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I.  Expansion of 7&n "7’s approach to the maiyn
a. Even on naw: leftover mvy were burned on specially made fire
b.  Therefore: even P09, but only if they’ve already been partially devoured by flames
i. Alternate version: p1w3 and 108 — only are burned up on naw if they’ve been partially devoured
c.  »”rhas to add #5 for 3”nv; 810 that only when 5”7 falls on Sunday (when I may burn the leftovers from
the day before, i.e. naw) do we need a fifth fire; 5"np that we need it in any case
i.  Contra: ®nn " only the beginning of burning is nm7, not the end (e.g. YImn7w A%y Max)
II.  Analysis of X0 *7’s ruling
a.  A7Dn 1 N2V M7, but not NRMVY (in spite of YIYIN::ITVIN)
i. Distinction: naw »nn are “mmn” unlike nrkmv which is "nn7”
1. Therefore: so we burn the beginnings; i.e. the main n793
b.  Xa7 nrmv nmT, but not naw (in spite of 1IN 1TVIN)
i. Distinction: just as it could be brought nrmva nynn2% — but never nawa (if not PavIMy P7NN)
[I. Parameters of the W% of N1an &Y (v. 2)
a. Version #1: all agree that while still on the nam, culpable
i. »ax: even if taken off the nam, culpable — it’s still namn wx
ii. ~a7 if taken off, exempt — since it was already used and separated off
1. Ruling: by yom "1 — culpable if extinguished after being removed
a. Consistent: even with X217 —there it wasn’t used for its mxn
b. Version #2: all agree that once off the nam, no culpability
i.  »ax.if on the nam, culpable (called namn wR)
ii. ~27 even on the narm exempt- if already used for its
1. Ruling: by jom "1 — evidently inconsistent with both
a.  Could be: consistent with both — wasn’t yet used for its nmxn
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