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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 2”5 97 of 773 noomn. p p ] R/ 5

Some of the topics we will learn about include: n 71 n n D J R n 1UJ
DR 0 IR 01

The Gemara discusses whether the 1327 consider
abstinence from w»wn to be wo31 MY or Nraviraw o0aT.

DO DRI T

The Gemara discusses the severity of a 771 forbidding ’1 t n J,TD
benefit from a particular place or person.
"MHD NXRIN

R7OP 27 PRYO PO

The Gemara records the opinion of X117 "3 who infers from
. our Mishnah that all anonymous statements in our Perek

should be attributed to oy >21.

1’277 NIND
involves a matter of wo1 v can be fully revoked. This N’n ’01’ ’:1

question depends on how we apply the Halachah
YOWN 79131379, that one can only be 151 a complete 772,

A2 nwn a7l
The Gemara debates whether a 771 that only partly

MAID YNWN NIT]

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Nedarim 82- 1




2770

Dedicated By:

So let's review...

The Gemara on X”5 q7 established that *01 °27 agrees that
D771 pertaining to VW P X1, bathing and facial
adornment, are at least considered nya5 12w oMa7,
relevant to their personal relationship.

We also attributed a Braisa to "ov »27 that listed wn»wn
nonn, marital relations, among the subjects that are 0127
a5 v,

The Gemara now wonders

13295 nonn wnwn

1325 12W 0727 IR R WO 1Y

Do the 1317 agree that wnwn is only 1125 1w2w 0127, and
the husband can only be 135 7on, for himself; or do the
11217 disagree here as well, and consider refraining from
wpwn to be woi My, and he can be 0INRS 791, regarding
others as well?

The Gemara wants to resolve this Shaila from a Mishnah
later in this Perek:

DTIPR P IR 0]

If she made a 971 forbidding herself to have w»wn with
anyone;

MUBYIN PO I

He can nullify the 971 as far as it affects him, and he is then
permitted to her;

DI D A0 RAM

But she is still forbidden to all others.

Now, if wpwn is a w91 13p Sw 773, then his 7797 would be
effective regarding everyone else as well?

DafHachaim.org

DT pertaining to...

VNN WVNHVN VIV AN

M7
12229 1172w

2

o

122795 NVNN VHPWN

0’27 WD MY
N222Y 1177V RN

Husband can ONLY

be 1ONDD YON? DNRD Yopn?

The: Gemara wanity to resolve thiy Shaila
%mm/ @ Mishnah later in this Perek:

YT 2 AN apAles

If she made a Y1) forbidding herself
to have W"pWN with anyone

FOWA) NI wom e

DT I 1A
She’s still forbidden HE i thew

to bl OTHIRS permitted to her

2

Ifvmwnisa
W1 MY YW 17,
his n79n would be effective
regarding EVERYONE else as well?

Nedarim 82-2



Dedicated By:

2770

The Gemara explains that we cannot bring any proofs
from our Perek, because

RTOY 2 PR PO

All anonymous statements in our Perek are attributed to
oy 17 This is learned from a superfluous phrase in our
Mishnah. The Mishnah begins by quoting "oy *17's
opinion:

W1V T3 DR PRAVINOY 27

Y et the Mishnah concludes "o "2 727, unnecessarily
repeating that this is the opinion of "oy »17?

This must be to teach us that all anonymous statements in
our Perek are in fact the opinion of "oy »a11.

However, our question was about the opinion of 1127,
which remains unresolved.

The Ran therefore says that we are stringent and he can
only be 135 701 as a 1y2% 1w 7.

The Gemara continues:

15T YN DRIDY IR

INWRY 791 Sya o7 5

01 IPRW 190 YNNI 1 PIN

If a woman forbade someone to benefit from her, the Sva
CANNOT be 991 the 772,

291 "5y 150 NRITHIR

But if she forbade herself from benefiting from a particu-
lar person, he CAN be 191 the 772.

Apparently, not benefiting from a specific person is
considered wo1 M.

DafHachaim.org

We cannot én‘n?/ any pm%v %mm/ our Perek
R0 Y01 27 PPI’D NV

The Mishnah AW
RN O 29
WAL MY T ON N
Yet the Mishnah concludes

() Ny RN
unnecessarily

2

o

7o teach uy
ALL anonymous statements in our Perek
are the opinion of 'D) 129

Opinion of ]2 remains UNRESOLVED
}ll’
W@/om, we are 3. and he
monl?/é&/,«b’}/ 10N ads
a3, ',a/y',aé 3

NHT NMYWN HRINWY DX
INWKRY 99N HYYa 071 YD

MYD NRIN DIR MMRIN O YN

DY 119D Sy
99N 99D 1NRY
Not b ; m?/ %
gt
S corwl/ere/ﬂgy;/
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The Gemara challenges this Halachah from the second
half of our Mishnah:

Zugt di Mishnah:

WOI MY MITI DN

The following are wa3 "y *171 even according to "oy 727
3915 513 7137 °5Y DOWA MO DNP TIBR

If she forbade herself from all produce, it is a1y Sw 97
woiand he can be 19n.

DINR APTON 12 X2 OOY R APTH MY

Forbidding herself from the produce of a specific country
is NOT a wo1 1y bw 773, since she can get produce from
another country. Similarly,

3975 12 1R 5D 78 mIn Mo

She can simply shop elsewhere. However,

997 771 377 131 ROR INOIID M7 R OR)

0P 1277727

If only this particular storekeeper extends him credit, then
the v can be 791 the 773, since she will have mp if she
does not have money available to purchase her needs.

The Ran points out that a Neder from

12777 RV ArTN MY

The produce of HER country in which she resides, is also
considered wo1 MY, because it's at least as difficult as
having to shop without credit. The Mishnah in the
previous case must have referred to a 971 from a 7y 7»
nnr, a DIFFERENT country, and so there is no my
involved, since she can still benefit from all other
countries.

Haluchah /mm/ the 2nd /m% a% our Wishnah:

WH MY T 4T IO
% WW/M?/ 1o 101 7:

'O W M3 TS
NN A 19 N0

aNP NN
oy apm M
2575 5190 11 9

"Op NN M
yAY ég V/4 V3 3

2515 5130 1N
No7 & !g /4 Y3 73
However,
YDIMD [N 8D aNY
" A NON

A Me/er/mm/ anY =1

03 097 HOE DP7H PIPD 1o 139 73
i akso considered t) vy,

i’y at least ay difficalt as

haing to shop without credit

VA w!gy}/ﬁ@
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. Now, the Gemara asks;
If the Mishnah rules that
Y NPT MY
Or 4/ the Wishnah rales How mé/,«/! rule

DY MmN Mo

9975 919 1R ’517 it~ Famhio) "9 119D NRIN
Because being 70X from one country or storekeeper is are *‘7;} A e Bl imio) pi2)p)

NOT considered wo3 my;
How can 5w rule that '15”5 5‘:’ 0N
They're NOT considered ty -y

3915V 159 NNIN
Being mox from one person IS considered woi m1p?

The Gemara answers that SNiw ruled that these ARE Owr Mishnah 5RINY

wo1 1Y only according to the opinion of the 1329, while our

Mishnah which rules that these are NOT wo1 13 173 is the These are NOT

Opinion of oy 9. JUJ2)] ’1:}, M7 JUJ2)] ’1:” M7]

Iy the opinion of op > /fccor/m;/ ty the 754

The Gemara adds that even "o "17 agrees that these are
1125 12w 0127, because it would be a great inconven-
ience for him to have to provide her with m7o from o) 1 dyrees
another country or even from another storekeeper.

The Ran explains that it would not be reasonable to say
that the 1317 hold that its wo3 111v 373 and *ov °27 holds that P17 102w 02127

it's not even 112> waw 017, It would be an incomvenience

. ---------- ty have ty /MW(/& O [/frmv
anather country o Jforeéeepef

1’/7
Tt wouldn't be reasonable

that oy w1 holdy, it’s
MOT eew y'p/ﬂ/pg PN
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The Gemara introduces a new question:

D2 WD 1773 SRIDW IR 7T 27 IR,

If a woman makes a 771 from two loaves of bread;

IV NAR3

One loaf'is made of fine flour, and therefore refraining
from eating it IS an 1y;

VN PR DR

While the other is made of coarse flour, and so its 773 does
NOT involve mp;

7IYIIPRYY 391 MYnn 390 R o

SRinpw holds that he can be 7on the entire 971, Since j7nw
190K 927, they are both food items, the part that is "1 is
77, brings along the part of the 971 that is not "1, and the
1100 affects both parts.

P3AP IR OR 1T

MY PRYS 79010 PRI v on

137 "7 holds that he can only be 790 the part of the 973 that
IS .

The Ran explains the Machlokes as follows:

SNW learns from the Pasuk 1399’ mwrR!, as the Gemara
later on 1”0 7 says;

VRV D NI

Y ou can only be 951 an entire 773,

PRIMY 797215 RN

He cannot be 191 half of the 972.

Therefore, since the Torah allows for 1957 to avoid "1y
w9, in this case he can be 791 the entire 773, even the part
which does not directly involve ",

RSN MYn® PRYI MYNNT

Since this is the only way to avoid the "1 of the other half.

However, 1307 ' takes the opposite approach and says that
in this case the Torah would allow for 7797 of halfa 77,
because the Pasuk only requires 71757 on

3975 51> KW 1T 93

As much of the Neder as he CAN be 19, in this case, the
part of the 971 that entails "11p

DafHachaim.org

MDD NVWN N7
NIYNN NNR2
Refraining IS an1JD
NIYNN PR NNKRDN
Does NOT involve 10D

HRINY MR DTN 2
9}9)///7@«/ £l V24

AN IR IOXR 2

Yol 2o

o el 0p pi Yoyl 26p

1¥=e 5PN
97N 95
9909 913 XINW
W/mrz‘ @% the ”3
that entaill y

1$= SN
YRVN NP NI
/’»‘:37/)/703)///)6'2’/
Since the Torah allows 20
ty awvoid ég /2
he can be 1N the entfire 7?

s o pels Yo
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The Ran asks:
Shmuel rules

92 NN 7T
MY 9O RITW TINN
MYNN IPRYS 1910
Because

PRIAY 9975 D KRR

While the Mishnah earlier rules

DT 0 IR 1203

MUY IPHT I

DR O 203 RAM

He can nullify the 971 as far as it affects him, but she is still
forbidden to all others.

The Ran answers that the Halachah

PREAY 9975 D KRR

Applies only to 717971 of wa3 MY *773, because the Pasuk
"1M9” is written regarding wo1 1y However, the Torah
DOES allow for m1on pr3n> for a 971 that is partly 0327
11 raw.

The logic behind this distinction is as follows:

His ability to be wo1my 71700 is

177 RTOP DION

So that SHE shouldn’t have "11p, and so the Torah wants
him to be 791 the entire 773, in case she will have "1p from
the other half. However, his ability to be 12w 0127790
radis

527 RTOP DIWD

So that HE is not affected by it. Therefore,

TOR RY 7O ROT R

MW TOPT RN

It suffices for him to be 191 the part of the 771 that is 12
1125, and leave the rest that does not affect him.

DafHachaim.org

The Ran asks:
P

SRINY

MDD NVWN N7
9;9///7&,«/ £l V24
Yoyl 26p

/5&’/)/703///?’2’
<
The Mishnaky earlier rules
DYV 10D AN arAly

MR 1PN 1D
DY 8 1) KA

The Toraty DOES allow
/ar /b’/)ﬂ)ods)

For a 971 that'’s partly
n22512W 027

///:a’/)/adaﬂ/t’%

Applies ONLY to n1on
of woIMY MM

Ml
Ly written re;ar/m?/
Gy
The lb?w behind
this distinction iy:

Hey aéb&?‘?/ ty be
yfp/fpé P1959 ION Y. ..
9927 RTDp DIWN

7P t/;wa/o ,66 T
nl FOP3 Ap/

Hey aéo&?‘?/ ty be
@ Yy 13 2N ...
NTYT RTDOP DIVD
The: Torah wanty him ts be sop

?%&WW& 7&,
mm@i/wwé%/way}’

ﬁm/ the dther /w%
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