O 177 '0IN R,A° 210D .7"'02

And they burn n»1an that — DYVTVY NIMBNY NINKY NN PEIRN
are X»v and that are suspended1 and that are 90

OVERVIEW

The Xn>12 states that on Naw2 n1a% 2w 9"y we burn all the M0 that are ynn
(before naw) whether they are &1 ,M170 or »17n. The rule is that it is forbidden to be
70 7N Xnvn. We derive this from the ,71092 of "nyan nnwn that one is
obligated to guard the 717N that it should not become X»nv. There is an issue,
however, whether 3RN™IR7 one is forbidden to burn 770 717N, Others maintain®
that it is permitted to burn 7M7Y 72170, for otherwise how are we permitted to burn
the 7M7Y 7170 before nod (when it is still M) where we can avoid the °"2 MO°X
>"21 through 7112, Our MoON rejects this view and refutes their proof.

*

— Smam‘m NIYN NN (7 221m3) 29NT DIYN MNNIV PIIYY 9HONRT 99N ON 199N
Even if we assume that it is forbidden to burn 72170 which is 99, for it is

written ‘the watching of my ny19n’; it is forbidden to burn 77w 7217N -
— DNNVY 9ONRY NI

Just as it is forbidden to be 771770 717N KMWA, nevertheless -
— VY NON

Here by v immediately before o2 it is permitted to burn even 77370 72170, as NOIN
will shortly explain.

mMooIN anticipates a question:
—*namwy 1598 1PN 20 NIYYA DIV RNMNINTIT 2) Yy 9N

Even though there is no need to burn the 72170 which is y721 in order not to be
92 on *"21 *"2 since ;713057 12 merely nullifying the y»r is sufficient’.

mooIn responds:

! This refers to NN that are Xnv poo and v poo. They are suspended pending a resolution. One is not permitted
to eat it, for it may be Xnv, and it is not permitted to be burnt (like 7Xnv 77917N) for it may be 0.

2 n,m [mp] 7270

? See (X"aw"n nvoN and) 7 797 @RI Moo that 132777 it is certainly 710X to burn 77179 71N,

4 See w"RT MdOIN R"2WAT MdOIN.

> The instruction to guard the 7170 includes the prohibition for burning it as well as defiling it.

® Why are we, therefore, permitted to burn it if there is indeed a prohibition against burning 770 7270?!

7 Therefore we cannot say that the reason we burn it is because the 211 of n*awn or the MoK of *"2; for M2 is
sufficient. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 1.
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— PINNAVLY 13 NINYY Y TIINRY 7991 YONY 191D 113 DI Yan
Nevertheless since ultimately it will become forbidden and go to waste, it is

permitted to burn it just as it is permitted to defile it -
:*n79N00 oY NNNPL NIV 1PP999 9102 NN 29 YT

For »"4,” in the end of our 775, permitted to burn ;8%v 71N together with

a7W M0N0, This indicates that the mxn of *nwa1nn nnwn is no longer applicable since it is
T2K% 7217, Therefore there is also no longer any prohibition to burn it. The a»on therefore
require us to burn it and not to rely on the 7112 alone.

SUMMARY

It 1s forbidden to burn 77170 72170 (just as it is forbidden to be 7717V 717N XHVA)
for the 77N writes *ny17n nawn. However when the 72170 1s going to waste
anyway (as 1092 y»n) it is permitted to be both &nun and burn it.

THINKING IT OVER

1. MPoIN maintains that the reason we are permitted to burn 7770 712170 is not
because of the 70X of >"2; since w2 is sufficient there is no need to burn it'°.
Seemingly however one is required to burn it since we concerned 17987 X2° Xnw!

2.°01 "1 maintains'' that we are to burn the 770 AXPY 7N separately on 5"V.
According to "1 is there an Xn™X71 MOX to burn 7w 7mn?!'

8 See 1,2. See also the 71wn on X,7> where it states 11092 aIRNLI QY 777V 717N TENWW 1715 07777272 " nk. When
they are burnt together the 77170 77170 becomes &Y through contact with the 7Xnv 71N, Everyone agrees that it is
forbidden to be 7717 17N Xnwn and nevertheless here it is permitted. The reason is that since inevitably this 7170
is going to waste, there is no longer the injunction of *n¥ann nnwn; therefore if it is permissible (although not
required) to defile 71170 77170 (even though there is no real need to defile it; it can be burnt separately) it is certainly
permissible (and indeed required) to burn it as well.

? Our xn™92 can be interpreted to mean that we burn the Axnv 71070 and 7190 separately, however "2 maintains
that it can be burnt together, even though the 7w 72170 will become Xnv. See the X"wAnn who maintains that our
xn*>72 follows the view of »"3 since he uses the same phrase of N7V NN MRHL NN PO as n" does (as
opposed to *"1 who states ¥"52 &m0 ¥"52 7317 ¥"52 7). If our Xn>12 would not agree with »"9 (but follow the
view of *"1 that we cannot be 77170 71170 Xnwvn even when it is going 712°X?), then there could (seemingly) be proof
from this Xn>12 (which is accepted 713779) that there is no MR to burn 7w 3,70 (for otherwise why are we
permitted to burn it, if it is prohibited to defile it). See, however, ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.

1% See footnote # 7.

5,

12 See [Trxi] R"wAAn.
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