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Can it be considered as a n*o»=> — BT YRR 1IN

OVERVIEW

"X posed a query whether a hand which is extended into another mwA can
be considered a n°7»75 or not. The difference would be if he is permitted to
retract his hand, with any object he is holding, back to mw" where his body
is. If it is a n°o»73 it would be forbidden, otherwise it is permitted. M50IN
qualifies the scope of this query.'

mooIn explains that this query (n°91725 IWYNW 177) is relevant in a case -
— N9 9NN 12392 JAN NNTINDY NINT ANDN 1T NINHNY D

Where, for instance, he stuck out his hand, which contained items,
outside to the 7"717, and the query is whether he is permitted to return his

loaded hand back to the °"77; however in other situations this query is not
relevant -

mooIN proves that in other situations an extended hand is not considered a n°>n1>:
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For we learnt a ;71w in the last P9 of 3219°y noon -
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‘A person may stand in a "7 and move items with his hands in the
2"} This proves that (generally) an extended hand in the 2"77 is not considered a
n°on1; for if it were, he would not be permitted to move items in the 1";777 with his hands.
It would be considered as if one is transferring something from a 2"77 to a 9175 (his
hand) which is prohibited 112175.*
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And the hand will not be considered a nv»»22 ([even] according to one side

' Moo may be limiting the scope of the query based on our Xn3. After the Xm3 asks n*1733 Awynw n, it
continues "3 777237 *NTIRY (WMIOR) IM0IR "1, which is seemingly superfluous, unless we assume as Moo
will explain that the query is limited to the case of 121 ™ 177X>.

* See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

’ He may move them (only) less than a distance of M»X '7 in the 71";77; we are not concerned that he may
bring them into the *"'77.

* See “Thinking it over # 2.

> When one wishes to return the extended laden hand from the 2"711 to the *"71 there is a strong similarity to
transferring an object MW7 N, since his hand is in a different mwA from his body. However, when we
are discussing the hand vis-a-vis the mwA in which it is found, there is no appearance of two N1"w";
therefore we consider the hand as part of that mwA. One is therefore permitted to be v%v7 in the 1"'71 even
though his body is in the >"71.
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of the query) only in respect to the other 29 where his body is present,
for this relationship between his hand and body is very similar to two
separate nMwA.

SUMMARY

A hand extended in another mw" is generally not considered a n°9n12. The
only possibility that it may be considered a n°on1> is whether he may return
an extended laden hand to the mw" where his body is.

THINKING IT OVER

1. mooin states that the query is only n™Mwa '22 and regarding *77KY,
however in all other instances there is no query; indicating that it is not
considered a n°%n15 and would be 201 (as the case in ]’:11'1’37).6 However in
our mwn where the 2"7v2 (for instance) extended his hand outside, the "1v
may not take it from him, seemingly indicating that the 2"7va 7> is a n>7173;
for if the 2"7v2 7> would be considered a 71"77 (as in 7217°Y) why would the
"1y be prohibited from taking the object 2";wa 71!’

2. mvoIN proves from the 71wn in P217°Y (which states that one may stand in
the *"71 and be Su5vn in the 1"777) that an extended hand is not a n¥5m13.8
Seemingly one can even assume that his hand is considered a n°9n72 and
nevertheless he is permitted to move objects (less than M»nX '7) in the 7"7"
since there was never a 7m7 in a n°o112 (his hand); he merely moved the
item from place to place. How can we justify mson proof?!”

% See footnote # 2.

7 See nnnm K.

¥ See footnote # 4.

o See X"y1 "1 and 0 MR PR DRI,
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