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I. Analysis oft mwn (27 clause): if he properly designates a location from a distance
a.N27 must be able to run there and arrive at tree by dark; nawn refers to:
i. Too dark: to get home in time OR
ii. Too late: to get to tree walking at a leisurely pace
b. Story: with qov 271 n1Y
i. Case: they were walking and it got dark; na1 declared nmaw in a place only he could identify
ii. 9o 27 was convinced to “hand over” nn»aw to him, as na1 represented that rule (10:3 1P2171°» '01n) as oY '7’s
II. Tangent: source for 2000 mnk as naw onn (kN2 - v. 1 alludes to ™7 [vnnn] and 2000 [ypnn])
a.mppp: inferred via “daisy chain” of w"n — mipn (v. 1)>no7 (v.2) 29 (v. 3) 2yin (v. 4) [22K (v. 5)
i. Challenge: why not limit it to 1000 mnr, based on v. 6?
ii. Answer: v. 4 employs "»1n”, as does v. 5; v. 6 uses the variant "nxn”
1.Challenge: we are willing to see synonyms as vehicles for v"1 (e.g. vv. 7-8)
2.Answer: that’s only in a case where a more exact match isn’t found — unlike here
I Analysis of dispute D'man/R"an7 in N Mwn — circle vs. square mnn
a.Challenge to 8”27 if he accepts w"n as source for 2K (as above), he should allow for corners (per v. 5 — nRa)
i. And:if he doesn’t accept w1, what is his source for 2K?
ii. Answer: R"an1 sees "n1” (v. 5) as exclusive — only give corners for n»5n »y
1./237: see it as exemplary — this is the model for all pmnn (include corners)
2. Applications: for both n1ayn 2vn and definition of »"n1 (4x4) we require diagonal of 7— V32
Iv. Analysis of final clause in nywn — dispute between nmin? 3 /RN "7
a.y”r. dispute only if he stated “>mpna nnaw” and »1 n™ agree that remote-nn’aw ("11%a mpn1) is only valid for ny
i. »71 1Y chiefly with food; ¥9312 217y is a leniency designed only for the poor;
ii. /77 71 Y chiefly with presence; no is a leniency for convenience of 1wy
1.Rhetoric of mywp: "..R0 ” is n™’s words, referring to “ignorant” nn»aw; ”..1 MR RY” is N7’ '7’s words
b. x7on 7. dispute is if he stated “1%’% nnn »nmaw” (i.e. specific and defned place)
i. Agreement: "1 n™ agree that “local nn»aw” ("mpna 'nn>aw) valid for all and 21y is chiefly with presence
1.And: . 1Rw R0 117 is stated by n™ referring to “remote nn>aw”
2.And: "..y1nR RY” stated by both nmn> 1 n™
. Xr7712: supporting 11 — dispute nT? "1 1”1 about allowing a non-71y to declare 'mpna Mmnraw
i. p”r only allows an 1y to do so
ii. /1 all may walk out & declare nn»aw where they are; onan allowed sending food out for convenience
1.Story: custom of villages to allow poor (considered 01wy as they had food at home) to make n’5312 211y
2.2wx 27 support from » mwn; per », MW gains NN where he arrives — since he’s considered »1y (on road)
a) We see: that “remote” nnaw works only for 1y, but 'mpna nn»aw works for all
d. Final ruling: per 21 — follows N> "1 in accord with 1nn1 '7’s interpretation
i. Story:1m " 11 n11 made “remote” 2171y from home - following XTon *7’s interepretation
1. 7ax: chastised him, since the Xn»12 supports jam 1- and, even per N1’ "1, remote NN»aw only for 1y
V. RNN 92 °'07’s question: does 21171y with bread gain an extra 8”7 (besides the 2K) around the bread?
a.Na7. per our Mmwn, the use of na is a leniency; if he loses mMnR "7, no leniency
b. Block: it’s still a leniency to not go out there on v"y
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