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Note: one of the major disputes with the ppr7¥was about the status of a 719 who was involved with the 717N 7179; the P17y held that he
had to be fully 170, whereas o'nam held that he could be oy 512v. In order to discount their position, the o’non would deliberately have the
j72 touch a pw and then go to the mpn, after which he would perform the nwvn 'n. There is a consensus that some form of “protest”
against the »pr7¥ position had to be made in the context of nxvn n.
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L Analysis of nyyn #6 — NNV D1 INNIN DY
a. o9 completed by qan (if n”y, cannot be called nInva Pnx)
i. concern - spittle of n"y falling on them before they’re done and remaining there afterwards
ii. suggestion: lack of requirement of wnw 2191 is contra X" who required immediate
n2v for cut pipe to be used for nron ’n in case where it was cut (i.e. made into *92) by
qan but there was concern of spittle of n”y being on it from beforehand
1. ywip " first be Xnon the 93, then %20n-> statement against 17¥ (see note)
2. R™:no statement against 1’p17¥ unless he holds that we usually wait for wnw 19yn
iii. rejection: R could still not require wnw 29yn but regard these 093 as :p7v RNV (>rRnLN others)
1. challenge: if so, shouldn’t be Xnvn people (DR RnVN Y3 PR)
a.  backup: we learned that the one who cuts the pipe requires n%av
2. response: they considered it like a nn Xnv
3.  challenge: if so, it should require 3/7 nrrn+n%av
a.  backup: no such requirement mentioned here
4.  response: they made it as nn ®nv on the 7t day
5. challenge: this is an innovative notion
a.  backup: “no innovations were made in the context of Ny TR N72”
6. defense: innovations means, e.g. making a non-stationary tool awn xrnvo (v. 1)
IL. Analysis of nbyn #7 — the "9 “grouping” all things in it together
a. Pan’1-source is v. 2 — the 93 makes everything in it united
b. challenge: y's addition to n7na 12 NYNW '7’s testimony about conjoining of parts of nxrovn 18K
i. backup: entire Ny must be 13277, since v. 2 refers only to nam »7p (not nRonN 19R)
c.  defense: y"1's testimony refers to nnin »M»v;
i. Explanation: n"nn (i.e. nnR 93), only items which require *51 nw1Tp are united by »53
1. rabbinic addition: even items not needing *931 nWYTP
ii. Challenge: doesn’t explain n1op Nn2ad
iii. Defense: e.g. collected them on a flat pelt
1. n"nn, only joined if it has a 70, rabbinic addition — even if it has no Tn
d. pan’vis contra 3y 1 who read our nwn as an outgrowth of »™’s testimony
I Analysis of nyn #8 — making a »»»a1 invalid - only for vmp
a.  Viap from om93 70101 (UTIp2 MOR ,1NIN2 IMn) and »»Hw (MM1INa H10a)
i.  wMpa wHwis n"nn from v. 3
Iv. Analysis of n9wn #9 — 1 &nv hand “infects” other hand — only for vmp
a.  »pw 1 - only if RNV hand is touching 19nv hand while holding w1y (112'n)
i. challenge: dispute regarding a dry hand’s power to Xnon — must only be pPmana x5,
otherwise, what’s the wy1'n of nam 17?
ii. support: 9™ acceded to 13N "1 that another’s hand can be Xnon yours (i.e., not due to a
concern of direct contact, rather a w1192 nYyn—>even PN NI RHVY)
V. Analysis of noyn #10 — eating dried foods with xnv hands
a. Challenge: there is no “dry” food within wTp (1n7wan w1Mp naN)
b.  Defense: case where it was stuck into his mouth w/o touching hands
VI Analysis of nyyn #11 — 01193 70INM MR - since they were forbidden to eat w1, 1321 required n>72v
before they return to eating D*wp
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