X217 1"7 '01n 2,2y naw .7"02

Rovo rules, he is exempt — TUVD AR R29

OVERVIEW
X127 maintains that one who is 7R 72787 1"y 72w is Mwo.! Our NN reconciles
this ruling of X297, with seemingly contradictory rulings.

mooin asks:
= (8,79 9799770) N9 990 12 P92 9INX N 9IND ON)

And if you will say, but p7¥17° 12 w" 0w 13m0 " said in 5791721 9910 12 P, -
= 29N 7Y YaPN KD I1DION 15 ON 2912¥5 DN 1917 DT MW NIY NI NIt NTIAYT

That regarding idol worship, illicit relations and murder, the rule is, one should
allow himself to be Kkilled, but should not transgress these prohibitions, it is
therefore evident that (regarding 1"'V) one is liable even if one does not accept the
idol as a deity —

mooIN rejects a proposed answer:
- (e 41) INPNIY 529 PAD DT DAY NIDN VINT PNAYOY AT 1YY PN)

And one cannot say that X219 follows his reasoning, for X217 said in "'y n2o» in
"' 9D -

= fona NMNYY XYY 20N1a NI NYIINA N9 NTIAYa 1D2ONT
That even by 1"v if he is forced to worship it privately, we apply the 705 of sm
2772 (and he shall live in them [the M¥n]), and this is expounded to mean, but he
shall not die because of them —

mooIn interrupts in order to reconcile this ruling of X217 with another seemingly contradictory

ruling of X27:
= 9212 APY MNN DNY 1IMINRY O21Y 22) (x,05 91 MIINIT /2 PI92 NI 9INPT NN

!'See nanxn 71"7 >"wA who writes; 1Y% TIMNWA DR DRI R DR NA7XA; meaning he does not (necessarily) believe in it,
but rather he bowed down to it as a favor to a friend or because he was threatened (by a ‘friend’). X237 seems to be
saying that 1"v is different from all other prohibitions, where the act is forbidden regardless of what he is thinking;
however by 1"¥ there is no 7in°» 21’1 unless he accepts it as a deity, but not if he merely goes through the motions of
worshipping it without any belief.
2 The case is obviously where he is being forced (on the pain of death) to worship (bow down to) the idol. There is
no greater case of nX7» than this, and nevertheless he is required to forfeit his life rather than to do (even) the
meaningless act of bowing down to the idol which he may even despise (and he certainly does not accept it as a
deity). How can X2 rule that if he is %7 1"y 721 he is Mwo?!
37,m (InR) RIp*) reads; 71X B M OTRD ONR APY WK VDY DR NP DY aRRw.
4 This would seemingly answer the question; that here we are discussing a case where he worshipped 1"y privately
for fear of his life, which according to &27 is permitted. [md01n will discuss later the case of 72787.] X217 disagrees
with the view that by "2 1"y the rule is 22y° HX) 277> even Xy°¥2.
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And this which X29 stated in the second P92 of n121n> Noon regarding witnesses

who were told, ‘sign falsely, etc. or you will be killed’, X217 stated that they should sign

falsely -
- 50%07 MIOWY NNAY NN DT DAY KIN WO NP 5393 TIIYY 131 79 PRY

For there is nothing which stands in the way of saving life except for »'"x "y
and 27 N12%5W; this contradicts what X2 stated in 1"y 'on —

Moo resolves this contradiction:
= 0999 MY MY D) NIT NIAYA XIN 99011 XY 59990109 1N 199N 11929 9N

This is the explanation of what &27 said in m21n> 'on; even the one who is
stringent, and requires giving up one’s life (even Xy1'¥d), he is only stringent by
Y'"3 1" and 237 MO, but not for signing falsely. However X311 permits Xv1°x2a 1.

We have resolved the apparent contradiction in X27. Now N0 returns to reject the proposed

answer mentioned above:
=N OIVN NN HVIT NIIT NIYLT 12 ONRT

For if this is so; that the reason X239 exempts the %7 1"V 72W is because of

this; since it is a case of 1" which X237 permits (even) if it is 1"V, provided it is Xy1¥2 -
= N2 NI (3,x0 pr1are) MNI 7T 9992 AN YNNI INN

Why is %28 bringing proof in nns» ' »92 from various NIN>92 that one who is 72w

XM 7287 1" 1s 2°1; how will that disprove X217 who maintains he is 709 -
= TN ININT NHNDOT AP INI 191 (x,1y ow) YN0 J2 PIDI 9INT NN NINNT N1

Let X217 respond that those min>72 are according to the one who maintains
regarding 1"V, the rule is he should be killed and not transgress, for indeed it is a
dispute between 2°R1n whether we say 72v* 7X1 377> by Xyr¥a 1"y, or not.

NID0IN answers:
= 18Y NN 90NY 29NT 9INRT JNNIY IDIONT NI 9207 90 U

And one can say; that X239 maintains that even according to the one who
maintains that by 1"V he is required to deliver himself for death and not transgress

5 In X271 1"V 'on maintains that one may save his life by worshipping Xy2%2 1"y and here in M3 he is saying that
one may not save his life by worshipping 1"y (in any case). The case of 7pw mnn is presumably &y1xa.
6 %37 is lenient for he maintains that by Xv1°%2 1"y we say 377 X1 72, but even those who say 12> 9X1 317, it is only
by these three cardinal sins but not for giving false testimony.
7 X217 did not offer this answer there. We must therefore conclude either of two options (see 2"77n). The ruling of
X217 that 7w "MXM 1"y 72W1 is according to everyone (even the 7"» who maintains 12¥° PX1 317> even RXyr¥3). Or
that when X2 stated in 5" that 072 °m applies to Xy1¥2 1" that is only according to that 7"»n, however X271 himself
maintains that even by Xv1¥2 1" the rule is 72¥° 2R 377, In either way the question remains how can X2 state here
that he is Mwo?!
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(even Xv1°X2), nevertheless -
= $159 51523 NN 29N XY MY 901 XY ON

If he did not deliver himself to die and transgressed, he is not liable for capital
punishment in 7''52. Therefore 837 rules that he is 1w by AxM() 72787) 727

n1voIN asks:
- D720 NY Y993 191 Y91 70T NIAY NIDNA NAY 9INT DNYAN )2 PUNY 199299 DYDY

And the X"2w=9 has a difficulty; for 829 stated in "'y 'on, ‘everything was

included in the prohibition of 272pn X (do not worship them [1"¥]), however -
= 7590 DIN NIN 7911 NIT ¥1UN DIN XY 012 N 2ININ Y VIV

When the verse specified 2572 5m; this excludes 238 (for he will not be able to
live if he refuses to serve the 1"V); this indicates the only exclusion is the

coercion of the threat of death -
= 5N VIN NIDT NANNM 1D2ONX DIV XN 29N 10073yn KDY HDO2 NN POIIN INY DaN

However other types of coercion are included in the prohibition of 27apn 8> and
he will be liable 7n°n for his transgression, and here X237 exempts him from

punishment even if he served the 7278% 1"y where there is no coercion of a death
threat! !!

N190IN answers:
- MYNY 1YY YaDN NYT 23 YY GN DNDA 199D AP IN) 190 ININT NONNT 1205W991 U

And others explain that this which was stated there that 92y X1 397, it is only
in a case where he is merely implicitly worshipping the 1"y, even though he does

not accept it in his heart for a deity, but on the other hand he makes no explicit

protestations, therefore the rule is 22y° HX) 377 -
- AN NANNND TXAYPT YI9NA NI YAN

However here (in the case of X217), it is a situation where he expresses that he is

worshipping it only 78951 573718% and he does not accept it as a deity, therefore he is M
even though there is no 70" oK.

8 X271 agrees that 72y° X1 37977 can apply even Ry1°X2; however if one could not withstand the test and was 72w, he is
vy, since he was coerced.
9 x,73; the X7m3 cited above. (See text by footnote # 3.)
101f one is threatened that if he does not worship the 1"v, his money will be taken away or he will be severely beaten
(but not killed), he is liable if he serves 1"¥ under these circumstances. See ‘Thinking it over # 1°.
! The X"2w is asking that the previous answer that even in a case of 72> %X 21, nevertheless if he was 12w he is
71w, would apply if there was an 7in 01K, however when X271 rules that X" 72787 he is 7wy, he is not discussing
an 1n°» O1R; certainly not by 72787 (and therefore also not by 7X7), in such a case he should be 2°11.
12 See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
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n19o1n offers an alternate exclusion to the rule of "2y° HX1 377
= AN NANNHD NIN AN P72 PR D9NAYW N1 NP DN IDION 1) ON

Or you may also say, the case by X217 is even by an®o; he did not state explicitly
that he is serving it only 71%7°1 7727Rn, the reason he is 715 is because this is an "'y

that all who worship it do so only 718991 772718, but no one accepts it as a deity -
- 1505 DTN MNNYN HHN YA MNHYN HNN OX BAY 30NN 1YY HN1NT 19NT NIDT

Similar to the worship of j%7, where »X cited a Xn>12 there regarding 7278
nxM, the AN writes! [a72vn X9Y] 072 Mnnwn X2 we expound this to mean; to

them you are not to bow, but you may bow to a person like yourself -
- 1597310 XY 999 1IYN 11902 Ta¥) 199N 919

One may think that it is permitted to bow down even to a person who is

worshipped like 3277; the verse continues 273pn X to include a person 72v37 that it is

prohibited from bowing to him-
= [N IND XN 1N 0NN IDINT 12N KDY 11915 N9 MNP

[And X219 responded that it is no proof, for the X072 meant, like J%77, but not
exactly like 21, for there, 1277 was worshipped 789, and here what we derive
from 072vn R is worshipping a person not from ;IR9, but rather as a deity.]

NdOIN continues:
= 17,)58a 199Y Yap NYT 23 HY GX 2917 PTPTY W 9193 RO NINNNM)

And from that X n3 itself (concerning j277) one can infer that one is liable for

worshipping 1"V even though he did not accept this 1"V for a deity -
- MYNA 1YY 192D NP2 199971 18597 7MY DTRT N7 11913 7a¥) TONT ¥IUnT

For it seems that that this which the X713 prohibits bowing down to one who is
worshipped like 277, is (even) in a case where it is similar to bowing down to a
person like yourself, which is permitted, which means without accepting him
as a deity —

133 %0 7730,

1455 707 nnw.

15 The extra words 07avn X? teaches us that it is prohibited to worship an 72v37 o78. »aX cited this Xn»"2 as a proof

that IR 72A%7 1"y 72w is 270, for 17 was worshipped only 1%7; no one took him seriously as a deity.

16 One is Mwo for worshipping 147, , since it is only AR (even though no one explicitly said they are bowing to him

7RM); this proves that (according to X27) if this 1"¥ is worshipped by all only 7%7°%, one is Mwd even if he did not

say explicitly that he is worshipping it x7".

17 maoin is seemingly supporting his initial contention (in the very beginning of this '01n) that we say 72v* HX1 377

even when mbYR2 17y 192p K.

18 The xn>™2 first cited the 709 of an®» MANwn X2 to exclude any prohibition of being MnNw» to an TMMIW O7X, and

then proceeds to cite 072vN X2 to prohibit bowing to a 172 72v1. It is logical to assume that the prohibition (to 72v1

1712) and the exclusion (of TnMoW 07X) are in similar situations. Bowing to the 70w 07X is certainly where 192°p X

mPR2 19y, so similarly the prohibition of 172 7291 is also even where M?X2 1oy 192%p RS, See ‘Thinking it over’ # 3.
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mooin offers another proof that one is liable for worshipping 1"y even if m7X2 1oy 19290 RY:
= INTIAY NN 1 NYIY MY INDN (3,0 97 pr1ao) NN 7T P92 YINRT MY

And additionally the 71wn states in nyns» '7 925 ‘one who excretes to the 1"V of

1we; this is its proper service’, and he is liable -
= 19899172 11919 RPYT 2) DY 98

Even though he intends to disgrace it. The n1wn continues -
- 71913999 191913 XPT 23 Y N INTIAY NOD 1 DIIPINY Jax PIND

‘One who throws a stone to the 1"y of nv»I2%; this is its proper service,” even

though he intends to stone it -
= YN 1YY HaAPN PRY 29 HY OGN 29NT NNION

It is evident that one is liable even though he does not accept it as a deity.

mooIn rethinks the last proof from 0971 Mwo:
= 2003 111293931 19932 797 N7V 1991910 NI 191919 NPT 2) DY R WD W 11

However one can explain the 211 by 0°21p71 1w that even though he intended
to disgrace it, nevertheless he also intends to worship it in a disgraceful
manner (by 7v9) or through this stoning (by 0°71p7%).

Mmoo responds to an anticipated difficulty on the o'won w»:?!
— 23519 1NYTI5 12y DNUT DIVN 2ZOND NN NANND T2IYA ANT NPNI INT XIT N

And the reason X217 did not deflect the proofs of "2, by saying that all those
cases were in an instance where he worshipped an® 89" n2a8%; he did not say
explicitly that he is 7" Xn 72; is because worshipping ano is like worshipping
with intent and there would be no w17’ to teach us that he is 2>m.

mMooIN asks:
= 2919179 99999 MNNYN NY INNNR NI 9097 NN 9IRN ON)

And if you will say; and according to X33 who exempts one who is 7"Xn 72,

19 The mwn cannot mean that he intended to worship it as a deity, for then it is obvious that he is liable. We must
conclude that the 72w is teaching that he is liable even if he intends 7025,
20 [According to this %71 it is possible to assume (according to X27) that if M2X3192°p X7 he is 7o in all cases. The
rule of 72y° X1 2177° will then be only X°077792 but not Xv1°x2 as MvON originally suggested and rejected. ]
2! The o>wnon v differentiate (according to X217, in cases of M7X2 172y 192p R?) between a situation where he was 72w
ano " k» (where he is 21) or where he explicitly said that he is 7" % 72w (where he is Mvd).
22 Therefore he is 2’1, but X211 rules that he is 7105 (only) if he explicitly said that he is 7"8» 721,
23 Just as there is no w171 that he is 21 if M9R2 19y 92p, there is no W TN if he was ano 72w, even if it was only
TR 72087, since all 72 knows is that he was 1"y 72W.
24 This question is stronger according to the 1'% mentioned above that in a case where it is known that all who are
worshipping him were not 71782 %y 172pn (as the case was by 177), he is M9, so why did not *>77 bow down, since
by his not bowing he could be endangering himself and X2 995 (as it turned out to be [initially]).
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why indeed did 5>79% not bow down to j%7?!

N1D0IN answers:
- 27935 53 157 699918 SNYY 5WHT3 119ANRTI UMY Y

And one can say; as it states in the w97» that 127 had two images of 1"y by his
heart, and it would appear as if *377% is bowing to these images.

Mmoo offers an alternate answer:
= 2979 D493 MY AV NODNA MMIYYITA INIYNTI 2BDUN VYT DIVN TN

And he also did not bow down in order to make a aw w17T5P, where it is correct

not to bow down as we find in 29219 750 in nyeaw noon in the fourth pPap -
s 153‘;7 N9 NN 1179192 09 0N NIV PAR 9195 D199 )\ L)

For instance 2125 and his brother ni°9%, where they gave them water to drink
in a glass upon which was painted the name of an 1"¥ and the brothers did not
take it from them and did not drink from it, even though technically there is no 1OX.

SUMMARY

In a case of wd1 Mpo if one was 712 and not w51 701 he is MMWd according to X2
and even if there is no 1"pd, if he states that he is 7"1¥» 72 or no one accepts this
as a deity he is also Mvs.

THINKING IT OVER

1. The X"aw" asks that ®27 himself rules that by 2018 xw the prohibition of &%
072vn applies so how can X237 rule here that 73787 72w is Mwo.*® However, just as
we answered on moon first question that even though the rule is M2y> HX1 3,
nevertheless if he was 12w, he is Mwd; the same applies to 072yn X7 that by other
0°01 he is forbidden to be 72w, but if he is 72w he is Mo (if MPR2 POV 2P KY).
What is the s'R"2w1 question?!?!

25 See V"o w™ 1721 MNOX
26 Others amend this to 07X (instead of MMX).
27 Regarding bowing to 1277 there may have been no problem since no one accepted 177 as a deity; however these two
mM¥ may have been worshiped by the populace therefore if *277 would bow ono, he would be 2.
28 Occasionally it is permitted to place oneself in danger (especially a prominent person [like *3777]), even if there is
no Mo, if by doing so, it will cause a awsi wI7Tp.
2 2"7. The (7"7 "D 177710) 77w 127p writes that there was a ritual by the gentiles to drink from these cups, and the
brothers refused and they were killed.
30 See footnote # 10.
31 See X"wmm and mana K.
6

TosfosInEnglish.com



X217 1"7 '01n 2,2y naw .7"02

2. Do the o°w1on v agree® with the first answer of MmooIn that by cases of X1 377
H2y°, he is 7o if he was 7219,* or do they disagree®* and maintain he is 2°°17 if he is
121y, however by X27 he is 7105 because he was w191 that it 1s 7"Xn or that no one
accepts it as a deity?

3. mpoin writes that can infer from the issue of m71 that one is 217 even if 192p K7
mYRa 17y.3 Seemingly however we can infer the exact opposite, for X271 there
states that the 072vn X% means 1275 R 1272, for by 17 it was 1R and therefore
709, however the 211 of 072avn XY is not like 17; meaning it is not 7IX7°», but rather
that m»R2 179v 122p; which is the exact opposite of nooIN!*°

32 See footnote # 12.
33 The n" are only answering the question of the X"2w" (but not [necessarily] the first question of '01n).
34 The n"> are answering both MdoIN question and the s'X"2wA question.
35 See footnote # 18.
36 See X"wAmn and Xnp XTI 71T T
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