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We learnt in a Braisoh like Rav Chisdoh - X707 297 79010 KRN

Overview

The X1 cites a [new/different] Xn72 in support of X707 27 that items which require
a 1MIPna ANINR 7972, do not require a new 71371 in a case of QPR MW, Our NMOOIN
discusses why this new &n»92, and not the previous one (on the top of this 712Y).
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The 2'"'3w9 explained the reason the X713 did not cite the view of the 3129 in the

previous Xn* 12, who argue with 3''9, as a support for n''- -
= 319 XY NP RY N*NNAT OIVUN

Is because in that previous Xn™12 it does not state explicitly, ‘wine’ —

N11B0IN comments:
=12 RON IPONT HNOVIY 2aY YYD NN

But this explanation is valid only according to the s'0"2w" view that we are 87
in the latter Xn»72, the word '™ —

mooin offers his explanation:
= 11999 RNYD 2519919 KXY 251 DIVN 9019 W

And one can say that it is on account of the following that the X713 did not bring

a proof to 11" from the previous xn»"2 -
- W95 9 511927 (05 91 12971302 Y9INT NIINT 0IVN

I'xan 7" 72,
2 The 1227 in that X012 maintain that if people left the meal in order to go to shul, they are not required to make either
a NI 71972 or a ANWwRA 7972, If we would assume that this Xn*12 is discussing a case where they were partaking of
a meal that requires a 7pn2 X"3, this would support the view of X701 27 that by 1p»a 8"2 Pnwvwn 0127 there is no
71572 required for 21pn MW It is only A7 ", who argues and maintains that they do require a new 77573, unless they
left over some of the participants at the meal. We can support 1" from the view of the j121.
3 See X9x 1"7 2,%p Moon. The 0"2w" maintains that wine (as well as all the °»7 nyaw) are considered 1WLw 0°727
P12 k"2, However, according to the 0"aw" the earlier Xn™72 does not mention wine, so therefore we are not certain
that they were eating j2p»2 8"2 P1wvw 0°727, so there would be no proof to 113 (who states his ruling only by 2127
PR K" Pvuw). However, in the second (later) &n»12 it does state 1 (according to the 0"aw", and our Ro7%),
therefore it is a valid proof to ri".
4 However, maon disagrees and is not ' 077 in either Xn™12. See XX 71"7 2,87 '0n [TIE footnote # 18 & 19]. In
addition, Moo maintains that 1°° (and all the 2°1n 't [except for Nnrn]) are not included in the 1pPna X"2 Pnvvw 027
(see there, footnotes # 16 & 17).
573 " there maintains that when 777> "1 qualifies the words of the o°non by saying "nn°X' (when is this so0), he is not
arguing with them but merely clarifying the position of the 2’151, however when he says '@ mR 0°727 7»2', he is
arguing with the 051, However, 17 12 yu7° " maintains that whether he says *nk or 73, he is merely explaining
the view of the 0°»dn but not arguing with them.
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Because there are those in 1"977739 no0» who maintain that when 777 '3 states

DMK D127 73, it also means that he is explaining® the words of the o»an, but not
arguing —

Mmoo responds to an anticipated difficulty:
= 925 o987 ©IPN MN1YT NNPYVT INTON 299 HONRI N1 19TNT 2) DY 9N)

And even though in the Xn™M2 it states that when they return, they are not obligated
to make a new 11273, nevertheless the X723 brings proof from this Xn*72to 11" who
maintains that 772 ¥"X 01 "°w, even when they did not return, for the reason why

2% MY would require a blessing (if we would disagree with 1) -
2910 923 5297 NINY INDIIN 9195 N¥N MIPNN INTINRYY DIVN

It is because standing up from your place and leaving indicates finishing your
meal, so the same rule would also apply even if you returned to the original place.

Summary
The rule of 792% "R 23pn "W (by 1PHa R"2 1P1vLR 0°727) is whether one is eating

in a new place or returning to the old place.

Thinking it over

The 0"2w" and MdoIn are explaining why no proof was brought from the first xn»"2.
Why can’t we say (as the X3 answered according to 731 ') that the ruling of the
0°na17 in that X172 is even if 1Py XY (meaning 121Pn2 X"2 P1WY PRY), so there is no
proof to 1"7; the only reason it states 17p¥ is to inform us that even by &"2 P1ww
1IPna, still 777 'Y maintains that we need a new 71572 if no one was left over.
However, in the latter Xn>>12 since there is no NPY2n» we can assume that 1Py means
TN R P!

6 In the Xn»"2 above *"1 stated X"73, which according to "1 means that he is not arguing with them, but rather this
is the view of the 0°»on that if no one was left over at the meal one is liable to make a new 71572, therefore there is no
support for " (according to 2"2°7).
7 Seemingly they are two different cases. The ¥n>92 is ruling that a new 7372 is not required when they return to their
original place of eating. How can we prove from this the ruling of " that 7127 ¥"X Dpn "' even if you eat in a
different place?!
8 The reason why 01pn "11w should require a new 71972 (not like 1"9), is not because you are in a new place. But rather
because you left your original place. Therefore, it makes no difference whether you eat in the new place or return to
your old place, the rule would be the same in both cases either 712% 778 2pn "W or 7127 ¥"X. Therefore, once we
know the ruling by 111 that 7727 X", the same rule will apply to going to a new place, for there is no difference.
? See X"y 7IRMT? 0"wiT 0.
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