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I.  Analysis of next clause of » mwn — prohibition against reading by the light of the lamp on naw
a. 717 regardless of how inaccessible the lamp is — even 10 houses high
b. Inference: if two are present, they may read
i Challenge: xn»a rules that even two may not read
ii. Resolution (&7): if they are reading together, permissible (they’ll remind each other about 7yan)
1. a»arifitis a nn, even with a lot of people around, still prohibited
iii. ~27 if the lamp is there for the honor of an important person, he may read (he’s not accustomed to adjusting it)
1. Challenge: story with w5 12 YRynw’ y who read (alone) and forgot, violating naw
2. Defense (8ax 7): YOOR 12 YRYnW " is unique; he waives his own importance for n7n »aT
c.  Conflicting mn772: whether a wnw may check cups etc. (for cleanliness) by the light of the lamp
i. Resolution1: if he is the regular wnw, may not — as he is afraid for his job and will inspect very carefully
ii. Resolution2: naphtha (smells bad, permissible) vs. oil — prohibited
1. Question: may a »12p 1wRY WY use an oil lamp? (based on resolution #2)?
a. Answer: he may, but dispute (21 vs. nn7 ") if we practically allow it (related story)
II.  Analysis of next clause in mwn — 11N may see where students are reading but he may not read
a.  Explanation: he may identify where the beginning of n1»w1a are
i Challenge: 201 ruled that mpn may look over nywia
1. Answerl: may mean nwia YoRI
2. Answer2: the children are afraid of their teacher and won’t tip lamp > may read fully
III.  Discussion related to final clause — ar should not eat with nar
a. Comment: R"2v1 — note how much n1nv has become common — only had to teach ar with nar (not Mo with nxno)
b.  Parallel: a a1t who is w112 shouldn’t eat with yaxn oy ar
i. Reason: shouldn’t be too familiar; yIrn nY a1 may feed him wpn 1RY (»aR) or RNV 07127 when he is NNV (R27)
c.  Question: may a nT) and husband sleep together if both are clothed?
i. Proposall (9o 77): dispute w”a/n"a if fowl and cheese may be on one table (0”2 — may not = prohibited)
1. Block: in that case, there aren’t multiple actors (to remind each other of prohibition)
2. Support: 3"2w1 permits 2 “roomers” to eat at one table, one eating meat and the other cheese (myT)
a.  Challenge: Y% mw ruled that that permission only holds if they don’t know each other (in our case>710R)
b.  Block: in that case, there is no »1v; in our case (of the clad couple) there are myT and 1w (to remind)

ii. Proposal2: from our mwn (ar may not eat with nar) - prohibited
1. Block: in that case, there is no "1w
iii. Proposal3: v. 1 compares WX nWR to N1 — prohibited to lie with XX, even if clad->same applies to n71 IMYRD>NOR

1. Note: this stands contra to n19 "1, who only saw prohibition in actual sexual contact (v. 2)
a.  Story: with X"y and his sisters; which is at odds with his own ruling, based on protective “fence”
d. Story from 17258 »37 K17 scholar who died young; wife went from 7”22 to 7’2 to find out why, in spite of his
fulfillment of v. 3, he died young
i. 1775K: asked her how he behaved with her during n7 >
1. She answered: didn’t touch me at all
2. Then: how he behaved during N2y ' (07p)
a. She answered:we ate, drank and slept together but nothing else “occurred to him”
b. Response: that is why he died — he didn’t show deference to " which bans such behavior (v. 4)
3. Note: 1’1 reported that in »®, they would use one (large) bed, with a garment separating them
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