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A decree on a partial discharge on account of the whole

OVERVIEW

X"7 taught that if a woman expelled a X>W nxpn she becomes (Poon) XML
immediately. The reason is because 771 X?2 R°2w nxpn 1°X. The X1 asked that we
know this (that 121 n¥pn PX) from a mawn which teaches us that if a cow expels a
XOOWw n¥pn the remaining X°5W is not o7 NV NWA N ([seemingly] because nNX¥pn PR
"51). The X na refutes this; the mIwn may maintain 791 892 X°5w n¥pn v (and really
the remaining X°5% should be 2n7), and the reason the remaining X%% is 770K
T2°OK2 is on account of 7713 1R 7N¥PH 77°1, that if we will permit it to be eaten
when it was 1n¥p» n¥°, we may come to permit it to be eaten when it is 7912 0¥
Our moon will discuss what exactly the concern is, and why this concern does not
apply by an 7wR, only by a nn72.

The rule is that anything which is expelled from the cow (while it is alive) [which
may contain a (partial) 771] is 79°28%2 7MOKR (unless it can be Unm),l even if it
reenters the cows womb and was there axn vRwIW.

MooIN comments on the $'RM3 expression 7212 WK ANXPA 1IN
= 11999 9NNY MYLY YN TINT NPT IND

It is not precise to say that the 77°T3 was 77912 J0R 7n¥pn, that we are concerned that
even if the entire X°%W is expelled it would mistakenly be thought to be 177°9%2 T,
for how could we mistakenly permit the entire x>v to be eaten?!

mooIn explains why it is not a reasonable 7T 2
- >RIPININTI NON N¥PH NNNPN NNIND DIV

For even by a partial discharge, the part of the X°*>w which was expelled is ~ox

NNYMINTA to be eaten, so how can we say that if the entire 8w is expelled that we may think
that it is mn.

mooIn anticipates a possible explanation and rejects it. The 7710 WX In¥PR 771 may be
understood as follows. If we would permit the X% that remains inside to be eaten when nny»

' We derive this from the 2105 of 1928N X7 7970 77W3A W2, that any w32 that was WX NN Y7 XY is OK.

? This explanation is based on the X"2w"7 "n.

3 If we maintain 791 X932 ®9@ N¥pn PX it is MOX because there is a 79 (N¥pR) X7 in this X™9W n¥pn, and even if we
maintain 721 K72 X°9W n¥pn ¥ it is Poon MoR for perhaps there is a (partial) 72 in this X*%w n¥pn. [Others maintain
that even a X°7w itself, without a 791, is considered an 72R, and is X¥1°2 70K. ]
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nnxpn, we will mistakenly assume that since this X°5% (which is inside) is permitted to be eaten
(axn nunwa), it should also be permitted to be eaten when it is entirely expelled before nvnw
ox7.* This might be the 771 However, Mo rejects this interpretation. If that would be the
wwn, then the 77°12 should have been worded differently. The & 23 should have said, we cannot
eat the inside X°>¥ on account that we may come to eat an expelled X°>¥ on the outside!

= NINAY N2 IVN D293Y N1 NI 139NP N
However the X773 did not state that there is a decree on what is inside the cow
(to prohibit it from being eaten) on account that it may be confused with what is
outside the cow! This proves that there is no such concern; for we know that whatever is
expelled from the cow before the v nw is ¥R MOR. The question remains why should we
confuse 1712 (on the outside) with 1n¥pn (on the outside, and forbid whatever is inside even
X7 NLINW2)

mooIn has an additional difficulty with 7913 10X nnxpn:
= 9D 1) NYNA N9 YON 1999%) N NI

And furthermore if we are =213 by a 7791 YW n¥pPn 7772, then we should also be

91 by an 7710 JOX IN¥PA TR, Why is it that we are 7912 WX 7n¥Pn M3 by a 702 (even
though it seems illogical®) and we are not 7912 YR IN¥Pn T3 by an WX as well.

mooIn offers his interpretation:
= 139997 N2 YUNT 9127 WP NON

We will rather say that 7515 70X means 77217 WX (on account of the majority);

mooIn explains -
- 1HN22 YYUN U5 DIVN D202V N1 NPN NN 59V INT

For if we will permit to eat the part of the X°>v which remains inside the cow by
a partial discharge, because the 770 writes 2732 WK 95 (everything which is

in the 77772 may be eaten) -
- NNPN INMND IWNT NY ROV WINY WY 59 Y 9N

* The aforementioed is based on the 775 127 mpOWN. See >"10 for a (slightly) different explanation, that nooWN
anticipates what >"w" states that we are concerned by 7215 n¥ if the X*%w will return inside the womb. n1901n rejects
this, for if this is a real concern, then it is not necessary to say 71213 R 1nxpn. The 7713 can be made by the case of
angpn itself. If we will maintain that by a 7n¥pn an¥w X°5W, the 2202w X°HW is 1N (on account of a 0"d), then
people will assume that there is no 771 in the ®°>w n¥pn that was expelled, this will cause them to be 7°nn the nxpn
nYw X9 if it reenters the womb. However this X°2w n¥pn is certainly 710X (for there is [at least] a 791 po0 there).
The X713 should have referred to this 77°T3 as yI72w 771 0k 0°192. The fact that the X773 does not make any reference
to such a 771 proves that we are not concerned that the X5 will reenter the womb.

5 Therefore, we will have no more proof that 791 X922 X°5w nxpn PX. It is possible that 791 X922 X°5w nxpn w°; however
even if X°5w n¥pn 70y (where it is a 0"'0), nevertheless she is XY, for we a 7912 WX An¥Pn A, There would be no
need for the statement of X" for we can know this from the 71wn that we are 77910 YOR nXPR NA.

% We are concerned that the people will be 2ma without asking; the same should apply by 7wx.
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Even though there is a concern that perhaps the head was expelled in this

partial discharge (in which case the 0°192w ®5w would be oK), and if we nevertheless permit
it because the 70 writes 717722 WK 93, then -
= NYL INNN 092V VI ININ 12N NNIYA PNNY N

It may come to pass that even when a majority of the 5w was expelled, the
minority of the X°2% remaining inside will be mistakenly permitted to be eaten
for this very same reason (for we will assume that 19980 722 93 overrides any concern
that the head [or a majority of the fetus] was expelled in this X*5w 217, just as we were not

concerned that the head may have been expelled in the X*>% nX¥pn, on account of 1722 WK 92).
= NPI9D POD %N NYPNAY WP XD

And people will not know to distinguish between a X°7w nxp» where it is a ©''D
(perhaps no part of the 721 was expelled in the X°5w nxpn, and even if some part was expelled, it
was only a minority and not the head) and a X°>% 211 where there is no 0"0 (we assume that when
Xw 217 0¥, then the 771 211 was expelled). This reasoning applies only by a 7212 -

= 990D NN NIT IIY TV NI NYN 3 YaN

However by a woman (if we were to assume that 791 X2 X°°w n¥pn v°) it is not
appropriate to make a decree (that even if a X2 n¥pn was expelled, she should
become 1XnY even though it is a "0, on account that if we will consider here 7M7Y
by a X%w n¥pn, we will also mistakenly consider her 7770 even by a X5w 210
[where there is no 0"0], this is not valid) for it will not come to such a mistake -

= NYPNY 219 NYNY 1YL NN RNYL NIYY
For there is no reason why they should be confused and compare a majority

to a minority by a woman expelling a X"5w; people will understand that by X>w 217 0% it is

considered a 777°% and the woman is 1XnU -
- NS ROW 111 99 195 99X BIYY £393Y NNV UMY 1YL H1Naa YaN

However by a cow they will be confused and say that (even though the X°5w 211
was discharged, and that may be considered a 777°%, nevertheless) whatever is
inside the cow is never considered ‘born’ as long as it did not exit the cow.
Therefore they will mistakenly assume that even if 5w 217 0¥, nevertheless, whatever X>9w
remains inside the cow is always o871 nu w2 anm [on account of Y738N 71722 93], regardless if

XOW N¥Pn IN¥° or XOW 211 10X (since that n¥pn which remains is not considered ‘born’, but
rather part of the [mother] cow).

mooIn offers another reason why there is no 71215 KR AN¥PR 77°1 by an TWK:
= NOD NDYD 219D dNNT RIDINT PYNRI 0191 NN 13991 XY HWNA ") N

Or you may also say, that by an 7R (if 791 %2 X5 n¥pn w° and 1°77 7p°v» she is

7 This overrides any concern that there may have been a birth w17 nX*%"2.
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IR 012 7M7Y, then) we would not be 913 that she should count the ax»v

from day one, for it is a X727 that can develop into a X>p -
= NIV 19 N 2NIY 72 DI 19199 N NNDTY

For perhaps (if she is required to consider day one as nXmv 1) they will not

count her 8™ %% from day two (but only from day one) and will consider day fifteen
as 7mMv "1, when in reality it is still part of he Xm0 *»° since on day one she was X0 only Pdon
(Rp*90).

mooin offers a third reason why there is no 77°73 by an 7wx:
= (8,197 NN 1399INTD 132U Y NNV SWIONT 13991 XD NWNAI 993 ON

Or you may also say that by a woman we are not M3 that she should be Xnv
from day one (and the m77v she touches after the discharge become poon Xnv) for

we do not wish to increase IX»1% as the X3 states in X% nNo0nA. Therefore if Py
177 she is 7170 we will not be 2113 that she should become &»vY and cause M"Y to become XAw
(only) on account of a wwn of a mistake that some may make. However by a nnn2 where we are
discussing 12°9% M0°X, there we can be 71217 VR INEPH NI

Moo is dissatisfied with this last answer:
- 75925 NIDING NN NNV 1IPY 599X KT 19W99 *9r99 v

However we have previously explained that (when we say that the TwX i1s RnD
[Ppon] from day one) it is not concerning the laws of ax= (that if she touches
mMnnv they become Xnv) but rather she is XY in regards that she is forbidden to

her husband (a n75v is nxnv as a 771). Concerning a forbidden relationship with her husband,
that is not considered Xm0 *w1dX and we would make a 77°13. Therefore according to MooIN we
will need to assume the first two answers.

mooIn cites s™"w1 differentiation between a ni2 and an JWR:
= 9VNY NN NYT 9THY 7Y KD NYNIAT DIVNPN VIV

And >'"w1 explained that by a woman the 779512 is not applicable, for no one

will become confused (and assume that even if the entire X°>w was expelled she is not xnD) -
= 1Y NIVN WA N9 29197 NN 15T

For since they see that when she ‘births’ on day two we do consider her x»uw,
therefore we can not ever make the mistake that by 7910 X% she is 7770,

mooIn has a difficulty with s""w" interpretation:
$N9YD NPT DIV 299N %YWA NY )IINNVNT 1IINT XNT NYPH

8 pR7A"72 K"V
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And there is a difficulty! For that which we see that she is 78%v on day two, we

will assume that she is X»v only because the entire X°5w was expelled; however
we may still mistakenly assume that when X°%w 211 1n¥°, she will be 17w, The question still
remains let us be 71217 WX 7ANXPN 13!

SUMMARY

[The X" of the X3 was] that by a 7mn2 even if we assume that X2 X°5W nxpn v
721, nevertheless if 7in¥pn 7nX° the remaining X°7W is 77°9X2 7MOX on account of a
7713, that we will permit the remaining X°9w to be eaten even if 7217 7n%°. However
by an nwX if 771 X923 XOW n¥pn v we would not be 1912 WK In¥Pn 3, either
because no one will confuse 217 with ©I1¥°», or because it is a X2 ¥7°% >NRT RIM.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Is it appropriate to be M3 by N¥pn on account of 217; or do people readily
distinguish between 217 and n¥pn?

2. According to mooin that the 7w is if we will be 0°192w 7% 71 when X°HW nxpn»
is expelled, we may be 0°192w 1 °nn even if X°5W 211 7n¥°; then why are we not
I3 on 2°192w 71 (by a viable 791) if 71X 72X X¥°, on account that we may come to
be D192 72 7°N if a T 21 was Ky

® See n'"m1.
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