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Why discuss the eves of P’sochim - DIOD 327V RIR IRA

Overview

The miwn taught that one may not eat on 2°109 °27¥ from 7MIN? 7O onwards. The
X713 1s asking why did the Xin restrict this prohibition to 2’105 "2y exclusively, when
this prohibition of eating applies to all 2210 2" MNaw 27y. Our MdOIN explains
why the X713 could not have offered alternate answers.

mooIn asks:
= NAY N 13N (3,35 97 »y5) NYY DI D92 IWNTI IND NDA NINT 2IWN NI INNN 9INN ON)

And if you will say; why did not the X773 answer the reason he mentions o°105 "2V
exclusively is because the Nin was involved in the laws of nop, as the X i
answered in 7w 92 P11 regarding thick bread” —

NB0IN answers:
=312 D92 YINT MNAVY 229Y NINY 1Y PN INP NDOIT DIVNI 911D U

And one can say that just because the Xin is discussing 1702 that does not justify
to omit mn2aw 29y which occur frequently every week —

nooIn offers an alternate solution:
= 81T NN DIVN NDD 29Y VP NPITT 9129091 901D NIINT NID 1) ON

Or you may also say; here where there is room for error, for people may say that
the Xin specifically mentioned the prohibition for "y only, because of the

obligation of eating ;7% that night, therefore one may not eat M7 710, but it does not apply

to other (Mnaw "27¥1) v"y 27y, therefore in order to avoid this misunderstanding -
- 5ND9 29y “anY Y MN NY

! The ®7m3 there (on 2,79) cited a >3 that one may not bake 72y N9 (see footnote # 2)) on 5. The X3 asked since
the reason for this prohibition is because it is an extra bother (Xr7v), why discuss only 105, when it applies to all o
o 2. The X3 answered the reason he mentions only 1o is because this Xin was in the midst of discussing 109 topics,
therefore he mentioned that one may not bake 72y ns on 103 (even though it does apply to all a°21w 2°n°). Why could
not the X713 give the same answer here; that the Xi1n mentions 5"V specifically, since we are in the midst of discussing
the laws of ros.
2 See the Xm3 there that 72y N2 means 7217 ND an overabundance of bread, which is not necessary for v"v.
3 moon is distinguishing between the omission of 2°210 o°»° by 73y no (which is not that frequent) so the reason of
*Xp 1092 Xin sufficiently explains the omission, and our case of 72%° X% which applies every naw 27y, which is very
common and frequent, therefore that fact that *Xp 11092 Xin is insufficient reason to justify this omission.
4 In order to avoid a mistake in 715971 by the public, the X1n must be extra clear and not mince words.
> However there by 72y nd (which means 72171 nd), there is seemingly no reason why one may have assumed that it
is limited to mo® only, therefore *Xp nova Rin is sufficient reason to omit v"y.
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It should not have stated 'Y, and not relied on (the excuse that) *Xp 7092 X0 —

mooIn offers a similar case where there is a specific concern:
= 391091Y RIIN (3,3 97 %) SNNIY 01PN W92 )9

And similarly in the beginning of w712 22 P79, one can make the mistake -
$139% DIYN NONIN MYYY NHONX NDON 29y¥a XPITT

That it is specifically on 2"y that one is prohibited from doing work because a

329 is offered on 5"y, therefore the X3 there asks why mention this prohibition of work on "y,
when it applies every v"v 293 v"y .8

Summary
The answer of *Xp 1092 Rin is not sufficient to exclude the NN2w "2y, or alternately

when there is room for error we cannot answer *Xp 1092 Xin.

Thinking it over

It is apparent that m90IN cites the X3 from 7w 2P as a support to the "n1 X
answer of Moo (the concern of "W X>°X).” However seemingly the X3 in 23pn
137w can equally support the first answer of n1901n that there is a difference between
mpaw "27y (which are 7°7n) and v"y 27y (which are not), so why does n901n use
this X3 as a support for the second answer exclusively?!

6 The mwn there stated that it is forbidden to do 7982 on mdd 27w, The X»3 asked why mention only 9"y when it
(seemingly) applies to every v"1y w"y.
" See ‘Thinking it over’.
8 The xm3 there as well does not give the answer of *Xp 109 Rin for the same reason he does not offer it here, since
that reason does not justify the omission, because people may err in observing the ;73771
? See footnote # 7.
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