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Intro
Today we will Be“H learn "0 97 of ©*371 noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

NIVIN 1RV 99D

IV IPRYS 791

The Gemara brings additional proofs regarding the
np>nn whether 779977 on a 971 that involves v is also
effective on the non-afflictive part of the 71.

nra oo bya
When a woman makes a Neder and says
a5 mm aRw onp, Ishall be forbidden to benefit from all

people;

1(1)1;:’7‘73351}3 bv: I’},:

N2 5552185 Sy bb:: bb:: 1Rl7
Is the husband included in th ) included

because she means all people other han my husbands m»2 m?”I2

ARDY MW VRO MDY R N

The Gemara discusses whether being dependent on V5
. RO1 MDY, the various parts of the crops that are left for

the poor, is a situation of wo1 .

Through its discussion, the Gemara also references the n1 J n’b R’ n nb’:’

following important ideas:

NRD NNOW VPIN

A nis forbidden to come into contact with a m» or to
consume any grape products for a minimum of thirty
days. When the period of m711is over, he must bring
several mi2p: a N> ,nron and onbw. Should the 71
become R»v during this time, he brings a 0% ,91wn nroN
i and DWR, before beginning his M1 again. The
Gemara will discuss whether someone can become a 1
only in regard to some of these m257 and not in regard to

m7°11 '8N
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So let's review...

The Gemara continues to discuss the mp5mmnm of the
previous Dafregarding

92 NYN T

VNN NN

7IVND PR DARD)

Sximw holds

7IYNN5 901N RITW PN

IV IWRYY 791

And v "7 holds
VNS 791
IV PRYY 901 PRI

The Gemara cites a Mishnah and two Braisos in 713 noon
which according to 13nv "9, require clarification in the
following cases:

P TTIV AWK
75va 7> 99m

A husband who nullified his wife’s mt3 so that she may
drink wine, we do not say;

12997 RIWE O ORT P 0
15997 R RW 75 15T A 91 131 1

We do not say that his 77571 only takes effect regarding the
wine which involves "1y, but does not take effect regard-
ing the seeds or peels of the grapes which do not involve
nY;

Rather, even according to j3nv "3 the n97 applies to the
entire 773, because
PRIAD M PR

We cannot have a partial m7°11 in which only some of its
Halachos apply.

However, in the case of m735°nw, R’ Yochanan rules
mvmnb 7om

NN ]’NIZJ'? 991 PRI

Because the Neder CAN be nullified regarding one, and
remain in effect regarding the other

Dedicated By:
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122 YNWN N7
NIYNN NNR2
NIYNN PR NNRD

PI3418)U)
9N RINY PN
Mynns
NIYNN 12°RWY DD

Rlnithe
NIYNNY DN
901 PRI
MYNn PRYY

The Gemara cites o Mishnah and 2 Braisoy

which mom/w% o yo %, require c/&r%mfww
inthe fa%wmgx cases:

722 NITIW NWRD
n5vanY oM

We dy rwz‘my/
RIWXR DO TORT PN
N9 99N
RIVX DY 79T AT 1M 8N 0
nY DN RY

However

00 NYw

s @ccor/z’n;/ o yorr % o rules

NIVYNNS 1N
790 PN
Mynn PrRYS

the N79N applies
to the entire 17

Because
M7 PR
PRRNO

Because

the >3 CAN é&mﬂ%‘e/
/4 6/ one
m%:f :Zoz‘/wr
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Similarly, the Gemara later says that we do not say

15 997 KW 1D IPRT D

79 9977 KD RIS 2 YT Iid NRPIVD

We do not say that his 71577 only takes effect regarding the
wine which involves "1y, but does not take effect regard-
ing the prohibition to become mn5 v which does not
involve "1y.

Rather, even according to j3mv "3 the 797 applies to the
entire 77). However, here the Gemara gives another reason
- because

RV 12 7R 03 7D DRIV

Avoiding nxmw is also considered wo1 11y, because the
Pasuk says

125 ORI I

And 78127 explains

5 1790 MO

75 102 07T

NP 12T

One should eulogize, mourn and be involved in burying
others, so that they will do the same for him. It is therefore
an "y for her to avoid funerals, out of concern that she
will not be properly cared for after her own nyvo.

However, in the case of m1755 0w, R’ Yochanan rules

IVIND 791
70NN PRYS 900 PRI

Because the Neder CAN be nullified regarding one, and
remain in effect regarding the other

The Ran gives two possible explanations why the Gemara
did not answer as it did earlier; P31 M1 PR, she cannot
be a 7711 only regarding nn nrm©:

1.

Indeed, we could have used the same reason, but the
Gemara wanted to point out that avoiding nxmw IS,
actually an 1y as well.

2.

Alternately, the Ran explains that although pR3n> M1 PR
regarding j” and »n 01371, we CAN separate the moR
R from the other Halachos of m13, as we find by
pwnw M. He was nmoona) 2 MoR, yet Rnvb 3
onnd.

DafHachaim.org

We dy not
RN DD MRT PN
nY 90N
XX NH MHT NN NRMVN
NY DN Ry

%N@(/@/’

7133 NV

//)// g m@/
MYNNS on
790 PN
MYNN PRYS

Lven @ocor/m?/ v Y %
the N9 applies
to the entire 1M

Because

the 3 cAn é@ml&?&e/
4 0/ one
it oy ther

Because

M1 NN IRV
RIVX ND MR

v by v N
21N 12 W
9 115D MDD
9 1192Y 1T
MNP N3P
She’y concerned
she will nat be cared for
aﬁ‘er her own 9300

The Ran explanes
why the Gemara did nat angwer
ab it dd earlier; /f,ka’/)/ﬁ/;y /',é

2
Avoiding nRML

IS anMmy
as well

We CAN separate
the NRMV MO
from the other

mt moHn

Ay W@W éy

Sy
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»IR adds:

PRI M PR

PRI 1297 PRI

The same concept applies to the 913 m129p in the follow-
ing cases:

NP2 WIOM P NIV TUR

752772 997 3NN

A woman, who had observed part of her m713 when her
husband nullified it, does not bring the

NIV PII M

The Korbonos a Nazir brings when he completes his
Nezirus properly;

Similarly,

DRPDVN PRI TITIV TR

153115 9917 99 IR

A woman, who observed part of her m7'11 and became xnv
nnY, does not bring the

ROV 71 MNP

The Korbonos a Nazir brings if he becomes nn5 xnv
sometime during his Nezirus;

Because

mMPNIO3MY 1297 PR

One cannot bring bring the Korbanos for a partial Nezirus.
Even though 13 11 Sp3, the husband’s 717971 does not
retroactively revoke the first fifteen days, miaap are only
brought for a complete m1.

The exception to this rule is the 91w nxvN brought by a 713
xnv. In the case of

DNRPDVN PN TITIV TR

PV IRVM NI

She DOES bring the 91wn nxon, because

2907 5V RN IV DRV

It is a unique 1277 in that it is brought even when it is
doubtful whether there is an obligation. Since we are so
lenient with this j29p, it is also brought when she observed
half of the m~11. Tosfos adds, AND

9P WYHR 177D

71797 °D2) NI ROIN P17

The Korban is to atone for the Avirah of being a Nazir.
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ot adlil
RN M7 PR
PRRNY 129 PR

/f/z/zﬁa/ t the ) P it fﬁey/o%wm?/ cases:

722 NITIVW NWR
NNNN2 NWMIDM
N5Y2 1Y 9PN O NN

9712 NITIVW NWRD
NIRNLN
N5V N9 DN O NN

Does not bring the
RNV PTIMI2TP

Does not bring the
NNV PTIMITP

Because

m11o8N5 1299 PR

Lven f/Loa?/v S 37274 A

Y are on%/ b

VO
%ﬂ/‘ 7% COW%&/)/7y

WWWW to this rdle i the
YN NRLVN
brought by a v 110

PT12 NITIVW NWXRN
NRPOVN

VN NRVN RN
Becawse
PDDN %Y RINR YN NRVN
AND
9DPD DtVOH 93975
0955 W31 I HVIN 17
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Zugt di Mishnah

2919 912 1R NYIa5 MmN IRY 0P

RO AMOW VPYA MDY R TN

The Gemara cites three ways of understanding the
Mishnah:

1.

RO explains:

When she says ny32% mim axw onp, I shall be forbidden to
benefit from all people;

125552185 Hva

The husband is not included in the term n193, because she
means all people other than my husband. Therefore,

7975 9127 1R

He cannot nullify the Neder, because it's not wo1 7y, since
he can support her.

The Mishnah then adds that in the event of >3v nbv3; if her
husband is poor and CANNOT support her, she has a
back-up plan;

RO AAOW VPP MITH R TN

She can always support herself from 7xo2) MW VRS,

The Ran offers two reasons why 851 understands the
Mishnah this way, that

RO IM2W LRSI NP X7 191> is NOT the primary reason
for 7on5 5,12 R

1.

Because the Mishnah does not say

RO MDY VR MY R IW 101D

2.

Because in the case of the Mishnah on 0"y 97;

99 711 777 1301 ROR INDIID N7 RS DN

If she forbade benefitting from the only available *1ir, he
CAN nullify it, because it's wo1 1p; and we do not
consider the fact that she can collect nRo31 MW VRS as a
viable option.

We only consider it here combined with her husband’s
usual support.

DafHachaim.org

f’yg/‘/
P2 MmN anp

by 13
vy,

PO R 9N
mNDIY MY pba

&y enplains
M2 5952189 Hy2
The husband is not included in NP2

_/%ere%«r& .

o 130
515

A 8 e
IND2Y oW 1pYa

In the event o%

Because
/4 2y

i’y not ) yy

ﬂw;@mo/%er

Y two reasdond w

S Il éoﬁjya'/k@ bYy/2%
4 NOT ?‘/w//mma/?/ reason for »0>/ Y

1 2

Because it doess nat
nLMD NN NHW DOY
NNDI) NNOW P2

Because in the case %
NDIID NN NS DN
D NT N - IHY NOR
We dy not considler

DO ol éo/
ab w viahle o/m‘wn/

We only consider it here
combined
with her husband’s
usual support
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2.

K17 explains the Mishnah as follows:

When she says ny7a5 m3m3 38w onp

M550 53

The husband IS included among all people in the term
n1a. And

79715 912 1R

Because

RO AMOW VP MY R Y

He cannot nullify the Neder, because it's not w93 "M, since
she can support herself from X921 AN>W VRS,

The Ran explains that X237 disagrees with Ulla’s reasoning:
1.

The lack of the words 7%1>w "391 is not compelling,
because it's understood as being the reason.

2.

Rava differentiates between the two scenarios:

Our Mishnah speaks of the time of year when nnow v
1R are RMOY, readily available - and the earlier
Mishnah speaks of the time of year when they are >
RMPOW, not readily available.

3,

113 17 basically explains the Mishnah like X5, but
slightly different;

When she says n1a5 nini aRw onp,

P72 5552185 Yy

The husband is not included. Therefore,

79715 912 1R

He cannot nullify the Neder, because it's not wo1 "y, since
he can support her.

The Mishnah then adds that in the event of 7wn3; if she
was later divorced and has no means of support, because
her husband obviously does not support her, and she is
forbidden to benefit from anyone else;

RO AMOW VP MITH R Y

She MAY support herself from nxo amow vpb.

As the Ran explains;

She is not considered to be benefitting from the
landowner, because, since the Pasuk does not say nnj, for
the owner to personally distribute them, but 'anyn’, merely
to leave it as 300, she is not benefiting from him, but 7701

WpOnI .

DafHachaim.org

P-%) W
255532 52

s S Rava=R o 130

NDY Ao pba el

... Because...

The Bans w&m
4o /Wm/ with Ulla's reasoning

1 2

The lack of the words
N1 ON
is not compelling
because it’s understood
as being the reason

Our Mishnah speaks of
the time of year when

NND2) NNOW LPD
are NIOW

The earlier Mishnah
speaks of the time of year
when they are RTYOW R

My A2 WMA/ litee ,é[}/
but slighitly different
N2 5902185 Hy2
The husband is not included in DM

nNms 8 N
IND2Y MW 1Y

599 130
"515

Inthe event g Because
2rsry &'y nat by yy
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The Ran points out another 751 we have to make
between our Mishnah and the Mishnah on 0"y q7:

In our Mishnah of

25 M IRY 0P

And if we hold

nrI25H32185 Sy

She MAY accept food from her husband, who probably
gets it from others from whom she is forbidden to benefit,
because she said

25 M IRY 0P

She forbade benefitting from others - and since the
husband pays for the food, she’s benefitting from her
husband, not from the *yin.

However, in the Mishnah on ©"y q7, in the case of

151 KON INDIIO A7 RD OR)

If the husband does not nullify the Neder, she may NOT
get food from her husband which he gets from this "0
even though her husband pays for it, because she said
DY 7130 MO

She forbade the food itself of that storekeeper even if it
gets to her from her husband.

DafHachaim.org

The Ran pointy out
moz‘/ber/')/ bn we have ty make...

Ty G - 40
YDIID [T 8D oY
m NON

Owr Bl
N33 AN P
N5
M2 5952189 Hya
She may NOT
accept food
from her husband

who gets it
from the 22N

Because she said
iR b iaFaiRih)

"'717

She MAY accept food
from her husband
who gets it from others

Because she said
M INY BN
A5
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