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CHAGIGAH DAF*

The niwn says that D' T WA is untethered (up in the air) since there is no specific 7109 from which we can
learn that a rabbi can undo a vow. What are we supposed to learn from this statement? Should we treat this
differently?

j?NX' 21 learns the N2'7n of D' AN'A from the 12% 212 '7D {7109 which is said regarding the donations given for
the mishkan. How is a donation characterized as a vow? All of the other niwnT relate directly to vows, but this
one is different.

The Xna quotes in the name of Alxnn NN D" |'VAWIY "1n 21 X 77 20 this is discussed at length in ndon
0", to understand how this works and want is the "wiIT'n". It would seem that one who does this is doing
something positive. How do we understand it in the context of what we do every mawn wx1 21y, when we
declare that even good habits (n1anan), which we do shall be "1 "7a?

If one digs a pit just so that he can have sand, but has no need for the actual pit its considered a n1'xw ndX'm
9127 DMy, the X2 suggests that this is also '7771n. How can his intent and need affect whether or not it is
ruining something? The exact same action would be considered constructive if he needed this pit? If one rips an
article of clothing or knocks down a wall, that is obviously 7j7'7j7n, but here the act itself is neutral.

2"y the Xna discusses what happens when one person takes a beam that belongs to wT7n and gives it to his
friend to use. The Xna asks why he is guilty and his friend is not, since his friend used the beam. How can we
blame his friend, who innocently used a beam given to him? Isn't he a complete 02IX?

If you have any comments or suggestions please email me at Ygrunhaus@gmail.com
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