I YRIDT VYET ORI a7 T2y Noon WY AT TINHH My B

26.2.5
27a (3 mawp) 2 28a (nawn nR j2sy poonmr 55n 5w A3p 1 37 5237 20 77 3)

712 250NN NIV DR NN 1702 DR DIR 1IN R 19931 139 NNYI NN NH NIY DRY DY NNNT 1P 2P10) 1Y) RI23 N8 DR .
e o AUDY W 1TI P S92 32 paa an .
2 x7777 0 018 D2 D) DIRD DOR AYY? TYR 709YN NRY *DPD IR DY

25:35 4777 DIYTRN "N IR HRIY? 212 7IN2 MYTRI YYTR DY DR WYoNNn XY .

I ’a mwn: taking personal “treatment” from D"y
a  Medical: we may receive 171 "9 but not mway »nan
i Meaning:
1 Cannot mean: yn — if we pay them — wording defeats that
2 Cannot mean: nnn — something not life-threateming
(a) Asper: nmiv 11 ruled that we may not even allow them to let blood
3 Must mean: pnn — they may heal our animals; mwa) — they may not heal us
(a) ~apw 90 we may ask them pharmacological questions
(i) Reasoning: they know that we can ask another and they’ll be found to be lying if they try to hurt us
I Parameters of “terminal case” where it is permissible to go to them for treatment
a v 1 -if he may live or may die — may not go
i But:if he is assuredly going to die, he may go for treatment
1 Challenge: if the 0™y kills him, it shortens his life (by a few hours)
2 Answer: that is not a consideration — as per v. 1
(a) Challenge: story with YRynw’ "1 and his nephew (vv. 2-4)
(b) Answer: interaction with a sectarian is far more dangerous
(i) Explanation: the concern isn’t that he may kill, rather that he may sway the vulnerable patient
(ii) Note: invoking YRynw’ "v's approach to bwn W11'p — where the critical consideration is X*ona/nvax
b v
i Version 1: any wound which is so serious it merits naw %15'n — may not be brought to them
ii ~ Version 2: any wound which is internal may not be brought to them
1 Split the difference: back of the hand or foot — per nank 72 8TR "3, who ruled that such a wound is treated as se-
riously as an internal wound and merits naw %50
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