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I Further exploration into n’nan’s attitude and rulings regarding the om>
a  Dispute: whether or not we rely on their acceptance of norms not explicit in the text; in re: eating D»m> nxn
i p’m may eat it on noa and may use for nxn nnxn (i.e. we rely on their fulfillment of 11w, not explicit in n7n)
ii a7 itis forbidden to use for n¥n n¥n — they aren’t careful about the details of the law — (i.e. about M*w)
iii 72w7 regarding any matter which they committed to — they are more careful than are YR
1 Difference between 172w1/7’m. suggestion — perhaps things that are explicit yet they aren’t committed
(a) Rejection: 3"aw7’s wording should be yptnn or
2 Rather: if it is not explicit — p”n prohibits and »"aw" rules that if they are committed — we can rely on them
II  Revisiting 827’s ruling about parn® m21 H71R TMWN - may give him a checked knife and eat from his no'nw
a  Reason: he won’t abandon that which is 91mn and deliberately eat 11oox
b Suggested support: ynn owned by someone who doesn’t destroy it is 1mn after noa
i Reason: he swaps with a non-Jew (to avoid noan 5 92yw ynn)
ii  Block: perhaps that follows w™ (0”1 noan 5y 92yw pnn) and not > (n"nn) — and it’s simply 13277 pov
iii ~Save: even if so, we don’t “consider” that he may have swapped — he does swap (to avoid Mo if convenient)
1 9mm 5. if he is careful about a 13297 (noan vy 12Yw ynn), certainly he’ll be careful about nv'nw
¢ Suggested support: Rn»11 — everyone may slaughter, even 'ma, 57y and 1mwn
i 57 must be due to principled refusal, not medical “exemption” — else he is perfectly fit
ii 71012 must be re: m5 1, else that’s no different than 5 (1R 9215 TMWN) — yet his nvnw is valid
1 Rejection: perhaps if he regularly eats m%111, we can’t trust his nonw (he’s too accustomed to m%11)
2 Rather: the Tmwn is 071 nM2YY, per Y '3 report in YRMW’s name - we may eat from the no’nw of a 1"y% TMWVN
III Assessing 11y "v's ruling (R1nW DW1) — the NVNWY of a 1"y TMWN is permissible
a  Source:v.1—1arnr (who was an adherent of Yya-worship) slaughtered and vawin’ ate!
i proposal: perhaps vowi didn't eat (only states that arnx slaughtered)
1 Save: nnon (enticement) always involves a meal — even in v. 2 (1"y% nnon)
2 Inspite of: v. 3 ~'n claiming that jow enticed Him to destroy avx for naught (a: in re: 'n, no eating involved)
ii  proposal: perhaps he only drank (wine) but didn’t eat
1 Challenge to block: why is drinking the wine of an 1"y 721y different than eating his slaughtering?
2 Save: wine would only be a rabbinic prohibition of D1 nno —not yet enacted; unlike no'nw
(a) Defensel: a king doesn’t drink without eating
(b) Defense2: the verse associates the “enticement” with the slaughtering — ynn>o»...nam
iii  proposal: perhaps n’an % 9WR 721 (in 2RNX’s court — he was righteous) slaughtered
1 Answer: the verse indicates lots of meat — he couldn’t do it alone
2 Perhaps: the 7000 who were still loyal to 'n (v. 4) slaughtered
(a) Block: v. 5 indicates that the retinue of a king are like the king
3 proposal: perhaps vVawin’’s men were also “low”; a8NR’s men slaughtered for them; N7 for vawi
(a) block: v. 5 implies that the retinue of a righteous king are also righteous
4 proposal: perhaps 18NR’s men slaughtered for him; vaw1”’s men slaughtered for him
(a) block: he wouldn’t have separated himself — not due to v. 6 — as Pvw="010 defeates that, rather v. 7
b support: v. 8 —9R was brought meat, according to 17, from arnR’s kitchen
i block: if it's by God’s word, that is different and can’t serve as a model
ii  tangent: X111 - meaning of DAY (v. 8) — really ravens
1 Question: perhaps it was 2 men named 2y (viz. v. 9); Block: highly unlikely coincidence
2 Question: perhaps they were people from a town called amy (per n7a *7’s take on v. 10)
(a) Block: then they would have been n»amy
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