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L. 27’s ruling, based on poa of *27 and ®»n "7 re: "N HRIW together in internal 9¥n and 1987w’ in external
a.Ruling: internal 7¥n creates prohibition for external
b. nww 1. this accords with xn "7 (that internal 13¥n is MoR due to presence of ", even with only 1 58w?)
c. /7127 concurred with v
d. ¢9op 27 surprised at both qov 211 117 - if n™), it would be MoR even without external 1xn
i. Proposal: perhaps that’s the way the case happened - but w/o external 23n, ruling would be the same
1.Block: 11 was asked about internal 1xn (if no n¥'n); ruled that the Y87w’ may carry there (in spite of ")
ii. Proposal: it follows »ar3
1.Block: in that case, we would require 2 9R7 in the same 9¥n to prohibit; internal 1x¥n should be 1mmn
iii. Proposal: it follows y™, who rules that nmpna X5>w NIOIR NMPHRI NIMNN 937 (re: inner/outer M XN — see note p. 50)
1.Block: if ™, no need for " in inner 7¥n to prohibit (see his ruling, ahead v nwn)
iv. Answer: if follows »ar1 and y":
1.»7ax7 internal 73n is permitted, since only 1 Y&
2.7G: in spite of the permit for internal q¥n, external one is now MoR
a) Note: only works if there is a " to create the extending prohibition
e.Question posed to 27 does this hold equally true if 589w 11 in external 9¥n and 1 589w’ in internal
i. Similarity: 5R7v might live with " in external due to exposure or
ii. Distinction: might not live there since his “disappearance” could be explained
1.Ruling: rule applies equally (v. 1 applied metaphorically)
II. Two stories about renting space from a " to allow an 2y1p
a.>”1and some students: were at an inn; a " (absent) was renting a room from another » (present)
i. And: owner (present) had the rights to immediately evict the (absent) renter if he chose to do so
ii. Question: may they rent space from the owner to allow 21vy?
iii. Ruling (5”): since it was a pav, he ruled leniently and allowed it; var "7 confirmed ruling
b. Students of par1 /7. arrived at an inn with no 0”3 present and made an 211y before naw; on naw, owner (") arrived
i. Question: will renting work? Depends if 29915 921w (won’t work; 237°» must be before naw) or n21w> 12w (works)
ii. Ruling: they ruled in accord with qo1’ 72 ®yIn "1 and allowed renting — j3m "3 confirmed ruling (n21w3 1)
1.Challenge (»»7972): 130 "1 had ruled that 19913 997 (should be invalid)
2.Response: his analogy was for 3 other rules of 27vn
a) 119 anwp mng: just like this is sufficient for 27yn, so too for 10w
b) w251 1729®: just as his workmen may represent him for 237y, so too for renting
c)mnrbw: just as 23y may be done for 1 987w on behalf of rest, so too with renting
3.Challenge (»7): based on YR1nW’s complex statement
a) 71081 pa7vp. wherever 2 properties affect each other and may be joined — nullification works
i. Example: an internal and external courtyard
b) 08 PN 22790 if neither prohibits the other, even if they may be joined — nullification is invalid
i. Example: 2 parallel courtyards, both opening to the public, with a door between them
c) pawn pN1 108 wherever joining is impossible, even if they prohibit each other — %101 is invalid
i. Only example: where a " arrives on naw (if before naw, could have rented and made an 211°p)
d) 9o» 27s confusion: claims never to have heard ruling of YR1nv; »ax reminded him:
i. Context: YRnw had ruled that 2 m7¥n may not be mw Svan to each other
1.90r 27 had added that this is only true regarding parallel n11¥n, not one inside the other
2.And: qov 21 thought he had forbidden this on account of “exact reading” (1¥n *wix)
a. »an: reminded him that his insistence on “exact reading” related to another nwn:
b. /wp: the a nan to the m¥n has an analgous relationship as that of m ¥n->houses
c. Snmw. inferred from “maxn” that there must be at least 2 m %¥n to permit nan via ’m>
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