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Now that even the animals of the righteous etc.

OVERVIEW

The X3 asks how can we say that SX°9n3 j2 X1an ' was given to eat
forbidden food, since we know that even 0°p>7% 5w 1012 are protected from
a mishap, then the p>7¥ will surely be protected from any mishap or
transgression. N©OIN will be discussing under what circumstances does this
‘rule’ apply. Is the p>7x always protected from mishap or only in limited
circumstances?
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The n''9 says that the X7 does not asks this question; ‘how is it possible
that a p>7% sinned’, only concerning matters of eating prohibited foods, for

it is shameful for a P>7% that he eats forbidden food, more than transgressing
other m™ay.! Therefore the X m3 will ask how is it possible that a p>7% ate a M0°X 2o,
since even the animals of o°p>7¥ are protected from such a ‘mishap’.

moon will prove his point that by other m7°2y this question is not asked.
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And therefore the X712 does not ask this question concerning the story of
bXy»ws ' that he read by a lamplight? and he tilted the lamp so it would
burn brighter, as the X713 relates in the first P92 of naw no>on.

Similarly the X3 does not ask this question —
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concerning >82v 32 773 who Killed a single impeached witness.* In both

! See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

2 One is not permitted to read by lamplight on naw out of concern that he may tilt the oil towards the wick
to improve the lighting. This would be considered a RXn»RT 72877, namely °van — making a fire
(stronger). Rvnw° " said; I will read by lamplight and will be sure not to be nun — tilt the lamp. He went
ahead and read, and in fact was 7vn. He transgressed an Xn»7R7 10°K.

3 An on1t Ty is a witness who testified and was subsequently impeached by other witnesses who claim that
he was with them at the time of his alleged testimony and he could not possibly have seen the incident he
testified to, since he was somewhere else at that precise time. If the alleged testimony of the o°»n1r o7y was
concerning a capital crime, and the o111 7y were impeached prior to meting out the punishment to the
accused, then the o»m11 07y are put to death in the same manner they intended for the accused. This rule
applies only if both o°»n1r 07y were impeached; not only one. *X2v 12 777 ruled to kill a single am7 7v. The
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these cases of PRy’ " and °Xav 12 777 the XX did not ask how is this possible; Xnwn
91 o738 YW 1nnaa! This proves that we ask this question only if it is an 7772y of eating a
MoK 127, and not by other M2y (even 217 120w naw M°n!).

moon wishes to clarify his position:
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And concerning that incident in the second P92 of nM2in> n>on that they

mistakenly elevated a slave to priesthood on the testimony of "oy 372 7ry7x ';

in some texts the X»3 there asked this question "31 102 Xnwi'.> However —
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The n"1 does not include this question of 1231 Xnw:7 in his text -
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Even though that there is in that case, of 711757 72v 1997, a situation where
forbidden ;72yn was eaten by the wife and children of this 72v, for they

ate forbidden to eat 71%Y90.% The reason we do not ask the question of 'xnwi' in this
case even though it is an 7°5X MR
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Nevertheless since the ‘wise man’ himself (i.e. the testifying 27) was not
transgressing an eating prohibition he only caused others to transgress an
eating prohibition, therefore it is not logical to ask the question of 'xnw'. That

question is pertinent only if the 7% himself is 79°9X% M0O°X2 w21, not if he was ‘just’
2won others.

mMooIN anticipates a difficulty:
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And concerning the episode with XaR =92 719%9° 39 who forgot and tasted

some food before ;797257; which is not permitted -
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even though the X713 says there that the punishment for eating before

X3 there chastises him that he spilled innocent blood. It seems *X2v 12 7717 was a party to 77X MOK!
4507 272 YR ' testified that he saw 717N being distributed to a particular person. In certain places 72170
was distributed only to 0°172, not to 0°17 >72y, even though the 0°175 72y may also eat 717N, In those
places if one receives 11N we assume that he is a 75. What actually transpired was that *"2ax7 saw 72170
being distributed to an 72y in a place where 710 is given to 0°172 *72¥; however this incident was reported
to a place where 01773 *72¥ are not given 717N, so they mistakenly assumed that this 72y was actually a 372.
5 See ‘Thinking it over” # 2.
6 The 72y himself that mistakenly, they were 7117737 79¥» is permitted to eat 17N since as an 172 7av he is
considered 1903 nipn of a 1713 who is permitted to eat im1n. His wife and children however are 7n1702 710K.
" See ‘Thinking it over” # 3.
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79727 is death through choking;® we can surmise that it is a grave transgression;
and nevertheless the &) does not ask 'knwi' even though this is a transgression of

eating. And similarly —
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And in 7w WRY NOO7 it states that the food of the Babylonians is tasty on

the day of the great fast (2>9°377 1) of those who live in the West’
(Israel).'® The 922 °12 actually ate on 119°> av. Nevertheless the X3 does not ask the
'Rnw' question.

Mmoo explains:
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It is not such a reprehensible act if it is ‘merely’ a matter of eating

something permissible in a forbidden time; as in eating before 797277 or even on
71925 a. If the item eaten is inherently w2, only that it was eaten at a forbidden time, it is
not as disgraceful as eating something which is intrinsically forbidden. Therefore the
question of 'Rnwn' is limited to eating a 710X 7127, not to eating a N 727 in a MORM JAT.

SUMMARY

n"apn will protect °p*7¥ from not being w21 in eating a 70K 7OX1 even
M3, for it is a *Rax for a P7¥ to eat a MOXR 7o&kn. This protection does not
extend to other M2y as evidenced by the fact that Rv»w» ' transgressed the
naw and °X2av 12 7717 was responsible for the unjustified death of an om1 7v.
A p>7¢ may inadvertently cause others to eat a MoK 9aRn, as evidenced by the
fact that a family of an 72y ate m17n illegally, based on the testimony of '
DY’ 272 DRV,

This protection against eating a MMOX 228n is limited to food that is
intrinsically 708, however protection against eating a 710 112 ININT 7987 is
not guaranteed; as evidenced by XaX 72 "»7° ™ who forgetfully ate before
12727 and the %22 °12 who mistakenly ate on 7192 av.

THINKING IT OVER

8 mmooX is often translated as ‘the croup’; a coughing choking disease
9 HRW 7R is west of 923, therefore in the X723 it is referred to as 'R27vn'.
19°On that particular year they were 279X 72y» in *"X making it a 30 day month. The people in 932 were not
aware of it and they fasted on what was actually the ninth of *wn (they thought it was the tenth since 217
is [almost] always a 70m of 29 days). On the following day it was 2°119°277 o in *"X, while in 722 they were
feasting.
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1. How do we explain the significance of the >Xix of eating a as 110X 72o8n
opposed to other M1 ay?!2

2. How can we justify the opinion of those who are '®nwi' ©713 in the case of
nnna% 72y 19v7,"° while still agreeing with the basic premise of msoin?

3. Why was it necessary to add that eating before 712082 \nnn 7772021

4. Can we derive from this m»oin that 31277 *MO°K can also be an MR
xxon?!

1 See footnote # 1.
12 See n"o X710 — X"PY (and 7"nR # 110).
13 See footnote # 5.
14 See footnote # 7.
15 See 19102 '7 "0 7210 and *"™a.
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