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Intro

Today we will 7’va learn > 97’ of 13 noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Machlokes 557 21 'Rw 2 regarding

TPIPIIN I IR

IR DT DR

A person that says, this cow stated I accept to be a Nazir if
I'will stand up

The x»p Rin holds

PINAORPH

They disagree whether he becomes a Nazir.
However

WO R

97 110 3T RYT

They both agree that he did NOT accept a Neder to
prohibit benefits of the cow.

7 27 holds

w50

1797 112 373N

They disagree to whether he accepts a Neder from the
cow. However

wHo RY

PIPRT

They both agree that he does NOT become a Nazir.

The two explanations of the Mishnah’s case;

RpM 92°m7's explanation

DT PRI IID 720D IR

ORI 7TOY DR 770D PR P

He assumes that the cow will NOT stand up, and he makes
a Neder to become a Nazir if the cow DOES stand up on
its own;

And both the x»p Rin and 777 °27 are in accordance with
their approach to the 557 21 °'RpW 12 NP>M in the
previous Mishnah’s case of

PPN

2277 1 MDA

If a person states I take-on to be a Nazir from dried dates
and figs

R17's explanation

ATHY R DR 770D ROV

He wants the cow to stand up, and he makes a Neder to
become a Nazir if the cow does NOT stand up.

And the 551 21 °RpW 2 disagree whether

RIT T2 OPIR DIWN RI RINAT 779IN

His primary intent was for him to physically lift the cow
OR

RY’277 DIWN RIDORIT ONN

nnp RM

His primary intent is for the COW to be off the ground
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So let'sreview ...

Zugt Di Mishnah

IR

W9 IR

IR DT DR 73000

M7 5T IR

IR NI OR 771170

If a person states: This cow stated: I take-on to be a Nazir
if T will stand up

OR

This door stated: I take-on to be a Nazir if I will open up.

DR ROW 1’2

13

He becomes a Nazir.
DRSS D

PIIIPR

He does NOT become a Nazir.

AT 727 IR
ROR DIMIR RS 0" 1IBRWI R
NI T DR 1297 75D 1 7179 37 TN

77 ' disagrees with the X»p Xin and holds

TIIPR YD

Both, 551 218w nva agree that he does NOT become a
Nazir. The Machlokes is only regarding a Neder.

™20 w1

1797 12973

The ®nw nva hold that his statement IS considered a
Neder to prohibit benefits of the cow. While

10 1"2

TIOT TN

557 2 hold this is NOT a Neder to prohibit benefits from
the cow either.
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This DOOR stated: This COW stated:
I take-onto bea 17) I take-onto bea 17)
if Iwill open up if Twill stand up

A'/«yo A

Sbm s WY n'a

REPRME RMP

DI/’ P2

"2 1IN AN
N 8D
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NI Y O
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The Gemara gives two explanations for this Machlokes.

1.

NI 7217 says

1195 18127 719 NIPAY D

TPV PR 1779 7N20 IR

ORI 7THY OR 770D PR OPI

PORD 77O

This is a case in which he saw a cow sitting on the ground
with NO intentions of getting up, and he states: This cow
is convinced that it will NOT stand up. Therefore, I
take-on to be a Nazir from its meat, 75R» 770Y DN, if it
actually DOES stand up on its own.

And then the cow stood up on its own;

nowS W' hm

oWy NN

And both the X»p Rin and 777 °27 are in accordance of
their approach to the 551 mvayRpw ma nybmn in the
previous Mishnah’s case of

PPN

12277 P DA D

If a person states I take-on to be a Nazir from dried dates
or figs;

As there, the Xpp RXin holds

RPW M35

RN

Because

5025 P27 RID OTR PR

A person does NOT make a statement in vain, and he
wants the whole statement to be effective. Therefore
PRI

P N 0w IR W)

He initially intends to become an actual Nazir from wine.
But when he continues with

wan

MIRPT NI OWIIRD

He reconsidered, and intends to retract the m7’13. However

MY 9> IR

M1 IORY PRI

He CANNOT retract because the *xnw n°a hold that 713
CANNOT be retracted even through a bom mi.

However, the 551 1 hold

PTHIPR

Because,

Mo My

mMPHA R U7

He CAN retract because the 5571 2 hold that m~1 CAN
be retracted through a nom .

Therefore, when he continues with

Twan

NI I0Y N9 373

He is considered having stated a 971 with a simultaneously

retraction.
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The Gemara givey 2 explanations
/or this Machlokey

1199 NX127 NID NNPHWY A
NTMY NIR T NID N0 N
ORD NTNY OR NIV T 217N
NYORN NTHOM

//)M/D %/ ﬂféfé’b /35/

Ay in the case aﬂé ..
ﬂ‘?’:’lﬂ 112 PYAATAT 112 M 2R

5% e Wi v
%3 9N ate B
9% /o M 153 3 pag JE
M NaA
/A7) ,oé/wé/ WE

t/y? A

/)/7y,a S)M 0z

aaan
A1 WY 11D 73

awan
tp3 > ol
However. . .
7//(/)/ [J/'y’l’
R V24 /3&/9

Nazir 10 -3



LREH

. 7M1 disagrees with the X»p Rin as before and holds
PIIPR Y
Both, 551 218w o2 agree that he does NOT become a
Nazir. Because,
7 DR AT 0IMO P27 PRYD S5n s

DI/’ D2

gy V1l

WY ”'2

IR "9 TN e qey

When the two parts of his statement do NOT necessaril

contradict eacl?other, we say that the final part is an ! mnan A ]?3
elaboration of the initial part, and he meant to make a PIFYP P70 75/ 74
Neder from the meat. Therefore, the Machlokes is as
follows:

M0 W

7797 W2 M N

The 'Rpw 1 hold that his statement is considered a Neder
not to benefit from the cow’s meat, and

IO WS TN

The word 7’13 means to refrain.

While

taklvkzitel

7797 WA M TR

Because

DT IO TN

This is an irregular Neder.

wn

NPT
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Yecheskel
/ Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org

'/»é/? 4/7&/

an W D
2607 //ffvy

Nazir 10 -4



LREH

N17 asks

RN NTHY DR INP D

The Mishnah does NOT include the word 75X in his
Neder. Therefore, X171 explains that he saw the cow sitting
on the ground, but he wants the cow to stand up, and
77OV RS DR 7900 13077 R

PORD 7T

He states: I take-on to be a Nazir from the cow’s meat b
17mY XY, if it does NOT stand-up. And then the cow stood
up by itself.

M0 RPY N2

PN

Because

RI77 7772 PR DIWH RI RITTTONN

PR RY R

His primary intent was to physically lift the cow since he
did NOT state i>rm; and he becomes a Nazir, because
HE did NOT lift it. And although he said 77wan, neverthe-
less

75025 Y727 RO DR PR

In which

PPN

P T DWY IR W3

And mwan

MIRPT NI OWIIRY

However

MY 9> IR

MPNLTORY PRT

20 550

PN PR

For two reasons - Firstly, because

RY277 DWW RIORITPONN

PR R

His primary intent is for the COW to be off the ground by
any means, even though he did NOT state >8> and he
does NOT become a Nazir, because the cow lifted itself
off the ground.

And, 17 10 137077 IR IPOR

P PR

Even if he clearly took-on to be a Nazir from wine, he
would NOT be a Nazir, because

RY17T DWW R °RIT 70NN

nnp RM

His '®in was not fulfilled.

Secondly,

77w MNP

He does NOT become a Nazir when he says 77wan,
because

mns Ny

mynamRY w7

In which

RI77 12D 1N9Y T
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a7 27 disagrees with the Tanna Kamma'’s as before and
holds

PTHIPR VO

Because

DR T D0 12T PRWD

TIRR W10

Therefore the Machlokes is as follows:

M0 W"

7797 WA M T

The 'Rpw 2 hold that his statement IS considered a
Neder not to benefit from the cow’s meat, because
RI7T T2 AOPIR DWH RID RINAT PONN

PPN R R

In which

R IwI9n pob Th

While

320 7"2

719977 W1 1M ITIIPR

For two reasons,

Firstly, because

RY277 DIWN RIRAT PONN
nnp RM

In which

7 PRI IR VOR

T PR

Secondly, Because

77WIan PN

DTN TITI IR

This is an irregular Neder.
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