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We untie from one garment for another garment - 732% 732% 1°7°N%

Overview
One of the rulings of PX1w was that we may untie the n°%*¥ from one garment and
place it in another garment. M50 explains the reason for doing so.

mooIn anticipates a difficulty:
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And even though that (this same) »X12@ maintains in n?2n77 P22 that garments
that are lying in a drawer are obligated to have n %% in them —

mooIn replies; even though YR maintains N°¥°¥2 P21 RODIP 223, nevertheless -
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He will admit that if he does not have sufficient n x> for all his garments, that

he should untie the n>%°% from a garment which he is setting aside (not wearing) -
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In order to put it in a garment which he wishes to wear, so that the 3% will be
actually on him -

Summary
All garments require n°¥°¥ (even when not worn, according to Xmw) however the

mxn is greater when wearing the nx°x.

Thinking it over

Since according to 2Xw the 211 of N*¥°X is on the garment (not necessarily to wear
it), why indeed is it more important to have the n°¥°¥ in a garment which one wears,
as opposed to a garment in the closet?

!'This is understood to mean if they have the proper qualifications; four corners, etc.

2 The question is why would one want to remove the n°¥>% from one 73, since then this 732 will be without n°¥°X; what
is being accomplished here. Granted if we would maintain X093 *25 are not n*¥°%2 21, we can understand that if he
has two garments and only one pair of n°¥>X, he may remove the n°¥*%¥ from the garment he is not wearing (today),
since it is 7Wd from n°¥°¥, and place on the garment he is wearing today. However, if X091 *3 are n°x°%2a 2™, what
is being accomplished?!
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