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I Analysis of v™’s words — originally they were called ny>aw »avIR, once the noix increased, they called them noy»aw »1mo
a M 27 originally “n»yraw-collectors” were 9v3, those engaging in commerce were 5108
i Then: people hiring the poor to collect for them increased — they invalidated both
ii  Challenge: it should say oan 12990
b ham 1 originally they invalidated both; once the Roman harvest-tax collectors increased, such that people were di-
rected to plant on n’yaw (Va1 Mpa+1a1A MYaw), they allowed collectors, but maintainted the ban on oMo
i Story: 9™ “tagged along” with 2 nnan for 1w M2y, saw people engaging in work during nonw
1  Note: he assumed them to be n’113, as ©’113 are suspected of not honoring nvnY
2 Result: they were considered nyw1 7wp and would not be counted towards naw may
(a) Tangent: on DYV WP, story of R12W (WpIN’s scribe) — vv. 1-12)
II  Analysis of "’ 727's caveat — our 4 categories of 9102 only apply if the *7/79 has no other livelihood
a 2R naon follows 1™
b nar v all of these 4 are only invalid once 7”2 has announced their status
i Regarding shepherds: dispute if they require nr1an
1 Question: to opinion that they require — 17 ruled that 5108 ny17 Dno
2 Answer: that means that once we know someone is a n»17, they announce his status (without checking further)
¢ Story (5xw 92 899 *3): only 13277 D5 require N1, if N”HN 191 —no NN needed
III 3 additional rulings about mTy 5108 from 0N "7
a  If someone accepts money from non-Jews, he is invalid (isn’t ashamed to debase himself for money)
i Caveat: only if he does so publicly and could have secured the loan/gift privately
b  someone who is suspected of »”1 is mTYY w1 (even though he receives man for NYINWN N2V RY)
i challenge (nww 9):if he is man 27N, how can he testify?
ii ~ Note: 1™ concedes the point in re: testimony affecting a woman’s marital status
1 &2227 only for divorce; but not for pwyTp (he’s believed), in spite of v. 13
¢ A sharecropper who takes a small amount of ripe fruit during harvest season is still 1w2
i Reason: he believes he is entitled (as a Y»9) = isn’t considered onnT YV
1 Counter-example: 7ar 1 invalidated two of his sharecroppers who stole large amounts
ii  Related story: undertakers buried a man on maw; 9™ put them in on and declared them 51vs
1 »%7 /772 777 declared them 7w), as they thought they were doing a mxn (and assumed the nIn to be a n192)
IV xam »arre: invalidity of mmit 7» — whether it extends back to perjury (¥19n%) or begins at point of nnrn (X205 1Ran)
a  man:retroactive — n3Yn (as the "p” of 0"p 9"y)
b Ra3: from point of invalidation
i Explanationl: credibility of mn>mn over nnnn is a WI1N- implications only apply from point of wymn
ii  Explanation2: essentially agrees with »aR, but concern for unsuspecting nymp% mitigates
1 Split the difference: if 2 testified against 1 7y or he was invalidated due to something else (no wy1n)
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V  ram »arre: %109 of one who eats m% 21 to act defiantly (o'van% m5 21 5518 9mn) (1arnY — for monetary gain — all agree is %109)
a 7R ”va-heisaywyasperv. 14
b ®av:valid - only invalid if he is a oanT YW1 (for monetary gain)
i Challenge: those who steal or who violate m»aw are invalid as per v. 14
1 Assumption: includes all m»aw (even non-monetary)
2 Defense: only includes nnn nyaw (the word miaw refers to the generic of “oaths”)
ii  Challenge: those who steal or lend with interest are invalid as per v. 14
1 Conclusion: »aR’s position is refuted
iii Suggestion: this dispute parallels dispute n"1/0v '3, regarding status of yona omir 7 for Mwal *r1a MTY
1 »”7once onn for anything, he is invalid for any ny1y (::7aR)
2 pp /1 if he is onn for mnnn »7, still valid for mwai »7 (:827 — we only apply his invalidity X2p% xannn)
(a) Rejection: all agree that according to »ov "1 that we wouldn’t invalidate
(b) But: dispute is whether n” would invalidate
(i) 7an applies n™ directly
(ii) A7 limits n™’s ruling to oMt 7» who is n112% Y7 vy ¥ > %o
1. But: in the case of ©y3n% Mm% 21 Y218 Imn, he may still be N1»1% 230 > Jw>
(iii) Final ruling: as per »aR
(iv) Challenge: he was refuted
1. Answer: that refutation follows »ov "
a.  Challenge: if n" disputes »ov "1, n2%n always follows o1 1
b.  Answer: in this case, we follow n", as there is a mwn ono that supports him
(c) Question: where is this nwn ono?
(i) Story:»28'v’s saving Xnn 71 by invalidating one of the witnesses against him (for murder)
1. Witness: had two o>y testifying that he was a thief
2. Suggested source: mwn ruling that anyone who is fit to judge 17 is fit for n™7
a. Which: cannot follow "oy '3, as he would have mnnb onw Ty be still fit for 17
b.  Must be: n™
c.  Rejection: context there is pony "8, not invalidity due to myw~ (proven from xo°0)
3. Rather: from n:® 0"y, which lists onnT DYw1 (e.g. gamblers) and slaves and then establishes a rule:
a. Any: testimony for which a woman can testify, these can testify
i.  Cannot be: "ov 3, as they can testify mwa1 »»72 but a woman cannot
ii.  Must be: n"
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