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Introduction to mrmn NovA

The theme which binds all of the nnoop in P11 170 together is pr-m3 this short (3 04719) now is devoted to those 1257 pertaining to the unlikely
situation where the 51177 p7 raerrs in its rulings - in a limited range of cases —and a majority of the people sin, based on the erroneous ruling. There
is a single W19 at the end of Mwn 58 K771 170 devoted to this topc, along with several other significant mwain the 7710 that inform our understand-
ing of this situation and its consequences. As can be seen below (v. 1), in a case where 51177 772 makes such an error and it is acted upon, they are liable
to bring a special j277 which is called 13y 5¥ 137 D57 79,
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I ’® mwn: exemption/liability for individual when 7”1 issues errant ruling
a  If: 7" errs and an individual acts (sins) based on their ruling
i Whether: he acts with them, after them or they don’t act and he does — he is exempt, as he relied on 772
b Butif: 1772 errs and one of them - or X715 "X TNRYN - knew they erred and followed their errant ruling nonetheless
i Whether: he acts with them, after them or they don’t act on it and he does — he is liable, as he didn’t rely on 7”2
1 Note: in 1%t clause, order is w R 1 RY — increasing wy1'n; in this clause — 1 ®p2)n 851 1 RY — more obvious
2 Note: mention of “one of them” OR “student who is capable of instructing (nxMn> »nKR1)":
(a) ~a7 extends to 2 cases — whether 1) (has knowledge) 1720 851 (isn’t capable of great reasoning) or flip
¢ Rule: if he relies on himself — liable; if he relies on 17”1 — exempt
I ‘sidedoor’ sugya — formulation of instruction that generates liability for 7”2 (> exemption for individuals)
a  Versionl: 581w. 771 isn’t liable until they declare nnx 1 mn
i 077 “1 must say MY onk pImn — without that, the instruction isn’t final/ complete
1 Support (»73x): definition of liability for ®1nn jpr — must instruct practically according to his position
2 Support (8ax 7): if 772 ruled that a woman may remarry (based on nn»m my1) but nnyr — liable, as they didn’t
permit her that
3 Support (82237): our MwN —
b Version2: HRmw suggested mwy5 onr 1Imn; »n>1 1 extended liability to shorter formulat
i Note: all support educed in first version is brought as challenge here
III  n”29/8127 interpreting extraneous phrase in MwWn — 0a 5Y ANV VY
a  N37(versionl): expands to two circumstances: when he was »mWw (mistook 19n — that they erroneously allowed for
1mv) and when he did what they allowed (ate the a9n that they allowed, knowing it to be a9n) — in both cases — M09
b X27(version2): limits exemption to D’ Yy AW — not the above-mentioned case
¢ n7a7 was unsure in such a case if he’d be exempt
i Arguments: X217 either used reading 1 to prove 1102 or reading 2 to prove avn
ii  Note: this is a dispute 1311 '7/27 — 27 exempts, » finds to be liable
1 Challenge (to j3m12 73): v. 2 excludes a 1mn; w"excludes from v. 3 — only if he stops sinning when he is "y1n”
(a) And: our fellow (who heard erroneous ruling) wouldn’t stop when he is aware of what he’s eating
(b) Defense: when he finds out that 771 erred, he’ll stop
2 N27 17 agrees that (“tho m0a), he doesn’t count towards 2% a1 (to generate liability for 72 and exemption
for individuals) per nwa - must all be in the same “error” (of following mistaken ruling)
IV Analysis of liability for nk1n% 87 7150
a  Examples (¥27): Rt 12 nynw, RMT 12 nYnw (great scholars, but never got namo > weren’t 170 772 Man)
i Challenge(7ax); if they were to act based on this, that’d be 7 (no nxron j27p for them at all)
1 Defense: v. 2 also excludes someone who acts “on his own” —e.g. Xty 12 — and is liable for nxon
2 Answer: his nron is to what extent he is obligated to follow 7”2 (even when he knows they erred)
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