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I Tangential discussion about status of 1"y which is yp7p> 9210 — dispute 3Ny “/(pI) RPN 12
a  Question: rocks which got dislodged from the mountain (and then were worshipped) — what is their status?
i Argument for 9777 as per 0
1 Counter: a mountain is set in place, unlike this dislodged rock
2 Save: animals (which cannot become objects of 1"y while alive)
(a) Counter: animals are alive
(b) Save: mountains
3 W77 T¥7. N0 DIR YT NDAN 2 IMn
4 Applicat: dislodged rock has no o »» nvan = amn
(a) Challenge: the common denominator is also unchanged, unlike dislodged rock
(b) Modification: nwn ¥ is either mn nYya Nnna+mountain OR from nnn nnnat+dried up tree
ii  Arqument for 110x: that's the purpose of v. 1- to anticipate the argument and ban nonetheless
b Suggestion: ’ptn is the lenient one, as per his question about erecting an egg — whether it is MOR ipso facto
i Assumption: he then worshipped it and his question — is erecting it a nwyn > without erecting, 1mn
1 Explanation: this is parallel to a dislodged rock
2 Rejection: wpm may indeed be the stringent one, here the case is that it wasn’t yet worshipped
(a) Challenge: if not yet worshipped:
(i) If: we accept the principle that 587w Yw 1"y is prohibited upon designation — obviously m1ox
(ii) And if: we accept the principle that Y87’ 5w 1"y is only prohibited at worship — obviously amn
(b) Rather: case is that the Y87w set it up and an "3y came along and worshipped
(i) His question: is this similar to a brick (in which case — 1OR); or is the n¥’a na’pr not as obvious (yp’n)
I Two essential questions about using p1p> 9231 which has been worshipped for sanctified needs
a  &pn 7217 can the rocks of a worshipped mountain be used for narn? (use for ma»)
i Even if: we argue that N1y Y¥R YpIp» 1202 7291 W — the nam is only a 127pY 1w, not a 12p itself
ii  Answer (837):1"p from pnR: (v. 2)
1 If: nnR, which is permissible, even when v1n, to V110, but is MY MOR even if YpIPs 92NN
2 Then: certainly 1y, which is prohibited when v19n to a citizen, is m21% MoR even if 721N
(@) Challenge (»777 7772 X237 77): perhaps 1"p is the opposite, proving that 11nR is not max> MoR if 720! (v. 3)
(b) Defense (x17): if we can argue equally forcefully with lenient or stringent results — X1 n% 137372
(i) (challenge: from »™/R™ in 2:1 DNOY; answer — Y"1 was just reminding X" of his own argument)
b ~pn 92 p7 if someone bows to a stalk of wheat, can it be used for mnin? (2" question about use for n1ax)
i Arqument: perhaps the change (wheat to flour) makes it a new item = Imin
it Answer (2777 77792 87037 79): ruling that offspring of nam *» s are permitted
1 And:®™invalidates
2 And: 9 ruled that dispute is only if they were Y081 & then became pregnant; if pregnant first, all agree MoK
(a) And: our case is akin to being pregnant first (wheat was already in ground)
(b) Rejection: animal is the same inside and ex utero; unlike wheat which is now flour
¢ 577 if someone bowed to a palm, is the 2915 usable for a mxn? (question about use for mxn)
i Note: must be that it was planted first, then worshipped — and according to those who oppose nmin> 72 *0v "
ii  Question: is it “rejected” for use for 'n?
1 Modification (’n°7 ") case is an NTWR that was subsequently nullified/rejected (by n™2y)
(@) Question: is there n¥n Y8R "NT (meaning — once an item has been rejected for use for mxn, is that rejec-
tion permanent or can it be “rehabilitated”)?
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2 Suggestion: solve from T:1 PYINre: TN NOI:
(a) If: he covered it and it became uncovered, he is no longer liable
(b) But if: the wind covered it — he is liable
(i) j2rp /7. this is only if it subsequently became uncovered; otherwise, he is exempt
(ii) 2”7 infers from here that nnxn S¥R "7 PR
1. Reasoning: since the 0T was exempt when the wind covered it — but then when it became uncov-
ered, the obligation was regenerated = nmxn SR "N PR
(c) Response: 9"'s question was how to understand 8™
(i) Was he: sure that »nT R = 291% may be used OR
(if) Was he: unsure and ruled ®1mn? (re-cover blood) but wouldn’t apply it X)pY, allowing 2919 —pn
d 97 if someone bows to an animal, what is the status of its wool for nban?
i Question: which n%an?
1 If: for nnna M3, this is the same as n"27’s question (MaxY)
2 If: for nowx — this is the same as ™’s question (nxnY)
ii  Answer: that's correct — but he asked due to his subsequent questions — about using the animal parts for musical
instruments — and
iii  His essential question: (if the significant component of nW is instruments = MOR)
1 but: if the significant component is singing,
(a) do we consider: the instruments to be simply accompaniment = 7oR
(b) or do we consider them: non essential and amn - N
e 727 if someone bows to a spring — may the waters be used for nnn oa?
i If: heis asking if we understand the person to be bowing to the water or to his reflection-
1 Then: let him ask about using a cup of water even for non-ma» purposes
ii ~ Rather: we assume him to be bowing to the water
1 And: his question is if he is bowing to the water before him (which is quickly gone)
(a) Or:is he bowing to the source?
2 Challenge: how could these waters become 170R — we assume them to be in the public domain
(a) Answer: could be a spring in his own property, which he has the purview to affect
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