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7O1NARY R9p 99» PP — And subsequently a rumor was spread
concerning him; and we demoted him.

Overview

The case at hand: It was assumed that the father of an individual 1s a j72.
Then there were rumors that he 1s a 72172 32. The X723 states that on account
of the rumors — "7°1°nnXY'; ‘we demoted him’. He was no longer considered a
172, mooIn will discuss how he was ‘demoted’, and how he was reinstated
after the testimony of the 1°wo»71 7v. Seemingly it is a X317 *27 xm>or.!

TOINNR RPIT IRY — the term, ‘we demoted him’, is not to be taken precisely;
that 7"°2 ruled that he is unfit for 71175 and may not eat 72170, etc. —

22792 X% — but rather the term 7°°>nnX means to say that —

7% X?"%» — he alone naturally demoted himself. There were rumors circulating
about his 717 eligibility; in order to avoid any controversy, he chose to discontinue his
7172 privileges.

mooIn explains why it is necessary to interpret 7°3°’nnX) in this manner:

PANR XP17 98T — for if AAR' were to mean precisely so; that 72 ruled him
unfit for 7175 (based on the 9p), then —

POR SRR — why did 7"2 subsequently elevate him to the status of 7173
when the X"V testified in his favor? 7"2 should not do so —

R1°7 927 K97 X29R XY — for there is a demeaning of 7''2! Originally 72
ruled that he is unfit for 717, based on the 7, and now 7"2 is changing its ruling and
maintaining that he is fit for 111772, This is a 7"27 XM%°1. The X3 is now maintaining that
we are X7 27 XM wwin according to X", Therefore it is necessary to interpret
'71nnXY to mean that the 772 demoted himself; he never approached 7"°2. There was no
original ruling of 72 that he is n11770% ?109. Therefore 7"°2 may now elevate him to 7317,

MooIN anticipates an objection to this interpretation:

an»ImYh 89991 — and it cannot be said that 'rnnxY means that 72 demoted him,
and nevertheless we are not concerned X1°7 °27 Xm?12 when 7"2 will reaffirm his 7173;
because —

XNY?r K255 — there is no K17 °27 RN —

2onYs "2 IS X9 — only if he was demoted two times; and after each
time he was reaffirmed as a 773; only this is considered a Xm¥1.” However being demoted
and elevated one time is not a Xm>°1. If we assume this position then "7°1°’nnRY can be
taken literally, that 7"2 demoted him, and not as Mo0In maintains that he demoted
himself of his own accord.

! See 11won7 A"7 0"awn.
? This position may be reaffirmed from our X3 (according to this interpretation). First the % demoted
him; then the 7°w>on77 7v promoted him. The 0*7v again demoted him, and the final 7v seeks to promote him.
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mooIN rejects this opinion:
mo Rnny»way — for it is evident from the discussion in the X3 —

RMDIT K2R K127 X772 199587 — that there is a X011 even with a one time
reversal’. Therefore we must conclude that this 7°nnx' was not through 7"™3, but by this
1712 himself.

mooin offers a different option:

5198 — or we can also say that '7°7nnx' —

TRRP T7NA 77997 — means a complete demotion by 73, and not by the 173
himself —

X397 527 XM9T K29 — and nevertheless there is no 7''27 X991, for —

M7y 570 Y IMTTT X297 X9 — only in a case where 7"2 demoted him
through the testimony of 2%7¥; only then would it be a Xm%7 if subsequently 7">2
would promote him —

®I57 97 B 777172 ¥ax — however by a demotion caused by a rumor —

XM 859 — there is no XN»I% if 71 subsequently reinstates him.* In our case the
original demotion was due to the 9p therefore there is no Xm>1 if 7"2 will reinstate him
on account of the °won7 7.

Summary
There is a 7"27 XM?°1 even by a single reversal. '°2°nnX' however, means that

the individual stepped down from the 717 on his own. Alternately there is
XM>°1 only when a pod based on M7V is reversed; but not a pod based on a
.

Thinking it over
What are the relative advantages (and disadvantages) of both answers of
mooIn (and of footnote # 4)?

*In the (original) case of Xnmax >7¥ and P17 7Y, there was a one time 7°°NNX and a one time °1°POX.
Similarly in the case of >"21n7 where there were >0 *n; she is permitted to remain married on account of a
7"27 ®Xn121 of a single reversal.

* maoin does not explain the difference between 27 "y 77797 and 27y *"y. Some commentaries maintain
that this answer of moIn follows the opinion of the (1°w>n7 7"721 7°A°NNRY 7"7) 2"2w that the '7°°nnX’ of a
9P, even when acted upon by 7"°2 is not a win 2109 (as by 2°7v); but rather 7"2 is waiting to clarify the
situation. The term '§7721 777" would merely mean that 7"°2 preformed the 777717; but not in the sense that
it is a wnn 2109, Therefore there is no XM?°1, when we are 7°w>» him later. Alternately; If the original poo
was 0*7v "y and 7"2 is now changing the pod (because of new 0°7v) then there is a Xm7°T; since the new pod
is based (only) on a 290 (of ™01 *N), it may be better to leave the original pod stand. However if the
original po» is based merely on a 23, everyone understands that if new evidence arises which refutes the
97 (completely), then 7">2 must change the pos. 3"y,
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