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The mwn in x7y »% 57 72 mentions that even though it
is clearly permissible to light a fire from an existing
flame for the purpose of we1 %m1x, it is prohibited to light
a fire from scratch on 2w ov:

1M X1 DO1ART 75 KDY DOXYA M KD IRT DR PROXIN PR
.07 1 X1 0DV 19 RYY, 1DYR

The xam3 on 27y 7% gives the reason:

2270 07°2 TN XpPT 010N - RNDYD °RND

The xama attributes the prohibition to “%m”, which is
known as creating a new substance. However, it is
unclear in the xa as to what the nature of the
prohibition of v is and also how it applies to the case
of lighting a fire on 2w or. In order to understand the
prohibition of lighting a fire from scratch, we must first
examine the prohibition of =% in general.
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The xam3 in 27y x71 77 naw mentions that there is a
prohibition on naw to crush ice and turn it into water.
However the xama does mention that it is permissible to
place the ice in a cup and allow it to melt.

Regarding the prohibition of crushing ice, »»w1 mentions
that the reason for the prohibition is that it is “%m” and
that by creating a new substance on naw, it is similar to a
ToXRYnN:

, TORDNY M1, NAW3 I XPT DIWH - PR 12V 1D
A9KRT DO0 R

According to »wn, it seems that the nature of the
prohibition of =% is that even though it cannot be
categorised under any of the 39 nx%n, it is a form of
nox%n» on a Rabbinical level, since one is creating a new
substance on naw or 2w oy.

The xm3 in 7%°2 7y 373 77 also mentions the prohibition
of 1% regarding creating a smell on 2w ov:

, MOR: 37 IR XIX 73 7°H7 27?2 WYY AN Y RVIR
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X7 QIWN, 10K °11 DI 223 Y¥: MK 7377 NI - DI 223
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The xama discusses whether or not it is permissible to
place burning incense underneath fruit in order to
sweeten them. According to nmm 27, one cannot place
the incense on burning coals, since he extinguishes the
fire in the process and he violates the nox%n» of 72om. But
one can place the incense on earthenware, since one does
not extinguish the fire in the process. But according to
m27, one may not even place the incense on earthenware,
since he creates a smell which enters into the
earthenware. Likewise, it is also prohibited to place a cup
of spices onto a garment in order that the swell enters the
garment, since he creates a new smell within the
garment.

Once again, >wa mentions that the reason for the
prohibition is that it is similar to a nax%» on a Rabbinical
level:

ORI, M 12 R XYW, DIN2 DIDW - XA TYIPT
WA FORDM AWIVY RIT 1P WA 12T PO, 133770

»w1 IS consistent with his view on the prohibition of
Y that it is similar to a nax» on a Rabbinical level.

The y7am7 and other 71o0 *non on the xama in naw &1 77
27y quote the nmnn oo who offers an alternate
understanding of the prohibition of n:
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The nn1ann 900 understands that the prohibition of 525 is
a form of 1%11. Anything that is came into existence on
naw or 21w o that was not in existence before is 7% and
is considered a form of nzpn and it is prohibited to move
or make use of it on naw or 21w or (see xm3 %2 2 3
x”y). The nmnn 9oo understands that just as making use
of such an object involves a prohibition of 191, so does
creating such an object in the first place. According to
the nm1ann oo, it would be prohibited not only to crush
ice but also to place it in an empty cup or to place fat
near a heat source that would cause it to melt since one is
still causing a new substance to be formed. Even though
the xma in naw says that it is permissible to place the ice
in a cup, he would have to understand it to be a case
where one places ice in a cup full of liquid so that it is
not recognizable when it melts.

A third understanding of the prohibition of % can be
found in the oam~. The o7ama in naw miabn mentions the
prohibition of crushing ice in the same context as
squeezing the liquid out of pickled vegetables on naw.!
Therefore, the n7ama understands that there is no
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additional prohibition called “+°%m»" but rather crushing
ice is merely a form of mwv>no on a Rabbinic level.

Likewise, when the oam1 in 21w or miabn discusses the
prohibition of placing smoking incense near a garment,
he only mentions that it involves a prohibition of
extinguishing the fire — nox%» of nao».2 He does not
mention a prohibition of creating a smell. Therefore, it
would seem that according to the oamv, the prohibition
of %m» is a misnomer and that whenever the xama
mentions 5, it is really referring to a prohibition that
can be categorized under one of the niaxbn.

The prohibition of lighting a fire from scratch, which the
x7m3 attributed to being %, could also be understood in
different ways.

The 3n% ym1 x% nvew and the x113w13 on the mwn mention
that the reason for the prohibition of lighting a fire from
scratch is that it is a form of mox%» on a Rabbinical level
to create something from scratch:

7)) ©P2 AT WKRI RIAW, 7OR9NY N7 TYINT 0Iwn
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This is consistent with >w-’s understanding of the
prohibition of Y.

The 77ax37 niman on the o7amy understands the xama to be
saying that starting a fire from scratch is prohibited since
there is a lack of mion before 2w ov. This is similar to the
nm1nn 9po’s understanding of % in that it is based on
the prohibition of 191 and nxpn and that just as if it
prohibited to use such an object, it is also prohibited to
create it.

When the o7amn discusses the prohibition of lighting a
fire from scratch on 23w oy, he seems to introduce a
different reason than that mentioned in the xan3:

RoXNAY Dar, 7M%n WRA PYAnd XHX 2 012 00 KXW
NI957 07amn7) 29Yan INIR ROXATY IWOR MW TI0K WX
(X:7 pID 20 2P

The oama says that only lighting a fire from an existing
flame is permitted but lighting a flame from scratch is
prohibited since it could have been done before 21w aov.
The 2% that we mentioned earlier attacks that oamn
and asks why he did not mention the reason brought in
the xam3 about the prohibition being based on %,
which he understands to be 7%.
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The o>wao» on the o7ama and other ovpoin offer different
explanations. The “imvwn vy suggests that the o7amy
agrees that the prohibition is based on 1%11. However, the
o7am was addressing a different question as to why it is
still not permitted for the purpose of wsi1 %sw and his
answer is that it could have been done before 21w ov.

The nawn 7oan says that the o7ana holds that 7911 does not
apply to fire, since fire is a means to an end, such as
cooking something else but it has no inherent use in
itself. Therefore, the oamn introduces a different reason
as to why starting a fire is prohibited. The ®°mown
offers a different explanation, where he says that maybe
791 does not apply to fire, since fire is intangible and
unlike a regular object. The mawn n also adds that since
7911 does not apply to fire, if one did start a fire on 21 v,
it would still be permissible to use it or gain benefit from
it.

However, as we mentioned earlier in the case of crushing
ice and producing a smell, the oam seems to hold that
there is no such prohibition as 7% at all. Therefore, one
would not need the explanation of the mwn» an as to why
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791 would not apply to fire. According to this approach
and along with the nawn 3, the o7amn must understand
that the prohibition of starting a fire is a form of m7van
that is prohibited because it could have been done before
20 0.

The @v-y k%) »mo and (37¢p jw°0) prmo also have
clearer formulations that imply that lighting a fire from
scratch is a prohibited form of nvyan:

™ K21 DPIART M RDY DUVYA (P K2 WRD PROXM PR
IDD) 1°°I¥M WRM KPR 1YY 230 01°2 NI XPW, NIONHT
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The xm3 in 27y 5 77 %2 tells us that woy Yo »»wan that
could have been done before a1 o are prohibited on or
21w, As the o7amn writes in 2w oy na%n it would seem
that this is the reason that the o7ama gives for prohibiting
lighting a fire from scratch. What would the oam say
about a case where someone was not able to light a fire
from scratch before 2w or (such as if one was
imprisoned or in a desert before 21 ov)? On the surface,
it would seem that the o~amn holds that lighting a fire
from scratch is categorically prohibited, since the xama
never made such distinctions. However, the o nan 9o
says that according to the oam, if one was not able to
light a fire from scratch before 21w o that one would be
allowed to do so on 2w ar.
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What would the oamn say if one were to light a fire from
scratch for the purpose of wo1 %o itself (i.e. to warm
oneself by the fire)?

This is a debate between >'w~ and o' as to whether
maxYn for wol Yo itself that could be done before 21w aor
is also prohibited. »w~ on 27y 375 77 says that any naxn»
that could have been performed before 21w oy is not
included in the heter of wsi1 Y>1x. However, o’ on the
other hand, says that the xam» only makes such a
distinction within >won wo1 Ya1x. But regarding naxb» of
wo1 Yo itself, it is permissible even if it could have been
done before 2w or. The o7amy in mobn says that ®aw or
on a xn»x7 level, any nox%» for the purpose of woi Y01
is permissible. However, the Rabbis made a decree to not
allow any mox%n» that could have been performed before
21 ov. In 1 70%7, the examples that the o7ama brings are
all of the n1ox%n» that are not permitted for wo1 521x, such
as mxp, w1, etc.

The oamn could be understood in two different ways.
One way to understand him is that all of the n1>x%» that
in general could have been performed prior to 21w o are
Rabbinically prohibited even for the purpose of wsi Y.
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However, all of the niox%» of wsi Yo that in general
could not have been performed prior to 2w oy are
categorically permissible, even if in a particular instance
one could have performed it prior to 21w o». This is the
way that the mawn 73 seems to understand the o7amn.

According to this approach, if one follows the oam’s
reason about the prohibition of lighting a fire from
scratch on 21 ov, it would seem that if one to do so for
the purpose of wsi Yo, it would be permissible. The
x7awn in w7 nay implies this way.

The 8 v has a problem with this approach, since the mwn
and xm do not make distinctions and assume that it is
prohibited to light a fire from scratch in all cases.
Therefore, he suggests that it must be that the 77 only
allows wo1 9ox regarding something that already exists.
However, the 7m0 never allows someone to create a new
object for the purpose of wei 9>1x. According to the v,
lighting a fire from scratch is not only prohibited even in
the case of wni1 Yo but even on a xn>>ix7 level. The v
also disagrees with the mwn 73», who allowed one to use
a fire that someone had lit on 2w av. The v says that
since the prohibition is on a xn»mx7 level, it would be
prohibited to make use of the fire. This is a tremendous
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vin. Most o'nwxn and opois understand that starting a
fire from scratch is only a Rabbinical prohibition.

Another way to understand the oamy about woi %ix is
that he holds that even those miaxbn that generally could
not be performed prior to 2w or would still be
Rabbinically prohibited in a situation where they could
have been performed prior to 2w ov. The °wn »p
understands the o~ama this way. According to this
approach, even though the nax%n» of mavan is generally a
maxYn that could not have been performed prior to 21w ov,
since lighting a fire from scratch could have been
performed before 2w or, it would be Rabbinically
prohibited, even if performed for the purpose of wo1 Y.
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