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I Analysis and application of rule at end of nwn — relying on self vs. relying on 7”2
a  liability: extends to case of someone who regularly disregards 7”2 — no exemption due to their error
b exemption: extends to case where they erred, realized it and retracted it — and he acted based on their error
i challenge: that is taught explicitly in the next niwn
answer: first it alludes to it, then explicates
II  Identify of our non; dissenting opinions
a  Assignment #1; Exemption for the individual who follows 772 nx71/7. follows nmin> "1 — contra wnan, who find him liable
i Source:v.1 has 3 exclusionary words, one of which excludes the individual following 172 nRn (n1n’ ")
b Source for onom X711 consideration that if a minority sin, they are liable since 7”2 would never bring a j27p for them
i But:if a majority sinned, they might be exempt — therefore it states nmwya (v. 1) — even a majority or totality
1  Question: what's the circumstance?
(a) If: it was just errant behavior (nwyn niw — without 772 nkn) — there’s no 127p for 7”1 to bring
(b) Must be: a case of errant ruling
(i) Challenge: v.11is in re: nwyn Nw
(if) Rather: read ®n»12 as: a minority is liable if following nX1n, since 7”2 would never bring a 1a for
them; but if a majority (or all) err, perhaps they are exempt as 7”2 brings 99 for them, therefore v. 1
1. Challenge (97): perhaps neither brings in such a case?
2. Answer: since the Xn»1 invokes a minority first = majority will be liable
2 Question: since both nawn and RN a1 are unattributed, how do we know nTin? "3:1wn, DonaN:RNMM2?
(a) Answerl: we see (inre: v. 2) that n'Tn’ " interprets phrases like ours as vwn
(b) Answer2: can’t attribute 171 bringing in case of Ynp 119, as he explicitly states that 112 (not 7”2) brings
¢ Assignment #2 (5x9¥): our MWwN is 0™, contra DININ; per RNMI1 — PANN HIM T 0™ ,1UP 1N
i Solution: must mean that individuals acted based on 7”2 n&1n; they disagree if he is liable
1 Block (979): all agree that he is 7109; dispute is whether 7”3, who follow own ruling, count towards 211
2 Or:dispute is when majority sinned; w"::0n3n who holds liability for 7”2 and 71a% bring
3 Or:nanis nmi 1 and case is where a V2w acted based on its 771’s instruction (see n:R N1wn)
4 Or: wnionis n” pwa 82w and case is where 6 tribes who are majority population — or 7 who aren’t — sinned
I Miscellaneous: >y mwa *or "1 — only the »”R population counts is called 5np (for 211 in our case) — as per v. 3
a  Fluctuations of 277 if majority sinned but then they became minority (e.g. through death), follows nnan/w™ ( a:)
i Question: what if minority became 217 — does v" only consider moment of awareness?
1 Response: he requires both - here, he would also exempt 772
b Series of inquiries about combining two errant instructions to generate 217
i If: 172 erred about a5, retracted it and repeated the mistake — do the two populations that followed them q702n?
1 If: they do, would we extend that to 2 different types of 29n? (i.e. misinterpreting different n’p109)
(a) If: they do, would we extend to o1 25N — same 127 (nRYN)
(i) If:they do, would we extend to 1"y — different 129, but both n13 —1p’n
¢ Inquiry: what if 772 ruled in error, they died and their successors made same mistake
i Note: clearly, the new 7”1 isn’t liable; but according to v, does max bring? Do we we need ny»v of that 1”1; vp'n
d v 71 evenif 100 sat in judgment, all must rule in error to generate liability - per v. 4 — YR nTy 93
i Support (Npwi7 717 7772 K171 79): usually 92::219, but here nn adds Y87’ N1y Y3 - must be unanimous
1 Challenge: our mwn — if a member acts on his own — 27n->if he acted on their ruling, 1109; not unanimous
(a) Defense: could be a case where he nodded his head, implying agreement, ‘tho he knew they erred
2 Challenge: 1:X mwn — if one of them said “nnx py1” - liabl->were he silent, they’d be liable
(a) Defense: as above — he nodded without giving explicit confirmation of the ruling
3 Block: v. 5, in spite of using 3, is applied based on a1 (i.e. if most of Y87 accept nn, it is valid) — rejected
(a) However: nTy 93 (v. 4) obligates presence of all of 7”2
IV Words of caution to 772— that they bear great responsibility
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