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I Continued discussion on quality of wine
a  Xpma: date mead, barley malt and wine dregs — 17272 7M1 %2nw N7
i Dissent: pInR — if there is a taste of wine —”"naa
it Ruling (»”1 727): follow p"n
1 Explanation (¥37): all agree that if you put in 3 parts water and got 4 parts drink —3"naa
(a) Note: ®a1is following his own approach — wine must be 3 parts water to 1 part wine base
2 Continuation: and all agree that if you put in 3 parts water and got 3 parts drink — 930w
3 Dispute: if you put in 3 parts water and got 3 V2 parts drink
(a) pm feels that the 3 cancel out the 3 and you have %2 wine to 3 parts water (1/6) — water
(b) pr9nn. 3 parts water went in, 2 %2 came out — so 1 part is wine; 1 part out of 2 Y2 is certainly wine
4 Question: there should be no dispute if a greater amount than the original water came in:
(@) (= mywwn) mowe. if he put water into dregs and found the same amount of liquid:
(i) P77 mwyna Mva
(i) A7 7 MIvYna N
1. inference: dispute only if same amount found - if more found, all agree that its wine
2. rejection: p"n holds that if more liquid came, still not water; “even” taught to show position of ™
b related question: what if dregs have taste of wine? (answer — it isn't wine at all but just dross)
¢ related ¥n»72 dregs of nn1In — the 1st and 27 “recycles” are nnyin if there is a taste, 3¢ and on — PN (n™: even 3" nMN)
i And:9wyn has the same approaches, one step lighter (1% v"13, n™ extends to 2" v"12)
ii ~ And:wpn has the same positions, one step more severe (3/4)
1 Challenge: R a rules that w1pn is always Mor (if V1) and 9wyn always permitted (if ")
2 Resolution:
(@) w77 Y'TP Vs, TR
(b) FwYm ORI Vs, IRNT
3 Note: p12771 12 W™ — same rules apply to N TWIN
(a) Explanation: if the dregs became soaked on their own (otherwise, his actions of soaking them or pouring
them automatically demonstrate marwn and are 1'wan) and a cow drank it - there is no nawnn so after 2nd
(or 3) soaking, not considered npwn
II 37 v11p may not be said on any wine unfit for nnn No»
a  Question: what does this exclude?
i Cannot be: freshly squeezed wyn, which is narn? 7ay’71a 9w3 > DY VIPPY NYNNIY TV
ii ~ Cannot be: from the bottom or spout (same as above)
iii Must be: to exclude inferior quality wines of the type that Tay>72 are nam? %1os
1 Challenge: if vowp —that is a dispute ("™ vs. "27)
(a) And if: exposed (no1n) — that’s dangerous and shouldn’t be drunk in any case
(b) If: diluted — if it brings the proper measure (3->4) — that’s how it should be (and 3->3.5 dispute as above)
(i) Must be: excluding foul-smelling wine
(if) Or: may exclude noun — even if he put it through a sieve as per v. 1
b Question: what of white wine (answer — v. 2)
III  Explanation of mowa (at end of mwn): broken and sealed up with n»as
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