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Introduction to  wTpn 22n2 Y2 — wy-nvv pg

This p1a is based on several foundations: One of the marYn Mmar is naynmany of the details of which we studied in 2 p79; when a
fire breaks out that does not in any way threaten human life or limb, there is no permission to directly extinguish the fire on naw.
9"1n understood that a person will naturally become focused on his possessions that stand to be destroyed in the fire and, as a
result, is likely to forgot that it is naw or the prohibition of extinguishing. This may lead to him directly extinguishing the fire. Asa
result, Dnon made a NN against unrestricted evacuation of possessions in such a case. This decree only applies to the location
presently aflame — not to an area which may (or even will) become enflamed. This decree applies even in an area which is
permissible to carry on naw. This decree only applies to mundane possessions (e.g. food and clothing); regarding wTpn »an3, there is
allowance to carry them to an area where carrying is only prohibited 11271n.There are numerous suggestions offered how to cope
with a fire, including

1. Expanding the number of permissible items for removal, either by involving neighbors or by making several trips;

2. Causing indirect extinguishing — 137> 031 — which is permitted

3. Allowing a non-jew to voluntarily extinguish the fire
Each of the final 2 points leads to a tangential niwn: #7 —indirect “causation” #8 —work done for us by a non-Jew
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I 1% mwn: permission to save wTpn 'ana from a fire
a.  Whether or not: they are read from (n’®an nn) or not read from (n’11n3)
b. Language: even if written in any language = also require nr
c.  Note: reason for not reading n’21n3 — w170 N2 Y1072
II. Translated texts: dispute XTon "1/810 "1 about saving them (dispute only if hold that they may not be used for nx»p)
a. 17’1 may not save them — since they may not be used for reading
i MAwp: “ona PNp PR” Soan3, but only if written in p™nb
1. Yet: even if written in another language, still require N
b.  AX70m ’7 may save them - there is still a degradation of wTpn *ana involved, even if they may not be used
i. Mwp: "Ona PNP PR” Dwritten in any language
1. Yet: even the eroded remains require N
c.  Note: according to authority that allows public reading from them, they agree that they may be saved
d. Challenge (fo #1177 27): ®r>11 rules that even if written in other languages, are saved from the fire on naw
i. Defense (821771 275): this authority holds that they may be used for reading
Challenge (to 82171 27): explicit ruling in Xn»»1 that even though they may not be used for reading, they are saved
i Defense (82177 275): the matter is itself a dispute among ©’Xin in 2:7 N2Y RNavIN
1. jp’m they are saved — (Y1AC4L 449 XLW4L49 1y and)
2. o ’7. not saved (story about 3" going back to jprn 31 and burying a paIn of 2R 190)
3. amir 22 or 1. they didn’t bury it under a brick but under mortar
4. 237 there was no mortar on n’an 90 — and we aren’t allowed to destroy them
a. Rather: we allow them to erode
ii. Therefore: the dispute XTon /810 " replicates 'ov "1 (may not be read >not saved) vs. Rin of kn»1 above
I pympy ma1a - are not saved (a7 Naw ’navIn — with story involving YRynw» ')
a.  Even though: there are mnw and passages from n7n, are not saved, but should be allowed to burn
i. Therefore: we regard people who write mymp as “nn »0MY”
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RMO) v7's question of XN 9”2 n27: if written on anything but v1 (non-permanent) but in p"n% — are they rescued?
a. Non-transitive: to dispute RTon /8170 "7

i. &7 71 might say that since this is Hebrew, it is saved;
ii. n”7. might say that since this is non-permanent ink, it isn’t saved
b.  Answer (817 27 73 727): not saved
i Challenge: ®nnn “1 recorded a ®n»»12 which ruled that they are saved (conceded point)

1. am772 only difference between n”o and n%n is that n%an must be written in WY, on a scroll and 72
a. Implication: other nmav, if written in any other ink, are valid (>are rescued on naw)
N1 "7’s response to question about rescuing a n”o that has less than 85 letters left (due to erosion, for example)
a.  Response: why not ask about »1012 'n» nw1a (the model for “85 letters”) which was missing a letter?

i. Answer: in that case, it is obviously saved, as there are 2 n1121x ('n w) there (v. 1)
b. Ruling (37): not saved (if no m1aR)
i Challenge: Xn>»1 rules that X7pn written in DN or vice versa — or 1y an) — are rescued from fire on naw

1. And: certainly owin which is the Masoretic text (e.g. 987,871y and in 7N — v. 2 — which is 9 letters!)
a. Answer: that just counts towards the 85 letters; but insufficient to warrant rescue on its own accord
c. Question: do the (minimum of) 85 letters need to be in one place or even if they are dispersed throughout the n"o
i. ~217 /1 must be in one place
ii. n”y. even if dispersed
1. Challenge (to 77): ruling that if a n"v is eroded and there are only 85 letters left — we rescue it
2. Defense (11”1 0n behalf of 777): he allows for dispersal, as long as there are complete words
Tangent: discussion of special status of »v11 > nvIa (with n')18n B2 bracketing it)
a. p’mindicates that the nwa is out of place —
i Identification of 747 3"av7, who maintains that this nw1a will be eventually be moved to its proper place
1. Proper place (?wx ’7): in © 7203, where their travels are described (n*%37 nw19)
2. Reason for placement: to interrupt between two nvayma (vv. 4-5)
b. 237 identifies it as a separate 1av, per v. 3
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