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And even with salt — RI7ToR2 19BRY

OVERVIEW

"X°1X 72 X271 ruled that if one baked bread in an oven which was greased with meat
fat (making the bread fleishik), it is forbidden to eat this bread at all (even with just
salt'), out of concern that he may eat this fleishikeh bread together with a milchikeh
dip — nn13.> Our MooIN reconciles this ruling with a seemingly contradictory ruling

mdoIN anticipates a difficulty:
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And regarding this which X20 X1°I7 277 7°72 X370 27 cited a Xn>»M2in 7¥% PD

191x; ‘bread which was baked in an oven together with a (meat) roast -
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It is forbidden to eat this bread together with nmn12’; indicating however that it is
permitted to eat the bread with salt; why here is it forbidden to eat it even with just salt?

mooIn responds:
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There the bread is forbidden (to be eaten with milk products) only because it

absorbed the odor of meat; where there is not that much of an 919°8; however here
where the bread actually absorbed the meat fat, we need to be stricter.

SUMMARY
Absorbing a prohibitive odor is not as strict as absorbing the taste.

THINKING IT OVER
Did the bread come in contact with the fat, or was the fat absorbed in the oven and
afterwards its taste was expelled into the bread?’

" See 1908 71"7 "W

% in13 is a dip made from milk and moldy bread.

? The word MoX does not actually refer to the bread (for at most it is [only] *w2), but rather to eating it with milk.

* 1t is questionable whether absorbing an odor is the same as absorbing the actual taste (at most it is 10X only
112777), therefore it is sufficient to prohibit the bread with milk (but permit to eat it with salt). However, where it
absorbed w2 avu we are stricter and are 9N even RXr2°»2 out of concern that it will be eaten with milk.

> See (following 7°92°n% 121 X127 71"7 '0In and) 707 WK
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