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- bORY awa nawa dwans
One who cooks on Shabos inadvertently, it may be eaten

Overview

The Xn» 2 teaches that if one cooks on w2 naw, the food may be eaten
(according to n"7). However, if he cooked it 7°1722, it may not be eaten. n1dOIN will
clarify these rulings.
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The explanation of '70X*', is that it may be eaten that very day (n2w) and even the

Swan himself my eat it, as is evident in 77795 P75 -
=995 NAYA "YW 1999 220 HY N1 NIY NAN 93 NN 2299 Iy

Where they queried X''2m9, ‘one who forgot and left a pot on the stove (on 27V

naw), and it cooked on naw, etc.” what is the ruling? The X »3 there continues -
- 950N N BN YA NP NAY IMND SN 1WA 9919 'nawa Hwann 1y

Until X"2r1 cited a mawn, ‘one who cooks on naw, (etc.) if it was a2 it may be
eaten’ [etc.], and the query there was whether it is prohibited to be eaten on
that very naw, the reason for prohibiting it, is as -

= 9IN NIV 9N NIY 19T
A precaution that he should not claim, ‘I forgot’.

moo1n follows with an explanation of the continuation of this Xn>172:
= 99Y ) NXTITY NAY INYINA JAN 0212 DOINN 122 NIN 12 W19 JINY XY 1102

If it was cooked ‘79173, it should not be eaten’, meaning that no one, whether the
Swan, or anyone else, should not eat it on that day (n2w), however on @'y it is

permitted to be eaten, even to the w2, mooin proves his contention -
= 091991 0 Hava ONIVYNT 31’5‘\’)3‘\)3 NN (0w X0 97) ]’51!'\‘1 NP P92 KDY

" This case of Nnawa Swann is where he placed it on the oven on naw, as opposed to the query where it was left on the
oven before naw. This case of Nawa Ywan is a mwn in 2"» 3"5 MMAN. 8" concluded that regarding nawa >wann
there is a difference between 32w and 71, however regarding 71772 now there is no difference between 711 AW.

* There is a dispute there as to the ruling of X"ar regarding the one who forgot the pot on the stove, whether it is
amneven by 7°tn, or whether it is MOX even by 3 (see previous footnote # 1. pr¥> 72 1M1 " maintains that he is
prohibited to eat it even by aw, for if one would be allowed to eat it (on nNaw), it is possible that someone would
leave the pot on the stove knowingly, and later claim that he forgot about it (¥">¥). This concern is only if one wants
to eat it immediately on naw. No one will leave something on a stove N2w 27¥ in order to eat it N2w *X¥1m. We can
therefore conclude that when X"an1 cited this Xn*>92 of nawa wann as a source for his ruling, that 71wn when it states
DOR° R 7°T2 998 a3 is discussing eating it on that very same naw. Additionally, the query to X"an1 was regarding
the individual who left the pot on the oven; we can therefore conclude that when the miwn (which was cited to
resolve the query) states 928> A1 it is referring (even) to the 7wan and permitting him to eat it N2w NIX2.
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For in the first P22 of "1 noon regarding that 73w» which states that one who
is ¥mMW on nNaw or 2''>n7 -

- 19Y9 1MVINY Yo annnny 29 Yy 9N
Even though he is liable with his life, nevertheless the 7w is 7 w>. This
concludes that 7wn -

- D990 0 NINYT NAY NPT PAYT RPYD KT 53w “1N) 5399 15193 RPN 299
The X ) asks, let us establish this 71w» that he was 79t vmw and the mwn
follows the view of %''™ that 08> 8% 7122, and the X3 answers, that does not
enter our minds, for the 71wn teaches naw together with and similar to 5''577 -

- Tt NIW K9Y MNY NIW NY ©991950 DY
So just as on 2''5771, one may not eat it regardless if it was awa Vw1 or TOTRI,

similarly by naw it must be 70K to eat, both by a1 or 7°1»; therefore, it cannot be »"3, who
maintains 95X AWw3. This concludes the citation from that X3, N90IN continues with his proof -
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So now if you will (mistakenly) assume that others are permitted to eat it 21°3 13,

the X713 should have asked from 7912 itself -
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Just as by 2''5111° there is no difference between him and others, etc.; all are
forbidden to eat from this 7V W on 5">7, so too by naw they should all be prohibited from
eating it, even the 0’7 R, therefore it cannot follow the view of n"9 since according to him others
are permitted 01°2 12. However, since the X713 did not ask this question, this means that 21X are
also not permitted to eat it 21°2 12 —

nsoIN continues to prove from the previous X3 that »'"Y maintains that even the 7wan may eat it
"X -
= NP NIYI INVINY 9195 NPY NN NAY IRYINT N NON NY7177H ON)

For if the 5wan himself is 7198 even by @''x, the X713 should have argued that

we cannot establish it 7°122 like n"7, since the 71wn states 79w MWW, meaning -
- 457301 INY 239 YY BN MINPTI BIINNY XIY KY 19 NI NY

It is 7w> for everyone regardless whether it is him or others, *as the X3 states

> The mwn is in 8,7 P

*He is 772°P0 271 for ARANA 712 NAWw 91271 and D95 21 on 5" for 7 (as well as for naw without 8IN7).

> The xn3 there (X,7°) states in the name of 21 that nevertheless one may not eat it on that naw. Obviously, one may
not eat it on 5">71. The X 13 there tries to ascertain who is this X1n that prohibits it on that naw.

% This is our n"7 who says Y98 X7 7°1%2 Y% 22 concerning 712 and the same is concerning 7u°nw.

7 See footnote # 5.

¥ We are attempting to establish the 73wn by T according to »". It is preferable to refute this from the case of 7m
itself, rather than from the case of 23w, which we are not discussing!

’ However, if we (mistakenly) assume that the Hwan is MOX even w"¥mY, so how is it 77w v nw for everyone?!
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there regarding'’ establishing that 7wn like 257307 9" -

mooIn offers an additional proof that according to n"1 it is permitted for the Ywan to eat it w"¥m?:
- MYaaRY M5 AN 3397 1 19990 19 ONT T

And additionally, for if it is indeed so (that n"2% the Hwan is w"¥mb MOK), the
ruling of n"7 by 711 is the same as the ruling of 3''3 by 751 as I will explain —

mooIn responds to an anticipated refutation:'
SOTIN 23 NODDT YHIWN NINYINA PN 13",71$N5 1IN 299 PPIVINIII

And since it was necessary for °''7 to express his view of 791 in his opinion,
this indicates that he argues with n" even by 791, so the proof stands.

Summary
7OX> a2 means that everyone may eat it on naw, and 75X X? 7°112 means no one

may eat it on Naw, however everyone may eat it w"¥m5.

Thinking it over

According to this m»oIn would it be more likely to say (according to n"9) that the
main prohibition in doing work on naw (like cooking) is on the X123; that the
person should not cook on naw, or is the main concern that the food (the X¥5m)
should not be cooked on n2w?

This proves that w"x? all are permitted to eat it even the >wan.

' The xm3 there explained that we cannot establish the 7wn like 77107 *", because of this very same difficulty
(see footnote # 9).

"' See T2 "7 '01n later on this Ty

2 Perhaps indeed >" n"1 do not argue by T, only by 3w, so there is seemingly no proof!

" In the w"X77 MoOIN this reads *p10X> (not *p19x7). Why was there a need for > to express his opinion by 71 if he
agrees with n"".
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