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I 28 mwn: interactions in midwifery
a  Jewish midwife: should not assist in birth of an 0"y, as she is bringing another "y 721 into the world
i However: a mYR7w my have a midwife who is 0"y
ii #7772 n™ maintains that this is also forbidden, as she is suspected of infanticide
1 o>por. if there are others present, she won’t do so
2 p”r nonetheless, she may squeeze the soft part of the skull and kill it — as per midwife’s bragged report
(a) oo that was just an empty boast
b Wet nurse: w9R7w’ may not nurse D"12Y; non-n’yRI1W’ may nurse a *>R7 baby in the mother’s house
i an»1x (parallel to above) dispute re: allowing a wet nurse who is 0"y to nurse a 8w 75
1 »77: disallows- as she is suspected of 7"
2 ppom: permit, as long as there are others present
(a) »77: nonetheless, she is suspected of putting poison on the 717 (which they don’t see)
ii  Justification: if we only had 1t dispute — 8”10 that D'nan permit because others will see (flip for 2" dispute — n")
iii ~ Challenge: ruling that we may act as midwives for 0”2y for pay
1 Defense (9o 79): this is permissible to avoid leading to enmity (by not helping even for pay)
2 parallel (901 *9): it is permissible to assist in birthing of a non-n’>x87 on naw for pay — to avoid enmity
(a) block (7ax): she has a ready excuse — “we only violate naw for naw »mv”
3 Parallel (901 27): it is permissible to nurse one of their babies for pay — n1'® Dywn
(a) Block (7an): if she’s single, wants to marry; if married, doesn’t want to disgrace herself before her 5ya
4 Parallel (»79): ruling that we don’t “push down” but also don’t “help up” 0”3y (and np7 MNN1 *»1I)- for pay,
permitted - to avoid enmity
(a) Block (»an): he can make an excuse of saving someone else or being summoned to court
I Revisiting ruling of P5yn 8 P1In RY
a AR ‘7 repeated it in presence of 11Ny "7 — along with 82’0 — “but are pushed down” ‘D 1mwM 3MmoN 201N
b Challenge (7211 *9): applied v. 1 to include n*mwn — how can they be on this list? —
i Therefore: he directed him to remove it from this xn»12
ii ~ Challenge: 7nar 1 could defend by distinguishing between a hedonist (parn? Tmwn) and an ideologue (v'panY)
1 Answer: he must hold that a ©’¥an% Tmwn is the same as a pn (already included)
2 Background: dispute X127/8nR "3: all agree that parn? 1mwn = 1mwn; dispute if ©YInY is TMWN or Pn
(a) And: if both are Tmwn — pn is someone who worships 1"y outright
(b) Challenge: ruling that if he ate one prohibited bug, Tmwn; and that must be ©'yan%
(i) Defense: in that case, it may just be curiosity (taste), not v’yan?
¢ Question: if we [push them down, isn’t PYyn R obvious?
i Answerl (nww "7)::means that we remove the step from inside — ostensibly to keep animals from coming down
ii ~ Answer2 (»17 727): means that we cover it with a rock, ostensibly to let animals walk over
iii  Answer3 (82227): means if there is a ladder, we take it out, supposedly for our own immediate use

2 Sectarians
3 Informants to government

4 Apostates — probably Jews who were “baptized”
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I Circumcision — parallel dispute (n'nan/n™) as cases of midwifery and wet nurse
a  »”r we may circumcise them for 7y, but not for medical purposes; they may not circumcise us (1"v)
b o’mom they may circumcise us, aslong as there is proper supervision
i »”:nonetheless, he may cut in such a way that makes the baby a n2aw n1a
ii ~ Challenge: in case of city where there is no *>87%’ doctor, just a *m> and n"2y
1 »77 better the 0”2y should do non
2 ami 1 better the »m3 should do the n%n
(a) Answer: switch the positions in this Xn»a (n" prefers the 'nm>)
(i) Challenge: nmiv "1 invalidates n%n done by 0”2y — per v. 2
(b) Rather: don’t switch — n™’s preference for 0”3y is when he is 0’275 n"nmn and won't hurt his reputation
(i) Per:1anv "¥'s ruling that we may use a doctor who is ©’27% ninnn
(ii) Challenge: nmn ’7 disallows a >m> from doing n%n on 5X87, as he does it 0’1 70 DV
1. Dissent: »ov "1 maintains that there is no requirement of nnw> in n%n (valid)
(c) Rather: go back to earlier switch (n™ prefers 'n1, »"1 — n"2Y)
(i) Clarification: there are 3 positions here:
1. i 73 (who is really X*w37 771777 7): requires N0 by a N1 11 (per v. 2)
2. i 77 (of preference for 0”13y over »m): requires WY, per v. 3 (reads v. 4 as “DTR %1 PV
3. »o» 7. requires that the act be completed properly, regardless of intent — per v. 4 (v. 3 —re: noa)
¢ Dispute: source for invalidity of n9n performed by "2y (evidently, approach of ®'win nmn> "1 adopted)
i anv.2
i prrnv.4
iii ~ Split the difference: if the non-Jew was circumcised; v. 4 now allows; v. 2 still invalidates
1 Challenge (to yar132 73): R2:3 £ — all non-Jews are called “%1Y” and Jews are called "n*>1n” regardless of
whether they are circumcised
iv  Rather: difference is in case of Y87 who is legitimately uncircumcised (brothers died from n5n)
1 5 5. still prevents him as he is not 9101
2 ..om720x8 Ankr allows, asheisanmaja
(a) Challenge: such a person is still considered 1 per X3 0111 above
v Rather: difference is re: validity of woman doing n>m
1 ..21732 08 Ankr: doesn’t apply, as she isn’t commanded regarding the xn»7a - invalid
2 5w 51/ applies as she is considered already n%m (not invalid for those things that an %7» may not do)
(a) Challenge; all agree that a woman may circumcise, as per v. 5
(b) Defense: v. 5 may be read as nmax directing another to perform the n%n
(i) Or: she began the process and nwn completed it
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