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For the master said, there is nothing, etc. — 912 227 7% 7K 772 ART

OVERVIEW

X217 asked that we cannot fault the 07y for signing falsely under duress (of the
loss of life) for jam "1 states that only in three instances must one forfeit his life
to avoid transgressing an 77°2v. It would seem that X217 agrees to this ruling.
MooIN points out that it is not necessarily so'.

— 7373 RYN 0NN XY NNRT INDY 199N Zwia
The explanation in citing this ruling is to be understood as follows; even
according to the more stringent view in these matters, he is not stringent
concerning all commandments (that one must give up his life so as not to

transgress any commandment), but rather only in these commandments of ¥"x 1"y
7"5W1 is one obligated to be wo1 0.

mooIn explains why we must interpret the citation in this manner, and not simply that X237 is
citing a ruling (75%77%):
= NYNL 1YY 99012Y 2990 1IN 23N IPXANT 92077 1291 N2

for X29 himself maintains that even by these three m7°2Y, one is not obligated

to give up his life if it is done privately as x2- states it —
- INWY 430 192 PIPN PNY (v x,7 91 INPNAYS 5249 P93 NAT ATHAY NIDNA

in 'Y noon in 5'"1 P95, and according to X271 there is no difference between
these three to the rest of the mx»; in private there is never an obligation for w91 n°on —
99235 N9Y 3909 179191 *NYD N9
And in public, by all n1x» one should rather allow himself to be killed and
not transgress any mxn. Therefore when X217 is citing this statement it cannot be 75%7%; but

rather he is saying even the strictest opinion does not require 22y° 9X1 377 for signing falsely
on a Y.

! See, however, &7 7"7 X,71 1"y Mmoo,
2 The term "W’ (or 73) in MO (or >"w1) [usually] denotes a departing from the simple understanding of
the text; namely that X271 agrees to this ruling.
? From the simple reading of nmaon it appears that according to 827 the rule is 317 X1 12y° (even) by 07 n2"ow.
However, elsewhere (2,75 0’nod) we find that 827 rules regarding o°»7 n>*ow that 12v° HR1 317, giving the reason
of "5v P10 777 X177 N1 KM, which would seem to apply to a case of Xy1¥2 as well as X079, 2"x).
* moon is explaining that we cannot say that when X217 states this 9 9»X that Y21 1"y X9 121 127 72 PX he is
discussing a case of X°0719 for then the ruling is that 712y> X1 3777 by all the mx»; not only these three. See
‘Thinking it over’.
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SUMMARY

There is a dispute whether the three M2y are singled out for 22y° HX1 377 even
Xy1¥2 (°"), or whether all M2y are the same; there is no XyI¥a N2y PR 27
only if it is X*077792 (X21).

THINKING IT OVER
If X217 maintains that X°07192, the rule is 72¥° X1 317 by all m=vay,” then what is
his question; perhaps they were forced to sign the 807792 0w ?°

3 See footnote # 4.
® See X"wmn.
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