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In the previous 97 the gemorah began by asking whether

130 MAwS or 130 1inno -whether the requirement of 71917
R is only to permit 770, but 7°nw would be permitted
even without nmop) 191, or whether iR 19173 s
necessary even to permit 7°nw. We brought, and rejected one
proofto resolve this question. In our 97 the X713 brings two
additional proofs, one that the 7w only speaks of 17t and
the other that the mwn also speaks of 7nw. Ultimately, both
are rejected.

In the first 1w X0 the gemorah looks to proove 30 tAA>
722 5V ROR W RY 37 IR R 92 RHDA V'R 1250 37 IORT YOW RN
MOR 7215 YR - Rav Chelbo teaches that Rav does not allow
putting the food inside the 77’3, only on top of the 770 Now,
if the Mishnah requires nmop 1917 for 7w as well, what
would be the problem with placing it in the 77> - after all it's
already swept out!

The gemora rejects this answer and explains that 12517 was
not speaking about 11w, he was speaking about 717, and
102 would be prohibited even in a 773 that was Do 917,
because placing a pot of food INSIDE the 775 on Shabbos
resembles cooking.

With the next y»pw Rn the gemora seeks to bring proof that
130 mnwS and that our 73wn requires VP 1913 even for
7N - and presents X112 where we find 7171 who says
that the "Rnw n°a permit 777w of hot water on a 772 that was
oo 9, while 5511 na allows 777w even of cooked food on
aa 7> that was Do 9173 Now, this is in accord with our
mwn, if our mwn requires MMV o1 even for 7w, If,
however, our mwn» would permit 777w even without 1913
Py, then our Mishnah is

PRD IR AT IR

Not in accord neither with R’Y ehuda nor with R’ Meir whose
opinion in this Braisa is even stricter in this matter.

The gemora also rejects this answer and explains that 773
in the Xn»71 and our Mishnah may agree regarding n7in and
disagree regarding n»nw.

The gemara does not reach a clear conclusion on the issue of
130 WY or 10 IR
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97 naw

The 82 then switches to a different topic...

12 oL 1mn - 15 R'YR - May food may be left NEAR anvd
that isn’t R 1919, The X3 attempts three proofs, the first
and third that it is permissible, and the second proof is that it
1S 71ON:

72 m0b 1 L0 RPN

The first proof'is from a xn»72 that allows leaving a pot on
top of a v 19173 17, even if an adjacent 77°) is not o1
ORI - so apparently the pot may be heated from the
neighboring 772!

‘ The gemora rejects this proof - since the pot in this case is
elevated slightly, and that elevation perhaps causes the heat
from the other 773 to be very minimal at best - so its not at all
similar to a normal case of 0.

The gemora’s second proof which is not rejected, is that 29
R7900 said X1 17 Dwa that if one did nmop, but the fire flared
up again, it is 1M to put a pot near it - the implication is that
itis only permissible to do 7>1>0 because you at least
attempted to do P - even though the effects of it were
then undone - only then is 1>»o permissible, otherwise 7o / )
is not permissable. The x)'s attempt to categorically reject A

this proof fails, although this might imply that smicha is
therefore aussur, the gemora nevertheless does not accept

this as conclusive proof. . ..
P d} It is only permissible

because you attempted

to do nmvp

And then finally the gemora brings a Xn>72 as the 3rd proof
that explicitly permits 1>10o.
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This is a question only according to the Chachomim - who
argue with Chananyah - and hold that only fully cooked food
may be left on the fire on Shabbos - what is the halocho if it is
1 nom povzn! - where the food continues to improve the
longer it stays on the fire.

However, according to Chananyoh this is not even a question
- becuse he holds that even food that is cooked only j2 538>
*’RO17T - may be left on the fire on Shabbos.

The x3 attempts two proofs that 15 797 ppvzn is 9mn, but
rejects both proofs on the grounds that they are speaking
about cases where nmop) 19173 was attempted.

The then X3 presents three opinions as to what what 137 "9
holds about this issue:

1.3 92 92 727 says that 131 '3 holds that 15 79 prVRH is MOR
unless P was attempted

2. nWW 27 says that ;3nv "1 holds 15 79 prvsn is 3mn - and
even food not fully cooked is permissible - like 1m

3.9 92 5Rw 3 says that 130 '3 would hold 15 7o prvzn
is Im» but only if it was 1393 53 bwans - fully cooked

The gemora then presents SXmw) 17 and 103 17 who disagree
with 1377 "3 and hold a more stringent view - that no» ppLV3H
1 is always J1OR.

The gemorah then points out that in towns where they were
the Moro D’Asrah the people must follow their more
stringent view.

And finally... the X3m3 tries to prove from the practices of 1
77 and X7 27 that 15 197 proxn is 1M, however the proof
doesn’t hold up because in 777’1 ’s case he was an>n, and
in X171 27’s case it may well have been 1> v ppwz®D - not

15 1197 PO,
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