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1. 2 mwn: status of ynn after Mxn N — "Noan 1Yoy 1ayw ynn”
a. »7x if it belonged (during mxnn in) to a non-Jew — permissible
b. 5Sx7w2 but if it belonged to a Y87 - prohibited, per v. 1
II. Identifying the author of the niwn
a.XNr7772: can help us note that it is not nT? "9, 9" nor 3"
i. Positions: staked out on various liabilities related to ynn
1.1 “x. rules that before (from midday on 7°) and after mxnn an, eating ypn=18Y; during mxnn an=n121 18>
2. v before and afterwards — no liability; during mxnn an=n121 18Y;
a) And: from the time he may not eat, he may not get nxin (this is N1 *7’s ruling)
3.27777 no NR1n MR at all
ii. sources: for each position
1./7m/72 /7. Source for “before”: v. 2 — voy;
a) w71 but then it states mxn 19y YIRN N’ NYaw; rather...
2. "7 juxtaposed to mxn...0’n? NYaw to teach that 1o°R of ynn only starts when there is a n¥n n%IR M¥n (night)
iii. Background: " invokes 3 n’p10a (vv. 2-4); before, during and after mxnn an
1.7 v. 2 is for 1t 7n; v. 4 teaches that even if an outside agent made it ynn, still considered ynn
a) V3: per juxtaposition to DX¥y BnR 0YA (3"77) - the 1t year (0»1¥n nva), only 1 day of ynn Mor
2.7 7 infers ANR 927 "y PN from use of odd word nxnnn
a) And: either rejects "n”7’s inference about 0130 Noy; or infers it from mere juxtaposition of ...onxk BYN
iv. Proposed responses: ™ countered well re: v. 2 — how would » answer?
1.7 needed to establish obligation of eating nxn (™ infers from v. 5 — mxn 198N 193)
2.07. v. 5 teaches that even 8nv (etc.) who can’t eat 8”p eats n¥n (v" — no worse than %y [v. 6] who eats nxn)
a) »71. the nn wrote that in both places — both for 721 121 W (v. 6) and for ®nv (v. 5)
b. Author cannot be: nm "3 (all ynn, even of »3), should be MoR);
i. Nor: w™ (no No>X after noy)
ii. Nor: 3" (never an NRIN NO'R)
c. Solutions: to authorship
i. 37 73 80N 1. author is N1 "1 - he only disallows any ynn (even for eating, even during mxn) if owned by YR
1.Wording: of 1+t clause is inexact; parallel construction with ra
2.Prooftext: in mwn oriented to ®w», allowing 131 Yw ynn because of 12 MR XY - not M1 YV (NPRIT NRWY::NPIIRT)
3.Therefore: if someone ate noan YHY 12w »31 Yv ynn, AT’ 3 would not hold liable
ii. X237 author is v - ruling in our mwn is a vap for violating Nx7” 2
1.7 “r would disallow all ynn (regardless of ownership) (rejects [n7R7T MRW::nHIRT])
2. Prooftext: in mwn supports the vip-theory (v1p due to violating that prohibition)
3.Therefore: if someone at noan Y5y 12yw »131 Yw ynn, N 1 would hold liable
iii. Note: parallel X m'n where they disagree if N 3 would find liability for noan v5y 22pw »21 5w ynn
iv. 3y 92 NnN 71 (redux changed his mind): if someone eats wTpn Y ynn on noy, dispute if it is considered ny»yn
1.And: that dispute is w"1/nmi 1 ("M "7 does not accept NRIT NRWY:NDIIRT NRYD VTP is pAN NPIRI MOR)
a) /7717’1 no n»’yn because it has no value at all; all ynn (regardless of ownership) 1mor

www.dafyomivyicc.org 23 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2013




