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I Continuation of analysis of 891’s position (in 9"2w7’s name) re: n¥pna NR*3; in context of Y71¥N DWR N’NL
a  position: cannot hold »11¥n DwWR N> is n”nn, as well as NVNY N2NOY 9an
i because: if so, he would go fully in to the Ty, as that is the mxn
ii  defense (821 92 #7X 77): we don’t allow him fully in as he may take unnecessary steps which aren’t sanctioned
iii ~ Alternatively: he holds nv'nw n2noY qan is not n”nn-> no need for him to come in
1 challenge: v. 1 connects nvnw::n3'no and both must be 110102
2 explanation: if nYNY N2*05 92N is not n”nn, all BNV could perform n>no
3 rather: he holds that y71%¥n DWR n3Mo is not n”nn (but W"oYn is)
b alternative reports of 851¥'s ruling:
i ara7he didn’t extend nxpna nroa to the consequence of m1, only to the NN
il a7 quotes Nar 1 — it wasn’t in re: n¥pna X1 at all, rather in re: VP2 YNV RNL:
II  Dispute (7212 770 577): Te W2 YNV RNV
a S’rman-—perv.2
b pnr 7z no man —v. 2 is a prohibition against a Xnv touching nmn
i Challenge: 9™ reads v. 2 as an NINR against a RNV eating W1p M1 (not merely touching)
ii ~ Per: dispute; 5™ infers prohibition of 8nv eating Wmp 7wa from v. 2; » (via X5712) from IMRMO:INRMDO (V. 3-4)
1 Answer: since the 1 n used the word ny», it implies touching wp w3; eating is derived from yan:nxoa (v. 2)
iii  Support for 577 (812272): YIN RY VTP Y21 is an NINR of eating VTP TV
1 Consideration: perhaps it is as literally read — not to touch
2 Rejection: compares touching with entering wpn
(a) Just as: entering wTpn carries punishment of n13; so too Yan XY must be n3 (not literal touch— no n12)
iv. Challenge: v. 2 provides nIn for Xnv eating from j17p before 77071 — 5" — Man; »1 —no man
1 571 manper v. 2, which doesn’t distinguish between 7”771 2195 or 7771 INRY
2 »77.no man; prohibition inferred (as above) from vv. 3-4; v. 3’s reference to 1RV is after 77071
3 Answer: if that were all being taught, would’ve stated yan R wTp3; w1p 931 teaches both (touching & eating)
III Revisiting dispute »1/5™ about whether 77071 295 wTp W1 IRV RNO gets MIN
a  »an: dispute only re: 910 nrmv (of the eater); but if it is 9wa nrkmv, all agree that he gets man
i Reason: v.5—1wam extends to inedibles (like firewood)
b rav: dispute only re: qun nkmv; but if it is 9wa nkMY, all agree that he does not get man
i Reason: v. 4 limits prohibition to situations where there could be n13 (must be otherwise fit for eating — 7”17t INR)
ii ~ Challenge: v. 5 extends to inedibles (and certainly to edibles 1"m7r »1a5)
iii Answer: that refers to a case where the Xnv-material was sanctified in N7 53
1 Per: v:1 nyyn-where there are pnn, liability (for w9) is after vnn navpn; if not — after *51 wiTp
IV Related dispute /9" — whether there is liability (man) for putting nknv nnna »ax on nam
a  Y™:mon-asitis aninferred n" (nwy Y9an Ran WY — to put MMNY MR up)
b »1:no man, as there are no Man for an “inferred” n"™
i Challenge (/7707 77): eating nXnv nnnais “inferred” from v. 6 — and all agree that it is an nwy
ii  Answer: /5" agree that np» 1R NRNY NN MaR NYYR; disagree about N (putting a N1V 7PN on nam)
1 »7rviolation of nwy (v.7); 91 - v. 7 is mxnb (directing what to bring) and not to imply an nwy MR for mn
2 Challenge (577 77275 ¥27): Rn»12 which clarifies that bringing a n'n (v. 7) is not adding to 'n’s wish, rather it is
violating 'n’s command
3 Consequently: 9™'s position (about there being no nwy MR for offering up nMnv n'n) is refuted
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