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— OWDI KT DR TaY KV 577 199DN)
And nevertheless, »812w did not practice this ruling for himself

OVERVIEW

The ®7n3 states that 7Xmw learnt from 27 forty times the ruling that 7101 ox
NIMRI 717272 KonoR, and nevertheless X was reluctant to follow this
leniency for himself. moon cites an actual example where this issue was
relevant to PX1W personally.

— MINNNY SPIPTING Nya XY HNRvwis NdaN INIIN 19929
The n''= cited a X723 in %29 71290 which states; »Xmw wanted to have

relations with his wife -
— 9N AN DN NN 1IN ZANNL 1Y NN

She said to him, ‘I am x%%’°, and on the morrow she said, ‘I am 797w’ -
— 19710 197 XD INDY NN 1Y N

oX1W said to her, ‘yesterday you were mR»w, and this day you are 770!
— ROYY “NONN 3 9N %2 NN NY 9INNN 1YY NN

She replied, ‘yesterday I had no strength at that time’. >xmw -
— *NanaNg 1592419 NIDNNN NINI BN 799 TN 299 DINY NON

came and asked 29 (if she is permitted to him today). 27 answered him, ‘if

she provided an X?n»2X to her statement, she is believed’, and therefore she is
permitted to 2xmw.°

SUMMARY
XMW consulted with 27 concerning a personal issue, and 21 ruled that ox
NIAR1 7107277 RYNAR 7101

"7 2" M3, In our text on X3 A7. The *»9w1 cites this story as an example of 727> X2NaK 7101 DXY'
'naRi. It would seem therefore that intent of citing this *»7w1 is to question our s'® 3 contention that X'
'TWH13 K7W YRIW 72, See (however) footnote # 5 & 6.

2 It would seem that she meant, ‘I became a 771 today’. See: ‘Thinking it over’.

? There is a requirement to wait (at least) seven days to become 7710, Or perhaps when she said >3 7770
she meant that she was never a 1171.

* The X0 in our "MHw’ is XRNYW »71 (not X7 ).

> If this is the case where we are to assume that w912 XT2W 72v K> YXmw (see footnote # 1), perhaps the
reason he did not accept her R2nnX (even though 21 ruled that ni»R1) is because YRMw assumed that it was
an unconvincing X2nnR, since she could have told him outright X7°11 °2 N7 X7, instead of stating °Ix XY,

% See 1121 17°>X who maintains that this Mo is a continuation from the previous Moo, to explain how 27
knew that Xww was asking whether an XonnX is sufficient (and not if it is necessary). It is now evident
from this story, where she gave an X?n»R, and nevertheless X1 inquired whether it is sufficient. Ty w"»y.
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THINKING IT OVER

What would be the conduct of 2Xnw (who was w12 X721V 72V RY), if she
claimed I am 7X“Y on account of a (long) past m7i, and subsequently
claimed (with a proper &2nnX) I was not a 171, in a case where she has a M»
and could have claimed *n92v?’

" See n"w 0" n.
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