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I Continuation of investigation of source for m%»a n%x
a  given: finding rights of human worker to eat 7201 (vv. 1-2) and animal v1>na (v. 4)
b Search: source for inverse (1210111 MW ,VIYN1 DTR)
i Search A—wbnaoR
1 Solution #1:v"p from MW
(a) Block: 1w has a n"y of nn*on, which doesn’t apply to Y»a (as per 7v01)
2 Solution #2: double-mention of nnp (v. 2) — extra is applied to v1>na DR
(a) Alternative source (?p8 7): no need for extra 109, as v. 1 could even apply to a porter
ii  Search B—172mn1 v
1  Solution #1:3"p from DR
(a) Block: we are obligated to sustain fellow people, not oxen (as per v. 3)
2 Solution #2: double-mention of 191 (v. 1) extra is applied to 721nna MW
¢ Alternative source for both (8227): v. 4 doesn’t have to mention 7 (could’ve stated nn>ona w110 8Y); we could infer v
from naw and apply to all animals; stated in order to compare muzzler with muzzled & vice-versa:
i Just as: muzzler may eat 121013, so may muzzled (1)
ii  And just as: muzzled (1) may eat w1511, so may muzzler (DTR)
II  Exegesis onv. 4 —use of w7
a  Xna#l: unique feature of v’7 — grows from ground, excluding milking, making cheese etc.
i Challenge: unneeded, as v. 1 indicates a vineyard
1 Answer: 8”0 that v. 2 (nnp) extends to all nmp 5y, might even extend to non ypIp 9713 — H"np
b ®n»91#2: unique feature of w1 — worker may eat only at nax%n 113, excluding pruning (e.g.)
i Challenge: unneeded, as v. 1 already states jnn X5 793 YRy, indicating time of harvest
1 Answer: R™0 in case of pruning by thinning out field via early-harvest, 5"np
¢ Rn1#3: unique feature of w7 — worker may eat only of that which isn’t process-complete for n"1In, excluding
separation of fruit stuck together, which have already become liable for mawyn — workers don’t eat
i Challenge: ruling that a worker may eat from such separated dates/figs
1 Resolution (97): that’s in re: bad dates that are pickled, such that separation isn’t naxon
d  xpa#4: unique feature of w1 — worker may eat only of that which isn’t process-complete for non, excluding
kneading etc.
i Challenge: but in such a case it has already become liable for n"»n
1 Answer: ruling in re: "1, where there is no liability of nywyn
(a) Blcck: in 5", there is no liability for n%n either
2 Rather: ruling is in re: first 14 years in the Land, when n%n was already in effect, but n”yan not yet
(a) Block: liability for mywyn isn’t the issue, rather nax%n 70
3 Rather (82237): enfold Xn»11 #4 within #3 — limited to things which aren’t yet process-complete for n”n & non
III'  Question: is warming up the kernels of grain considered a violation of 9n& 721 D21y or not
a  Attempted answer: the employer and workers are each allowed to manipulate the food to increase/decrease appetite
i Rejection: using other food to affect workers isn’t the question, is using other food to enhance food permissible?
ii  Answer; workers may wait to eat until they get to sunny corner of vineyard, but may not heat them up
1 Rejection: that is due to time wasted from work; if family members are there to heat it up, is it permissible?
iii  Answer: ruling that he can’t heat up, break on a rock or bury in ground
1 Rejection: that, again, is due to time wasted from work (evidenced by use of rock — doesn’t sweeten food)
(a) Defense: it certainly sweetens it, if only a little
iv  Answer: workers may not dip in salt (rejection: dipping in salt is certainly “other food”, may not be about anann)
1 Challenge: workers may dip in salt
(a) Resolution #1 (»aK):""R vs. 9" (in "R, dipping considered nar>n nx for mwyn)
(b) Resolution #2 (X27): if he takes two at a time, dipping in salt is n1wYnY Y21p as per v. 5
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