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Let us be concerned, — 5% 9N B S2AD IR RADT R
perhaps she will go to a 2>17 and he will release her

OVERVIEW

The 73wn taught that 3" instituted that the 71178 make a 171 to the o'mn° (whatever
they wish) that she received no payments for her 721n3. X117 27 qualified that this
971 is acceptable only if the 71198 did not remarry, because if she remarried then
her husband will nullify the 773. The X773 immediately asked but perhaps (even if
she 1s not married) she will go to a oom, etc. It seems from the X3 that this is a
question on 71", but not on the mwn (if we disagree with 73"9). The first part of
mooin explains why there is no difficulty on the mawn.

— PIINNIN N9 NOWP NN KXY NI 297 IND X DAN 7599 NI A9IRT ¥HWUnN
It seems that this question (of 0o17 °23% 771X X1?7) is (only) on 71''9, but were it
not for 11'"2 (who limited the 71wn to a case of no’l XY), there would be no

question on the 73w (how can we trust her 971, when a 031 may be °n» her 173; this

question would not apply). N1901n explains -
— POY INN VINNRN 1Y NN 29T '1PYI9T INND)

So according to what I explained that 77''9 argues with 922K it is properly
understood -
— 039 NYT UY NY 19997 929129 RIIN NNT 799290 NID PN1INNINY

That we cannot ask on the mw»n (how can we rely on her 771, she may go to a
0om; this is not difficult) for we can say that we administer to her a 771 which is

2°29 7"'Y (which has no 7797, according to °nR) -
— 991 MNHVYY '8N XY NN 29Y YaN

However we cannot answer this (2°27 7"V 7% 1>7717) according to 1'%, for

according to this view, 17"1 maintains that even a 0°27 7"¥ 771 can have 77071 by a 011 -
— D191 7 PRT NN 29 NN 0IN 22)T YNYIOT *N1IY YaN

However according to my first explanation that 73''9 admits that a 2517 cannot

be =997 a 0°31 7"y 771, the X3 —
— 210NN 799919 8 11N XN 29 XY

! See previous 2K 1"7 Moo (the KT 2" 17"17 2" w). [TIE footnote # 11.]
? If the reason we are not asking on the 71wn is because we have an answer of 027 7"y 771 (as M5O just mentioned
according to the 'n>w>57 *Xn?'), then there is no question on 77" either (according to the "nw°57 *Xn?'), for he also
agrees that a 0°37 7"¥ 771 has no 7707. We must therefore assume that when the X723 asked the question on ;1"7 it did
not entertain the possibility of 0°27 7"¥ 771 (for whatever reason), in that case the question applies equally to the
7awn. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 1.
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could have asked this question (2217 °23% X718 X197 WI7°77) on the mwn, without

71''9 distinction between no*1 and no°1 X2. However, it seems from the X3 that the question is
[only] on 7"9!

N1B0IN answers:
— NN 29 X932 PNOINNN 7991 581 NYT 91219 W

And one can say; that the X713 could not ask a question on the mwn directly

without the qualification of 17" -
— 2139393 INYNY SINRM 9997 Nt HY NN 9TIY 90Y NIONT

For we can say (according to the 71wn) that we will administer to her a vow that
this loaf is forbidden to her if she benefited from her 721> and she will eat it

immediately in our presence’ -
— AN P91 PN N MNPT XIN 299 YaN

However according to 7' who ruled that if she remarried she is not

administered a vow (for we are concerned her husband will annul it) -
— 119139 D5 910N NINT 11D HYWIN NIINRY 9957 DY N9911D D3N PN)

And it will be of no avail to administer a vow on this loaf (as we suggested
according to the mwn) for 7"7 must maintain that she is not concerned for

transgressing a vow once as long as she is not forbidden all her life -
— 1Y %9V 09N )Y NHIN NNDT WINI ) NDI XY %5

Then even if she did not remarry let us be concerned perhaps she will go to a
21 and he will release her from her 7.

In summation: if we assume that 81777 27 agrees with 2°X, we may need to assume that our 71w»
maintains (arguing with 71"1) that we rely on a 771 even if it is not an M10°X for the rest of her life.

nooIN asks:
— DI 93 NIV 991D 1915 IONX YA 192 DON 1°2 9NN ON)

And if you will say; how can either the 2517 or the »¥2 annul the 271, not in the

presence of the orphans -
— (x,n0 97 ITYIIN 224 PI92 09732 129N NN

For we learnt in 25972 n20» in R''9 P95 -

 We will assume that the 73wn maintains that even such a 771 (which she transgresses only once, and not for the rest
of her lifetime) is a sufficient deterrent that she will not lie (not as n»wown assumed previously 9ax 7"72). See
‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
* The reason the 171 is effective is (not because we will make it 2°21 7"y, because that would be effective according
to 11" as well, but rather it is effective) because she will have to transgress it immediately if she is lying.
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— 99392 RUN 17 1295091 1PN 19%2N1 ANIN 9NNY
That one who was administered a vow by his friend not to receive any benefit

(from something);5 he cannot be released from this vow only in the presence of
the one from who administered the vow -

— 1913 V0 279 P13 591 P1aa 1P Chunn 929
And we derive this’ from 7wn and 119p73, where 7w was told, ‘you made your
=71 in 1733 go to P72 to be 7°nn your 272"

NdDIN answers:
— 15913 990 ON 7299727 Y9 UM

And one can say; that if it was already done; he annulled the 771 it is annulled
even if it is not 777177 192.

mooIn will prove that 72¥°72 a 77117 192 KOW 71797 is effective:
— 9837593) %392 NIV 1P911ID 19 1NNV NI JY M) 10N NPNY “m".rrs TR0 Y10

You know that this is so (being 717 °192 X9Ww 91 is 1911) for P73, who was a
complete 701, relied on the 3°977710 who were 950 his 771 not in the presence of
9172921, If this would be questionable, 171°P7% would not have accepted this In°7.

mooIn offers an alternate explanation why it is not necessary to be 2’2107 °192 5%:

> It seems that this is how m9oWn interprets the phrase 17%amm X3 17w (for if we follow the simple reading, that he
vowed not to derive benefit from his friend, then how can it apply here; the 71m%& did not vow not to derive benefit
from the o>mn°). In our case too, the 7MPX was administered a vow by the 0n° not to benefit from something. See
following footnote # 9.
% yan> administered a vow to wn that he should not return to 0¥ (because of the Twd1 NR DWpaAT DWIR).
7 (922 791) 7¥172121 administered an oath to (771 T91) ¥PPTE that 17°p7% should not reveal that he saw 13172121 eating
a live rabbit.
¥ The p109 in ©°,7 W reads: TWHI MY DOWp2na DWIRG 22 1N °2 D% AW T2 TR AW 98 M k). We derive from
the words 77 173, that before going to 0°1¥» he was to return to "7 to be 7°n» his 171 in the presence of 170,
? moon finds it necessary to cite from where we derive this rule of 13 Y1"amm 7x37 971 in order to proof that it is not
(only) referring to one who vowed not to have %17 from his friend, but rather (also) to one who was administered a
vow by a friend. The cases of 11°p7¥1 wn proof this, for they did not vow not to have nX17 from 17n° and 7¥172121
respectively, but rather that 17n° and 1%173121 administered their vows. See footnote # 5.
% In our case it is the a"mn> (or 7" who act for the o0’ if they are 0°1vp) who are 77 the 717X that she did not
receive any of her 72103 payments (as the 71wn states 17w 72 93 002 7). The 1737 n197 should be required to
take place in the presence of the amn>. [Possibly the meaning of 1192 XoX 12 17’ X may mean that it is necessary
to have the agreement of the one who administered the vow; in this case it is the on°. Alternately] the presence of
the omn* (who will explain the purpose of the 771) will prevent the 03r1 and (presumably even) the %v2 [see however
7"nX # 212] from being 797 this 771.
"' We are concerned here that the 23m ¥2 may be 207 *192 X% 7°01 and it will be a proper 7127,
12 1pTx felt that it was necessary for him to reveal to the world the baseness of 7%173121 and had the 1"77710 be 2°nn
the 7112w not in the presence of 7x173121. See the MdoIN there (17X 71"72) that the 17710 were 7°nh the 7YY even
7onn3% because they considered it a mxn 127.
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— Pora737 5059153 W91 19393 RN 19 P3O0 PNT DYVT TN

And in addition, the reason we are not =°n» for him the 771 only in the
presence of 170211 is explained in 252> 71150 in 29773 NOon -

— 19292 NYN HNV) 1PN 12392 Y9%2N1) AN 91190 1PaNMVYN P92 BN 9INT

Where it states there in 1°20%27 292 one who is X377 97% from his friend in his

presence, he cannot recant from the 771 unless it is 193935 however if he made the 173-
— 193932 XYV 192 19392 P2 HNY) 19393 NIV

122 X9 then he can be Y8w1 on the 771 either 1152 or 17122 XYW, the reason, why if

1°192 171 he is required to be 1192 PRy, is -
— Bawnn 59 9N %Y 12 YY1’ %29 ¥awian 291 0K 1309 29

337 "1 said it must be 1°192 because of embarrassment and ®''2°1 says because

of suspicion. The *»%u17 continues -
— NN 19910 RNNYO XD NHONY

And this dispute is like this other dispute -
— N3 )2 NN 79 5937 PYYN NN VI 7298 DINVON O onvane

For we learnt in a Xn>»2, ‘it is necessary for the one who is confessing to his sins

on 5''5711° to specify in detail his wrongdoings, this is the view of 2''2%9 -
—PYYN NN VIDY TP PN IMIIN NIYPY 229

Y''7 maintains it is not necessary to specify his deeds -
— 1391 ANIN 1IW DNa 1395 Puraniv nwian son Vv

The explanation of the similarity between these two disputes is that the one who
maintains that if 192 971 he is 1°192 7°n», the reason is because of the shame, that
he (was) [should be] embarrassed in his presence that he vowed not to derive
benefit from him -
— PROUNN Y»IANIY 7D PYYN V9919 1
And similarly on 5"5777° the w127 °192 7" will also maintain that he should specify
his deeds in order that he be embarrassed from his sins -
— 1993 5¥ 929Y PImTUn XYY WI199 TUNN 2391 ANRT IND)

13 93 5"5 (in our *»9wT on 3,7 A7). See ‘Thinking it over’ # 3.
' See following footnote # 18.
' The person, in whose presence he made the 173, should not be suspicious of the 9711 when he sees him not keeping
his vow. Therefore he needs to be notified that the 771 was nullified.
16 See 2,70 XY
' This is mpon explanation of the comparison the *»9w17> makes.
'8 Others amend this to read w»anw. If the text reads w»anw it may refer to the person the 171 was X317 1°77 from
(am). He (77an) is embarrassed that someone dislikes him so much. We require that the 7711 go through the same
w12 process. If the text reads w»an*w it refers to the 771 that he should be ashamed of what he did and have proper
7vIn. See A" w 2" and »'"'ma.
% See n"m1 who suggests amending this to 17w (referring to 17°am).
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However the one who maintains that it is necessary to be 1192 771 7°n2 because
of suspicion, meaning that (they) [he] should not suspect the 7711 that he

transgressed his vow -
— MY9%aY INWA IITUNS XYY pwun 1999 XY 993 799

Therefore on 5"2>7° as well, he should not specify his deeds so they should not

suspect him of other transgressions as well. This concludes the citation from the 517
and its explanation. N1901N now concludes his second answer why it is not necessary to be 19° in

the presence of the omn’:
— Pananan o1 n5ap ON Y1 ZNYT 1UN X9 Znwra KD 790 KT XN NN RNY)

And now it is fitting here that she need not be o107 *192 7°9n for 7wI2 is not
applicable here; neither is 72 since the 2110 do not know if she received any
payments at all from her ;72vn2.

mooIn responds to an anticipated difficulty:
— Hymrp1ey nunmn 90921 N
And that which we derive from m2» and Y7973 regarding 1°192 7737 07977 -
INDYD YW 2919 NIIN TYUNN 2910 DNNT MY 12 YWIN? 2295 139N
That is (only) according to »''2°1 (and not according to 1111 '), for there (by 7wn
11°P7X1) there is (only) the concern of Twn, but there is no concern of w2,

SUMMARY

Our mwn can maintain that a 121 731 7932 9218 X9Ww 771 is effective. The rule of 2717
1PID2 KROX 12 7NM PR 1712 ARIT can either be only m2nn2% but not 7273, or
alternately (even 72¥°72, but) only when the issue of either 7212 or 7wn apply.

THINKING IT OVER

1. mvoIn asked if we assume that 7"7 agrees with 2R why did not the jwpn ask
directly on the mwn.” Seemingly on the 73wn we could answer that we are 7"7» her
0°272 (which according to the 7awn is 7797 7% X, but according to "1 it is 17 w»

%% This would seemingly indicate that wy» v79° means in public, for if he is vI9n privately, no one knows what he is
vI97 that they should suspect him of other n17°2y. See "X # 236-7. Others maintain that he is v197 privately.
! The >k did not do anything to embarrass the 2"n°; on the contrary, she was 171 for their benefit, and upon
their request.
22 This reasoning *y7 X>7 applies only to Twn; not to 7w
» When the om0 will see the 737X having 7x37 from her 173, they will simply assume that she told the truth.
* There was no w12 by %P7 7wn when they were 771 to 170° and 7¥372123, so how does the w1 derive it from
them. mMooIn replies that indeed the T°% from 177°p7¥ 7w is only according to 7"2.
 See footnote # 2.
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7797). What is moon question?!*

2. mpoIn explained that the 7wpn (who asked only on 73"7) assumed that according
to the mawn a 7 733 5y 771 is effective.” Why then did the jwpn ask on 1" (who
argues with 7"7 and maintains that the 771 is effective even if no>1), how can the 772
be effective by nov1, since the husband will certainly be 791 the 773; seemingly we
can answer that we will be 7> her on 77 733 and make her eat it, since it is only
7" who does not accept such a 773, but 1" will accept it!*®

3. mooIn asked how can we be 99 1 the 2°210°7 %192 XOW 73, since 177207 7RI 700
1192 X9X 12 17 7R, In the second answer” mpoIn explained that the rule of 277
19192 XX 01 applies only when the reasons of either w12 or 7w apply (and they do
not apply here by the 2»n» 711%X). Why did mooin initially think was the reason
why 17192 XPX 12 P°nn 1R 11 97, so that it does apply here?

% See N7 K"wIN
7 See footnote # 3.
2 See 2"7mn and n"ma.
¥ See footnote # 13.
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