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L. 7 mwn: consequences of eating pynn nn1IN during mxnn in
a. anwz full payment + wmin as fine
b. 7rnz fully exempt (even from value of nmn as fuel, if he uses it for a fire)
II. Back door ®mv — liability for eating nmn and form of payment
a. N:7.mpram if 71 eats, drinks or anoints awa nmIn — must pay value +vmn; even if nrnY NPIN
i. Ewven: if he ate the wmn, must pay a wnin on that (i.e. wmn takes on status of nn1IN)
ii. Question: is payment made based on value (0'n7) or amount consumed (17n)
1.Note: no question if food depreciated - no worse than thief (0510 nyws nYwn — per R:v p”1)
2.But if: food appreciated since violation — pay per n'nT (original lower price) or N (current high price)?
a) Proposal: proof from ruling that eating dried dates and paying with fresh is laudatory
i. Assumption: he is paying per weight (which is why he is praised); if paying o’n1, no “praise”
ii. Rejection: he is paying the same amount, but in the form of a more martketable item (n>1n)
b) Proposal: proof from our nwn — must be paying nn; it has no current value
i. Rejection: our mwn may follow 317, who (above) permits nXin from pnn (>has monetary value)
1.Challenge: 2™ clause — fully exempt if he eats ynn nnyan intentionally; should be liable
2. Answer: that is due to n”15p (per n"a17); the n73 he gets for eating ynn subsumes the financial 210
b. proposal: n vs. onTis disputed by »™ /172" in R DNoa RNovIN
i. case: regarding our issue (NP2 RN NMIN YNR)
1.p”7. same position as our mwn — exempt (even Mv1)
2.27277. liable
a) Argument (77): he has no nxin
b) Response (17227): he has no nRin from nxrnv MmN all year — yet he pays
i. Comeback: during the year, there is npon IM’n (03 may use RNV MMIN as fuel); not during mxnn an
ii. More similar to: (non-)liability for juice of nmn-berrys.
ii. Note: dispute is only about a case where his nm7n became ynn;
1.All agree: that if he knowingly made ynn as nn1In on mxnn an — no nwYTp holds (pPHn)
c. X771z interpreting v. 1 —»"ar1 and Xnon ry5R "1 debate liability in our case of eating noaa ynn nmAn
i. »7an7. focuses on N1 >exempt if he ate noaa ynn NN
ii. n’x7 liable
1.Arquments: as above; "R — there is no NRin; N”R7 — just like NRNY MMN the rest of the year
a) »7anT unlike nkno NMIN, which the 172 could benefit from by using as fueld
b) n”47. he may also benefit from it as animal food or fuel
d. »7ax 3721 ,v" and »"ar all agree that NRana MoK yHN
i. Dispute: 1"2»1/y™ in Rnoamn (above) is whether he pays per value (»™) or amount (3727)
1.Justification: we may have thought that they agree that nbYwn nn7 %25
a) And: 172 agreed with 3”7 that ynn is RN IMn
b) Rationale: if he held that way, he would have responded like xnon q1y%x "
i. Therefore: he must agree that nR3n2 7vor ynn and hold that nbwn 0 NN 295
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