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I Revisiting 'nXk 7's ruling: if one does several TnR n>yna mTay — only liable for one nxvn
a  Source (7aX): v. 1 — the text combined them into one R (D72YN RY)
II  Analyzing next clause in mwn - declaring that this is one’s god or saying “you are my god” —a1»n
a 37 once he states “you are my god” —an
i Challenge: this is just restating the nawn
ii ~ Answer: 21 is addressing the liability for a nron if done awa
1 Challenge: 13127 wouldn't agree to this as per Xn»1a: only liable for 1m’p ;17971 ;m2°t and bowing
(a) And: we note that nknnnwn was taught according to ™, who doesn’t require a full action for nxon
2 Answer: 27 was teaching according to ™ —
(a) Justification: we only know »”1’s opinion re: 9731, where n1 is spelled out — wouldn’t know to apply to 1"y
(b) Reason: v. 3 aligns ma»” bowing and declaring
(i) Tangential m7n: on vv. 3-5
III  Analysis of next clause: hugging, kissing etc. are only a 185, as well as swearing by its name
a  (N7932) MYHR
i Version 1 (»p°77): only liable for man for qain etc. — not oath
1 Challenge: reason for oath — n”arw 18Y; but qain etc. are m%932w 1RY: (of DTIYN RY)
(a) Example: v. 6 — implies numerous prohibitions
ii ~ Version 2 (p27): only liable for man for oath etc. — but not 92in etc.
1 Reason: no man for mv92aw 8Y, but oath follows N7 "1 — Nn"aRW IRY carries NN
(a) Support:inre: v.7, nTi» "1 read nwy as teaching that there are no man for yPmn %1 (NWY5 PN IRY)
(i) Dissent (372 77): no man there due to it being n”arw 1RY (=N’ 1 maintains N”aRY IR gets Man)
IV Analysis of next clause — swearing/vowing by its name (exception for names found in 77an — vv. 10-11)
a  Source for prohibition: v. 8 (8a=>not to use it as a referent; 8b—>oaths and vows)
i Also: not to cause others to vow/oath - e.g. partnership with pagan which will lead him to swear by his god
ii ~ And:v.8is a warning for n1m nvon
1 Challenge: warning for monisinv.9
2 Answer: warning for n»n
V  Tangential observations/statements about 77 772y;
a 277 only permissible nayy (scorn?) is of "y, as per vv. 10-15
b “history” of 581’ 0¥'s “allegiance” to 77 A2V Vvv. 16-17
¢ Deletion of ¥171 73 of 17t nm1ay and subsequent diminishing of 7772v7 87¥% vv. 18-20
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