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I x mwn: conflict between violator and witnesses — regarding liability for nxon

a

0

if: he was told (“17 11nR”) that he ate 25n, he must bring a nxon
i question: how many “told him” (2 yI1nR)?
1 Approach#1:yInR is plural 22 o1y
(a) His response: must have been to deny (if he is silent, even 1 1p generates 21, per inference from [c] below)
(b) Howwer: that is only valid according to n" (below); onan would exempt
(c) Explanation: mwn teaches that ruling is a subject of dispute nnan/n™
2 Approach#2: vInR is singular (per ®:» min1’ and explanation ad loc.)
(a) His response: must have been silence; if he denies, he is exempt (per [c] below)
(b) However: that is already inferred from [c] below
(c) Explanation: mwn first establishes 2vn (if he is silent), then if he denies — exempt
(i) Source (for liability with 1 7y and 77’n®): v. 1 —he must find out for himself; but if other(s) tell him and
he is silent — 9% yTn & allows for 129p; must be 1 (if 2, obviously 17n) and he must be silent — jnx1 7y
if: 2 witnesses contradict each other (1 vs. 1); whether 13 or %108 (e.g. women) — 191N DWR
if: a witness claims he ate 29n and he denies it — 7108
but if: 2 witnesses claim he ate 251 and he denies it —
i p7rarn-if 2 witnesses can generate nn’n 1vn, 1"p they can generate nRon 21N
ii ~ ppom exempt — he could have explained that he was 7 (>believed that he didn’t eat)
1 Question: is the position of n'nan based on essential manx1 or due to wn
(a) Split the difference: if 1y testify to nrmv and WTpn nR»a today (no wn that he was Y210 - still oy ,20)
2 Proposal: n™ - if 2 testify that he was ®nv (+w7pn nr’1) believed (same 1p as ours); Dnon disagree
(a) Reason: mnan maintain that a person has essential credibility about his own status (sans 1wn)
(b) Challenge (’nx "): this is also a wn — he could have explained "nxnov1 RY” as “N»201 'MRNVY”
(i) Block: this is a replication of our dispute re: 29n
(ii) Justification: 25n is easy to “extend” and work — mw1..on%IR RY; H"np here we modify — ('NY20)...NRNVI RY
3 Proposal: w1 on v. 2 (w1pn Rnon)- must acknowledge; if 2 challenge him, n” — 2n (same 1"p as ours)
(a) 7177 7 a person has essential minri about his status
(b) prwm7: agree with nT? "1 about wTpn NRk»a (and 0’adn); but not about NRMY (MRMVL VTP HIRWY)
(i) Must be: "o NRMY, else same wn for WTPN NR2/0225N should operate
(ii) Defense (§1227): it is MW NRMY; they testified that 90 nkMYa DWTP HaR and he says 'NrNVI RY
1. Explanation: he can’t say 'n%ax1 'n51v, as he admits that 8nv1 and he contradicts his first statement
iii 7% navn follows N "1 (greatest minya);
1 9o» "z nmi 1 only intended that minri for private use and for his own use
iv. Cases where n”1would agree (o’A71K): since in each of these, 2N depends on information unavailable to o1y
1 List: noyn nnaw (could be only n1yn); knvaw n (could have been M1 5y HRW); MTYn N1aw (didn’t intend mTy)

II 2 mwn: multiple nkon »21n and single Darn

a

b

C

if: he ate a few pieces of 25n in one nYyn, only liable for one
i reason (»aN): only liable for multiple mxon if there are mp%nn mnoyn
but if: he ate various nXon »21n in one DN (e.g. Y12 ,An) — liable for each (XN of multiple o1n)
however: if he ate less than MW several times — one n — liable; various o’»n — exempt
i justification (5”): even in several bowls; to show that v’ 3 only sees ppYnn P nnn — RIMNY, not RNPY
ii  some: read this as a comment on y1n »w, which is obvious — 9™ interpreted it as 1 pn in 2 bowls

1 teaching: that YOy "1 sees PpYnn PNnn even RNPY (and considered Y2 Myw in each =P10a)

2 challenge: if v is 1 pn in 2 bowls, w1 is 1 1n in 1 bowl — should be obvious that he is 27n

3 answer (81°27): case where he had ny»1 between 1/2nm13; following 3”1 - 1w »¥NY nY*P PR

(a) Per: 120 naw —if he wrote 1 letter, remembered, then wrote another, onan exempt, but 27nn 3
(i) Reason: 3" — 99w >xnY MY PR (Dnot considered a “break”)
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