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'R mwn: if the 3”3 issued his own xR0 for himself a1wa and acted on it awa — liable for nwn 103 79
a  Defense: if he forgot the reasoning behind his ruling and relied on that original ruling
i &7 since if he knew, he might have retracted it, considered like T >5np
b But it: he issued it awa but acted 1101 or the reverse — he is exempt
i ap7az per v. 1 oyn nnwRY equates 3"n2:: M1, needed in spite of possible wip’n, since 3”2 might be more like X*w)
1 Reason: mwn is like X*w1 vis-a-vis nron for 1"y - oyn nnwr> needed
2 Ifso: »"n2 only liable when others follow his ruling (::max)?
(a) Block: mxon %y 2mpm (v1) - his own actions, not others’
3 Note: »na doesn’t bring »>n DWR per v2: Ron:nnw, unlike 3"n>
¢ Reason: nx1n of a "3 for himself::172 nk7n for the people
2 mwn: if 33 ruled for himself and acted on his own — his own 99 is 7931
a  However: if he ruled in parallel with 772 and acted along with the 11a% — their 127p exempts him
b Reason: he is on a par with 7”2 — must give nx1n that nullifies some and maintains some (see above)
i Aswell as: in 1"y per »»yn:1yn, in spite of 1"y’s special status
¢ anaznron Yy (v1) 2 included with 17,
i Challenge: not needed - just like the ®w3, who is also singled out for a special nxon
ii  defense: ®w1 is included with max for 5”ny N9, unlike 3"n>
1  Note: must be case where both he and members of 7”1 are PRY91n
2 Note: “by himself” — »ar thought meant in a separate locus, with separate D1oR
(a) ~27 location is insignificant; rather — as long as it is separate R
d  Premise: if his ruling was re: 29n and their was re: 1"y, this is considerd separate — different reason and nuavp
i All the more so: if his was 1"y and theis was 25n — completely different ma3p
ii ~ However: if his was one type of 29n and theirs was another - is this separate?
1 On the one hand: they have the same 129p — but it’s (mis)interpretation of separate D’p10a
(a) Or:1is 25N one item;
(b) If: we accept that Xy TR 291 DY, what if his is 25n and theirs is 7 - different or the same (same 127p) — ¥p’'n
» mwn:only liable for 921 n5»n (mistake in NX71n) and nwYn NAW (acting without awareness); same for 313, same true for "y
a  Source: v3 — same for »nd per v. 1
b Same for r’y: Rn»71: per *»Yn:1Yn, needed because 1y is dealt with in a separate nw19, R"1 no need for 127 nYYN
i Note: »"n3 not mentioned in re: 1"y — who is author?
ii 227 in Rn3, where he requires only nwyn naw for 3”3 in case of 1"y (0NN require 127 DYYN)
1 Agreement: that a n1YV is brought and that 3”n> doesn’t bring nYn pwx
2 rejection: just as the parameter that it be something that carries n13 if done 721 was omitted
(a) similarly: the parameter that 3"n2 requires 7127 nYyn for 1"y was omitted (i.e. it is 1217)
3 note: 727's reasoning — v4 nwa — this sin is nawa
(a) 27 only applies to someone who is limited to nw; excludes 3"n>
(b) And: consensus on 1YW per v5 nnR wa1 — includes everyone
(c) And: consensus that 312 doesn’t bring "%9n nWR per v2 - only applies to one whose entire nxrvn is nwa
(d) 37 mwn is excluded here, as it only applies to someone who is exclusive nwyn nxwa in both 1y as
well as other nxn, as opposed to 31> who requires 127 0Yyn with nwyn N»v in all of those
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