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And X1 said, there is no y» n>v2 through flesh

OVERVIEW

The X723 cites a dispute regarding a minor (less than nine years old) who had
relations with a 79102, whether she is considered a yv nom (the view of X 777° 27
29), or not (the view of PX1w). Our Moo qualifies the ruling of HXAW.
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We are discussing a case where the nX>2 of the minor did not remove her 51n2
(she is still a 771n2), for if he removed her 1°71n2 (and she is no longer a 771n2),
why should it be (for her) any less® than a y¥ n31?!

SUMMARY
The dispute between X1 27 is only when she remains a 177103, however if she
lost her 0°71n2 all agree that she is a yv nom.

THINKING IT OVER
1. How are we to understand (according to nm»oin) the view of 27 that she is
considered a y¥ n2m (but not a 721¥2) even though her 2°>1n2 remain?”

2. According to mooin that the dispute between >X1w1 27 is where 19102 Pwn KXY
why do they use the phrase of yv¥ n>”» which indicates that she is no longer a

hivala¥dl

3. What would her status be according to 21 if 7°91n2 wn?’

" A vy nom (literally hit by wood) refers to a woman who lost her virginity on account of a wound, but not through a
relationship with a man. According to 1" she still receives a 72102 of 0>°nXn», while the 0°27 maintain that a y¥ nom
receives a 712102 of a 7.

ZA T¥ now had no nX°3, nevertheless she is considered a y¥ now, this woman too, since she no longer has o°71n3, so
even though the v NX°2 is not considered a X3, she is no different than any other y¥ n>m (who did not have X2
and nevertheless is considered a y¥ N2 since she is not a 77102).

> The word ‘less’ is to be understood as why the 7%°2 of this jup (which removed her 0°71n3) should be any less
harmful to her than a y¥ N3 which also only removed her 2°21n2. See /"W o"mn.

* See X"awn and D°27K NYX.

> See X"2wA (on the mwn).

TosfosInEnglish.com



