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And he — 9915 RDR 77790 STIOKR KD NTD 920 MAKRT NTD 20T 1‘13"751
argues with n72 '3, for n7» '1 said; the 77910 only forbade, etc.

OVERVIEW

The X773 states that (the Xn>72 which was cited by) 701> 27 (which prohibits
12117322 X177 [even] by 771) argues with N75 27. For n75 "1 maintains that the
70 forbids only nvay »1%%) (but not [even] “wa 217°p). Our Mooin offers
various views from where we derive that n75 "7 argues with 791° 21.

nooIn asks:
— 17522 NN IT2ON TIUN 1339919 N1IDT 9997 19D NI NN

It is astounding; why does the X ) assume that 701 27 and n75 " are

arguing, perhaps n75 "1 agrees that 313972 it is forbidden even if 173232 N7,
and when n75 "1 said it is not MOX he meant Xn»KRTA!

mooIn cites s""w7 view how we derive that 101 27 and N7 " argue:
— VNN YINWYN NIN MON XY NNIIINTNT 1195 I]Nb U997 Y7V

And "2 who explained here, since according to n79 " only actual

wenwn is forbidden Xn9=IXTH (and not "wa 217%p), therefore -
— Zaa 21959 NYN ON NY 192971

123972 only w2 217% would be ﬁ108,3 but not 17322 X7, this explains the
assumption that 191> 27 and n75 " argue.

mooIn disagrees with >"w7s. The aforementioned explanation -
— NatH DY 21N HINS N7 PNINNN 279 ND NINDNT XN ND

Is not acceptable, for presumably n75 "7 does not argue on our TIw»

which states that a 21 should not eat with a /73%, out of concern of 7772y 2377, it
is therefore evident that the 7127 forbade more than just 7w2a 217°p.

mooIn asks an additional question on *"w7s:
— %990 71333 XN Y133 NI INYI DUNRT 1YY 1Y 99) NIy

And furthermore; does not n75 "7 maintain that regarding ¥¥9 WK it is

oy "7,

w2 211 (closeness of the flesh) indicates that they are physically touching but there is no w»wn.

? The rationale is that the 7327 are M3 only one more level (¥nn w2 217°P) but not two levels (17322 X17).

* This question is specifically directed to *"w1 nuw who maintains that 17322 X7 is merely an extension of
T MOX (see previous 1 1"7 MO footnote # 1). Therefore 131 17322 K17 must be MOX by X"X. [When "1
states "17% 11"72 that 77322 X7 cannot be 732771 MR that is regarding a 771 but not (necessarily) an X"X.]
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TR even if 77A32 N7V 17222 N7, Again it is evident that the 13127 were M3 more
than just w2 217°p. Why then can we not assume that even according to N7 " that X7
17322 is 7312771 MOXR by a 771,

mooin offers his explanations:
— 19 %397 NX)PH9T 0N 19°29 Y9N

And the n''1 explained that the reason the X723 assumes that 101° 27 argues
with n7o ", is -
— 7aY3 NIY M%) HY NP NINX N9IN NIDN NYT 11999

Because since the 77790 only prohibited a closeness of (W nwn) ny»mw "9 -
— 9935Y NY3 *MPST 199507 21190 TORY 1P NIN 1A NOXY 139 1N )9 ON

Therefore the 7127 can only prohibit and decree regarding conduct
which is similar to that which the 790 prohibited, which is situations

where there are two minds (and) without change (the circumstances are
regular) -
— AN OY 21N YIRS N N9

For instance the prohibition of 772177 @y 2177 %2R KY, they are aware of each other

and find themselves in normal circumstances -
— %W MIYIT RIINT NTH2a NI 11H3a NN YaN

However in a case of 77332 X7 17322 RX¥7 where there is dual awareness
and also an unusual circumstance -

— Ty 77322 NP 17322 NID WIN YN 19PaRT 179 224 *a0 KXY
n72 'Y will maintain that even by 2R nwX that 777322 RX¥7) 17332 RI7 is
permitted and certainly by a 7771 it is permitted.

mooIn offers an alternate explanation:
— 79 %297 XD WD PNYY 13%a9)

And the "' explained the 'n72 '27 X392 in this manner -
— Sunn 199y 59932 RIN 199D NYY T9Y RIT 799 1INRT 19

Since N75 " maintains that the expression of 7297 (closeness) applies

only to actual N1 Y 43 -
— UNN YWIRYN 1N 2997 XY N1 AUN INY 19 ON)

So perforce the 705 of 39> XY 771 AWK YK (which was cited previously

> my7 means that there is another person who can prevent transgressing the prohibition.

® Others amend this to read 121 5" 71207 LR w1 mvT Xo°RT. See however 2717 1wh.

7 According to the n"9 (see previous 71 71"7 '010) the MK of 131 17322 is only 132772 and 9" argues that
there was never such a 777°12 (see footnote # 4 [to avoid the apparent contradiction in M501N]).

¥ 5" derives from the words (;719¥ M237) 127P0 XY that it means wnn w»wn only.
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[from 8p11°]) means actual e »wn, therefore -
— 919 Y1923 NIN YIOND WIN NYNN YPINA TNDY PR WY
We cannot go back and derive through a wps7 from (1v9) 2R NN to
forbid by a 771 if it is Y7323 R17, etc. -
—ymynwunn Na%99 YUY 1aNY
which will uproot the expression 73°9p from its meaning (of w»nn wnwn).

mooIn is not satisfied with *"3 w17°5:
— VNN YINYN ¥YRUN NNV XY INYI HYUNX XNT NN P

And this explanation is lacking; for the P05 of X»w X? ¥ nwK, indicates
R WA (this is the meaning of Xnv, at least as much as 7277p) -

1097323 N9 17323 NI 13290 297 1999N)
And nevertheless we forbid 777332 X7 17322 X%7 and we do not say that you

cannot be ¥°pon the Xnv N from its meaning, similarly by 7173 we can also say that even
though it says 727°p, nevertheless 131 17322 X177 1s MOX.

SUMMARY

5"9 maintains that 17322 X317 is permitted (by a 7771) since: a) Xn>7IX7TM there 1s
only an Mo°X for wnwn therefore 112777 there can only be an M0°X for 217°p
w2 and not 17322 (°"w); b) there can be no MO°X where there are M1 NMy7
(n"); ¢) an MOX of 17222 by 771 would uproot the 2109 from its mynwn (°"7).

THINKING IT OVER

1. According to the "1 that there can be no M0°X of 17322 X7 by a 771 since
the p109 states 29p° 89,'" why then is there the prohibition of ¥ 2177 %9x° XY
marm?

2. MooIN negates *" w11 by asking why is there an 191 17312 MoK by &"X."
However why does mpoin assume that there is an Mo°X of 1732 by '*X"X
according to n7o 29!

? See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

' See “Thinking it over’ # 2.

' See footnote # 9.

" See X"wn.

" See footnote # 10.

' Especially since it is apparent from mooIn that according to the N there is no Mo°X of 17322 by X"X (see
footnote # 6 & 7).

% See (187) K@,
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