D7D TIVRID'T YA DRI 17717730 noon MY AT TIHY 1y opT

23.7.11
61b (72977 101°8) 2 62b (R10Y 225 72973 7IND RI22200)

7,5 mew ORIVY YT YY) DWHY HY D212 HY NAR PY TR RIp OR PR 712 IR 12 0TAYD KDY DR? MDRYn XY 7
2,7 4777: TR DDA NYY) NPYYN XY YR P17 NI¥N 550 MY ROND 2 ¥e) 10RY HRIY? )2 KR 13T .2

I Dispute 811/7aR re liability for worshipping 1" out of fear of someone or love for someone (7R7711 NanNRN)
a  »an:liable —in fact, he worshipped
b R11:exempt - if he didn’t accept it as a god, not liable
i Challenges (to N17):
1 Opening clause of our mwn (12397 TNR) — doesn’t this refer to Nk Nanrn NTaY?
(a) Defense: as per n'nv "1 — any kind of worship, as long as it’s 3713
2 nn27x which allows (as per v. 1) to bow to a person, unless he declares himself to be a deity as did jnn
(a) Explanation: ynn was purely nRvn
(b) Defense: Xn»12 means “akin to jpn” (deity) but not exactly (not nx1n)
3 Anax dispute 121/°27 re: 1y naw for a 3"nd (brings regular 1y 1yw and no YN nWR)
(a) 227 Hwyn MY — must mean NRM NINRN
(b) Defense: case could be 9mn 9mr (which isn’t 927 oYY if he isn’t aware of 1"y MoK at all)
II vy 7's “expulsion” of *Xa1 3 and its impact on the above-mentioned dispute
a  Versionl of *Xat "7 report to 110y "3: if someone did 4 mmay while under 1 n%yn — only liable for 1 nrvn
i Analysis (¥ax ") this depends on dispute jn1 /701 "3 re: impact of singular mention of myan:
1 o’z nyan was singled out to be a 18 (assumption: he rejects marvn ,M9n — would agree w/ Rt ")
2 n2’7 nyan was singled out to establish maxron p15n
ii ~ Challenge (901 27): perhaps 'ov "1 only read nr¥» W55 n7yan because in re: naw, he has v. 2 to set up Mar>n PN
1 But:re 1"y, there is no other verse, all might agree that nknnnwn was singled out ;% n% (supporting jany )
2 Suggestion: perhaps v. 2 could be applied to 1"y as well
(a) But:nnr RNw M0 > 1Y v (w/ mmay pr) could only work if we accept »ar (k17 nanrn)
(i) Response: even 11 could agree —in a case of 1mn IR
(if) Challenge: if so, why did R17 ask 1 (re: naw) if he forgot both (mMax%n ,naw) how many nirvn must he
bring? Should’ve known the answer from his own position — to bring 1
3 Rejection: v. 2 is in the context of m»ap mron, for which 3”n> and ®'w1 have unique nnavp
(a) But: 1"y n1yw (0 12701) equates all > 'n RIp» cannot be applied to 1"y
b Version2 (7111 92 YR10w "7): naw has a XRamn over other nxn and vice-versa
i RN of Naw: if someone does two violations TnR nYYna — liable twice, unlike other nnxn
ii ~ xImm of other nxn: intent doesn’t matter
1 Challenge to #v7. if he did 2 miarYn — the parallel is (e.g.) eating 29n and o7 - liable twice (same as naw)
(a) and:if he ate 29n twice — the parallel is repeating the same naxr5n — liable once (in both cases)
(b) answer: “other mxn” may mean 1"y — if he did several mimay, liable only once
(i) asper:mr "7 —if he does 7071 ,mat etc TNR BHYNa- liable only once
(c) Challenge: can’t read nnxn IRY as 1y, as R0 doesn’t support it:
(i) Note: according to »ay, it would work — nx1m nanxn
(if) But: according to X1, can only be explained as 1mn 1mR — which, in case of nav, isn't exempt either
(d) Answer: perhaps nnxn 9I8Y means 1"y in the Xw»1 and other laws in the Xo0 (e.g. 29N)
(i) And:rovis a case where he thought the 29n was his own saliva and he swallowed it (liable),
1. Contra: in naw, where if he thought the vegetable was already uprooted and he picked it up, thus
uprooting it, he is fully exempt
2. As per: 1™'s quote from YR10W re: poynn:
a. If: someone is poynn in cases of forbidden foods or sexual relations — 12n — he got nxin
b.  But: if someone is poynn in cases of N2W NIRON — exempt; NN NIOR NAVNN NIRYN
(e) block: 13y 1 would prefer not to read a Xn»1 as having a split identification
(i) As per: his offer to anyone who could explain v:3 n"1 according to a single Rin (¥ OR Hxynw v)
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