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‘Give, pour, or throw’; she is not nwTipn

OVERVIEW

The X nx originally cited three cases where the woman initially asked the
man for a favor (to be given a string of beads, a cup of wine, or dates) and
the man replied, will you become nwmpn to me if I give it to you, and she
responded in a double term (*Twn W ,PPWR MPWXR X277 X2T) in the
affirmative that he should give it to her, but she did not refer to the P 7p.
The ruling was that this double expression indicates that she is not interested
in the w17, The X723 then queried what would be the ruling (in the same
cases) if she would have said it in the singular (C7¢1 ,PwX ,27). The
conclusion was that she is not nwTpn. Our NMBOIN distinguishes between
these cases and the previous case of *1125% 711 10 where she is nwTP?.

nooIN asks:
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And if you will say; are these cases of »721 *pwX 277 inferior to the case of
>1795% ;71 30 where the ruling is that she is nw7ip» (even though the money
is being given to a third party), then certainly here where she says, ‘give it
to me’, that she should be nwTipn. Why does the X713 rule that nwTPn 7IR?!

madIn answers:

! X,7 (see however footnote # 3). See “Thinking it over’ in Xax? 0in 7"7 2,1 NvOIN.

? See thinking it over # 1.

? Others (see 1"nX footnote # 29) suggest that 11900 is referring (not to the X713 on X,T where she is nwTpn
2y 17, but rather) to the X713 on 2,n where if she said *2 0?22p>w n"y *1725% 01n she is WP (even though
she did not specifically state 72 "1x w7pR1). This would resolve the question many ask, how can nmooIN
compare the case of (X,T) *1725% 7 10 where she concluded 72 *IX WIPKY to our case of 277 where she is not
saying 77 °IR w7pR). However nvoi1n question would be valid if n1901n is comparing our case to the case on
2,1 where she also did not say 72 *3 wTpX1 and nevertheless she is nw7pn even though the money is being
given "1%97, then certainly here where she is receiving the money that she should be nwmpn. Even though
that on 2,7 she said *% o22p>w n"v, nevertheless *7 022p°w n"v is not as indicative that her intention is for
WY as in our case where she requests that it be given to her.

* See “Thinking it over # 1.

> mooin did differentiate (2,71) X2X> 010 7172 between (X,T) *1125 m1» 1 where she initiated the conversation,
and RaX? 0in where he initiated the conversation and she said give it to someone else (therefore she is not
nwnpn for we assume that she is mocking him). However here even though the man initiated the
conversation, nevertheless since she said give it to me; we cannot (so readily) assume (as we did there) that
she is mocking him. [If we assume the suggestion in footnote # 3, then in both cases (on 2,7 and here) he
initiated the conversation (concerning the 1w17°p).]
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And one can say; that here it is different from the case of *1799% nwn 1n,
for initially she was requesting (the >721 °pwx 277) not within the scope of

TP, but rather she was merely asking for a favor -
SN RIPIYNT RNYTIN 2N HININYI 999910 NN 991 ©IUN)

So therefore we can surmise that when she responded to his suggestion of
TP and said ‘give’, she meant that he should give it to her as the

original intent was which is as a favor but not for Pw17°p. However by >1175% my» 1n
there is no initial conversation where she had other intentions, therefore we can assume
that she is willing to accept it as 7"¥17°p 702.

SUMMARY
The original intent clarifies the (ambiguous) subsequent statements.

THINKING IT OVER

1. mooIN begins his question by saying °y3 *» (that our case is not inferior to
the case of *1179% myn 1n), indicating that the two cases are similar, but then
noon concludes that ‘w"o1 that she should be nwTpPn; indicating that our
case is superior to the case of *1795% mwn 1n!®

2. Would there be a different ruling if instead of saying 217, she was merely
silent?’

% See footnote # 2.
7 See footnote # 4.
¥ See 1"nx footnote # 27.
? See 11"nx footnote # 30.
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