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I.  Analysis of next clause in our mwn - "na7w jnY”, forbidden for naw M
a.  Definition(727): 10w of nmn that became &nv; called naw 1Y as it must be burned
i. Reason for prohibition (737): since he must burn it, he may tip the lamp to burn it up more quickly
ii. Challenge (»2n): then it should be permitted to be used for v"v; but 2:1 naw prohibits
1.  Answer: that is a precautionary measure against use on naw
iii.  Reason for prohibition (X701 ’7): our Mmwn refers to V" when it falls on vy — since we don’t burn 07 on V"
1. Challenge: since 2:1 explicitly prohibits using v"a na™w 1nY >our MW must be including all naw »21y
2. Defense: next mwn is providing the reason for our prohibition; no na™w jnw since we don’t burn v"v1 V"W
3. Support (for n”): R:2 naw knavn — all prohibited fuels for naw may be used for V" except for N9V NV
a. Reason: because we don’t burn Dw1p on V"
II. Discussion regarding mentioning special days in pran n>1ay nban
a.  Questionl: mentioning N3N in NN N7
i. Lemmal: it is established (only) by 13227 & don’t mention it
ii. Lemma2: due to v1n D019 >we do mention
1. Ruling (82177 77): do not mention; if he wants to mention it, he does so in MRTIN
2. Story: mvw " corrected someone who thought to mention it in 5w nn;
a.  Correction: just like n%an — in "nRTN”
b.  Question2: regarding mentioning n” in NN N7
i. Lemmal: n™, unlike 11N, is 17NN 11 > we mention it
ii. Lemma?2: n", unlike v"1" naw, has no naRYn Mo'® >we don’t mention it
1. Ruling: 17 —we mention; X»1n "7 — we do not mention it
2. Practicum (8p»7r “7): follow 29, as RYWIR "1’s ruling (>:3 M372 RNAVIN) supports it:
a.  1.m571 ¥noou. days that have qon 127p (n”mm n™), we say mwy nnw, and mention the day in nay,
if he omitted it, must recite again; no ©v12n 5y V1P but are mentioned in prn n>a
i. However: days with no qoin 1279 (2”02 of mTRYm nyyn) - say N1wy nnw and mention the day in
n%an ymw — if he omitted it, do not recite again, no V120 Y V1’ and no mention in PrHA N2
¢ Question3: mentioning NN in 90 (of 121N Naw and nav n™)
i Lemmal: n2nn generates no qon on its own >no mention
ii. Lemma?2: the day is a day of nann which has 4 m>an >mention
1. mmm 27 #0777 no mention
2. 1 ppn2 ' mention
a. 9oy "1 »ax: the position of »1 0" is that of 19, who ruled that n”1 naw, the 170an doesn’t mention n”1\
i. Reason: if it weren’t for naw, there’d be no X1 on N
ii. Challenge: not analogous; there is no ®’21 at all on n™; but here, he mentions 121N in N INY etc.
b.  Rather: similar to this ruling of 21: 1°van of 821 at nawa nnin doesn’t mention vy (if nawa V")
i Reason: if it weren’t naw, there’d be no ®’21 publicly read at nnan
iii. Conclusion: we reject all (?) of these opinions in favor of 9”27’s ruling:
1. 5727 when >"nv falls on naw, we mention naw in Ny, as the day (which is naw) has 5 m>an
2. Challenge: we have a contradiction in rulings
a.  On the one hand: we ruled in accord with 9”17 in our case (mention n31N in qoN)
b.  Yet: we follow ®21, who ruled that on naw % which is v"v, the y"» (at night) omits mention of 210 oy

i. Reasoning: if it weren’t naw, there’d be no y"v (reciting the yaw pyn)

c.  Defense: in that case, even naw is unnecessary; aw Pyn nnk 1271 was established by the 1321
i. Reason: due to danger (of people being left late in 3”271 alone)
ii. But in our case: the day has a 2vn of 4 m>an

III.  Analysis of the rest of the mwn — also prohibited are Y& and fat
a. 707 oy permits cooked fat
b.  nom whether cooked or not, may not be used
i Analysis: wnan seem to have same position as p”n
ii. Answer: they disagree whether to allow if some proper oil was mixed in
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