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There is no concern of ¥277 P — RWS3 RIWSH W% 713 DO

OVERVIEW

X117 27 12 727 stated that anything which is said in the presence of three people
there is no concern (anymore) of transgressing the prohibition of ¥771 1W%. There is
a dispute between the 0"2w" and MdoIN as to the meaning of this ruling.

— %73 9395 INY IMNY w199
The explanation of 2" oywn 12 n°% is regarding the one who gossiped before
three people; he does not transgress 1"7% —

mooIn offers support to his explanation:
— 509 529 YANRT XD >Ny 519 (3,50 947 1°99y) 1*29ya ¥’ P9y

For in 29p2 w° pap the X3, regarding this issue of 2"9, cites that which 5"
said -
— INNRY INITNY 937 NN KXY oDIvn
‘I never said anything and then turned around’ to see if the intended was listening -
Y2 WY ON YYIN 19N NYY ‘wi9s
The explanation of s"01 " statement is that he was not concerned if the

' mooin (by writing 'w110') is rejecting the (XKn»7 7"72) 0"2wAn 9, who explains that there is no X2 X1w7 if one
of the listeners of the gossip repeated it [in the name of the gossiper] to the one who was gossiped about, after it was
initially gossiped in the presence of three people. The reason is that since the gossiper said it in the presence of three
this shows that he does not mind if it is repeated to the intended person that which the gossiper said about him. The
gossiper, however, initially transgressed the Mo°x of 1"'117. However nooin disputes this latter point.
? We are discussing a case (see Mo in 72 7"7 127w) where he is saying something which can be interpreted either
as derogatory or complimentary (as the case brought in 127y 'on, where he said there is always fire in that person’s
house. He can mean [positive] that there are always guests in his house and he is continually cooking for them, or he
can mean [negatively] that the people of that house are ¥2101 9917 always eating). If he says this in front of three
people, where we know for sure that the intended will hear about it, we assume that he meant it in a positive manner
for presumably no one insults someone to his face (and by saying it in the presence of three it is as if he saying it to
him personally). However if he tells it to less than three, it seems that he is hiding this from the intended, then we
assume that he means it in a derogatory fashion. [If however he said something which is certainly derogatory, then
even if he says it before three (or in front of the intended) it is considered 2"7.]
? 727 stated there that anything which is said in front of the intended does not constitute 2. This was challenged by
R, and 1727 responded that he agrees with >3 that >11IX? >N 727 *NIAR X2 27w,
* MooIn may be negating (with the word w1°9) the X" in *"wA there *nrm "7 who writes: 1KY 2%¥27 X2 oXW K"
NPT P92 K2R PNIAR KD IMR? °2 90717 &2 19 1R 7 There would be no proof to n1901n interpretation if we were to
assume this ¥1a.
% »"3 was careful in his speech so he was not concerned that the intended would hear what he said, since he only said
complimentary comments about others. We can (also) understand this to mean that >"7 was aware that people are
listening and so therefore he was careful as to what he said, that it be in a positive manner; similarly one who speaks
in front of three also intends only to compliment the intended and not to embarrass him.
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intended people heard what he said, since he was careful not to say anything derogatory
about anyone.

SUMMARY
There is no 2"% (even) to the gossiper (when what he is saying has a dual meaning),
if he said it in the presence of three people.

THINKING IT OVER

1. What are the relative advantages of 0"2w" 5 and n1©01N7 5 in the understanding
of this ruling and how it fits into the words of DWwn» 72 N°% RN%N °192 *MRNNT 9
N2 RIWH?

2. What would n1»01n maintain in the case of the 2"2aw", and what would the 2"awn
maintain in the case of M»o1n?°

6 See 1"y in 2 MR R,0% 7"210.
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