27 7"7 ' X,3p nAw 702

Rabi Mayer said; — 935 1952 INOZITY NAW TN AN IR PR 920
If it was Shabbos and he took it out with his mouth, etc.

Overview

n"7 commented that if this eating happened on (a 2" which occurred on) a naw and
he carries out the food to a 1"717, he is 2’11 an additional nXwvn for naw2 X¥II. There
is a dispute between "1 and '01n why »"1 mentions naw.
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>'"w9 explained that the reason 2" mentions, ‘if it was naw”’ -
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Because he would not be 3°°17 for carrying on 'y since there are no restrictions
regarding 1°319°¥ or carrying on 2"’ —

mooIn disagrees:
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However this is not the conclusion in X% 172X 25, where the view of 2252, who
maintained >"°% XX 217V PR were rejected —

mooIn offers his explanation why »n" mentions naw:*
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And the X 3 there in Mn*> concludes that »"7 mentioned naw in order to
increase the amount of nRWR that one can bring and to hold him additionally
liable for transgressing naw [and 3''7).

Summary
*"w7 maintains that according to 312 XX 217°Y 7R 1", however N1BOIN maintains

that there is "% IR¥¥ 217°Y and n"1 is merely increasing the number of nXvr.

Thinking it over
The X3 in M0 merely negated the proof of 0797, however it did not find any
contradiction to this ruling, so there is no strong challenge to >"w9.°

Lax "2

2 According to this view (of 0797) there are no prohibitions of any kind regarding X7 on 0" 2"v. [There is no need
therefore for 17717 *217°Y or 21 mn *217°w.] Therefore »" must mention Naw, where there is an IR MOR.

3 The X7mx there concludes, X7 X172 21977 KX, It is therefore difficult to assume that n"2 maintains 2"1°2 XX 2779 PX.
4 Seemingly he will be 211 an extra nXwn according to "1 if he carried it out on a ‘regular’ >". Why mention naw?!
3 See 2717 WY and 07772 *10.
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