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I Analyis of implications of "a mwn: all minn are 25yn and how that impacts on s (must be %191 in all 4 to generate 59)
a related dispute —nnan/n™: if he had Y19 nawnn at the ymp, but not N1 (or vice-versa)
i nmows
i ©non:no Y19 until he is 9n in the entire 1'nn
1 9™ dispute is not whether 9'nn '¥na o'93an; rather the case is where the 5wa was first, then npnw
(a) n":npnw is determined by nwRY NYT that precedes it (0nan — need explicit nyT at each)
(b) proof: our mwn notes this if first was Mp>na then other 3 were not — Y108
(i) -> if first were Y19 and latter ones were not — 59
(ii) therefore: our mwn is authored by n”1 (n'nan wouldn’t allow for Y18 regardless of the order)
(iii) and: if n™’s reason was 'nn 'xn1 09390, then even the case in our nwn would be Y19
2 pny 71 5Rmw "3 our Mwn follows 13117 — and "Np'na” means “proper” w9 intent
(a) and: mp'n3 XYY means either 1MpnY YN (X17) or NNWYWH RYW (PWR "1 —in a NRYM NDOA)
(b) challenge: implication is that without these “other errant thoughts” >%a (‘tho only 7xn »xn)
(c) answer: written that way in "2 mwn as parallel construction with 'x nywn
3 further challenge to 5”1 when does 58 on one ninn count — on NX’'NN NamM
(a) but: 07 placed inside, such as 43 of 5”nv or 11 each of 1”3 79 or ¥"wTN 79 — if he was Y191 in the 1%
(set),2nd or 34 — n™ sees it as 79 (2 he holds 9'nn »xna ovan) and 1117 — until he’s Yian in all of them
(b) defense (pan 22 pny’ ’7): case here is where he was no'nwa %an
(i) explanation: at each step, the blood spilled out and they slaughtered a new 72 — at nv'nw, he was %an
(i) challenge: if so, why do 1127 disagree? this was a 7nnn %31 5wa
1. answer (827): 00N here are MYYR 7, who holds that for yina nbyn, no liability unless he is nYyn
the entire j27p —i.e. only at the point that the nT1ay is completed
a. inference: he would also hold that 5wa must apply to the entire nnThn 970
2. rejection: X171 (himself!) said that X" agrees in re: 017, as per his ruling (with w™) that if there was
an interruption in the 0Tn M72Y on 2"nv, pick up (with new B7) at point of interruption
(iii) rather (827): case is where he was %191 in the 1% set, silent in the 2"d and Y391 in the 3 set
1. to teach that:even here, n”1 would see the np'nw (in 2" set) as following nwR N7 (of 1% set), in
spite of the nawnn in the 3¢ set (which, we might have thought, re-defined the silence)
2. challenge (»wx 77): there is no mention of pnw1 in that Xn»1a
(iv) rather (»wx 27): case is where he was 991 in the 1%, 2" and 3™ (of 4 — 4* being narn Yv 1INV YY)
1. to teach: in spite of mawnn of 2" and 34, npnw in final segment follows NWRY NYT
2. challenge: language of “Pa...a” indicates that not all 3 had s nawnn — rwp
(c) revisiting »”1. he rules that there is 9wa and n1>
(i) challenge: 921 requires proper N1 (otherwise) — but once he was Y191 in the 7"p1p, that 07 (of the
78 or YVW) is meaningless, and when he throws it in the wp, there’s no n¥»
1. answer1 (737): case where at each step, the blood was spilled and a new 7y 15 were brought
2. answer2 (827): could even be without spillage; it is n¥In for purposes of 932
(d) revisiting “43” of 5711 challenge — we have a version which records “47”
(i) answer: if the o7 put on NP is mixed — only 43; if 1YWY 18 kept separate there — 47
(ii) challenge: there is a version which records “48”
1. answer: that is according to 7"n that n»1>w are 25yn
4 further challenge (to 579): (ruling about nnna %19, that any single nmay is sufficient) only applies to nxnp,
placing it in the >3 or n25n
(a) but: if he placed the ymp with nawnn and the nnab without — or vice-versa —
i) 277 13 VYY Parm Swa
(ii) o2pm7: no N3 until he is 1nnn Y31 HIan
1. note: this allows for either the 1+t or the 2¢ to be the nmay with the %wa nawvnn —
a. therefore: N1YWRY NYT is not n™’s point; rather, he holds that vnn *xna o5n
2. defense: perhaps it only refers to a case where the first one was brought 5wa nawnna
a.  Dblock: then the two cases are the same (no need to repeat)
b. additionally: another version of the Xn»11 explicitly states "9 INRY” — RWP
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