot EVER be 191 the 773. He cannot be 99 on the 1959 H
day he hears of the 773, because wnw oy "pn RS PN WNE O

. 9979 12 RITW YTV RiTWI XOR

It's not a true yw»w Dy since his knowledge was not
sufficient to allow him to be 19on. Nevertheless, the day
that he learns of this is also not w»w o,

JRIM IR 9975 531 ROW 15 ROHP 7Y TT

MPRIYHRY DY

The earlier day is considered the 'w»w oy in regard to
invalidating future dates, since he knew of the general
concept of 7797

99 DR OO

The o1om, who the Gemara identifies as N7 °29, the
usual adversary of 7R3 727, say that he CAN be 991 that
same day. As the Ran explains;

A0 530 Ny n3pnI

Knowing about 17971 in general, is sufficient to be
considered wnw oy.
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