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Introduction to VTIPS TI2™N — YWD 179

in previous %779, we have encountered the rule of 71 85 715y OX (o, in some cases, 77); this rule, that the narp “claims” anything put on it even if
(with many exceptions) it is invalid, is anchored in the major nnoof this 779

28.9.1
83a (v mwp) > 83a (507 177 ROT W7 *TIVI INT )XY 2293 PNIA 02I01)

2, 4777:92 TPIR NATAD URY TR0 TY 090 Y2 namn Yy nTRin YY 1%Yn RN AYPN NIIR NRE IHRY 122 NR) 1IOR DRI .
2,0 8777:02TR0 DR INYY 21NN SY NYPN NR YRD YIRA YR JWTD DR D0 1792 DY WaY? T2 °019m T2 1TH 1050 WA .
15,02 mpw 2YTR? DI YD Y3 YR YIP NITAD MDY INR HYTR) N2rHAD HY 1930 002 nY1Y .

75,03 mpY RN D2 DAY NIY 212 BIYID N2 YY NYYR YR I .
72,09 mpw:RIN'NZ NYR NINYY 11 'nY RIN Y NNamn RN Y2 NR PoP .
m,02 72752:09WNI DI9VNI V1Y) DYRY D192 DIV DN .

I Range of items that are ‘claimed’ by nam, (only that which is 12 187,277 R n%y R) following v. 1
i noteon language (977): n2t% "R excludes P¥np that were never sanctified in a nw "2
1 challenge (¥1227): why is this different than 0’%p Dw7p MR before 77n7T —
(a) which, according to 851¥: are not brought down — they become “food of the narmn”
(b) answer: in that case, nothing is missing in them (7”771 is done with o7, not mMR)
b ywi "1 just as N9y belongs on the fire, so all that belong on the fire — nTPM YV NHYN RN
c  SN5pijaTjust as N9 belongs to nam, so anything that belongs to nam
i point of disagreement: v3o1 07 (only claimed according to 3"7)
d w77 if ovi are brought to accompany a nay, if either is 5109, the nar stays and the 0’501 go down
i source: just as n9y is brought on its own, so anything brought on its own-> excludes o3 brought to accompany
II  analysis of dispute »™1/7":
a  277s explanation for a7 5y nbw: refers to pypia — pieces that fell off the fire — must be returned
i ywir /7 thatis inferred from v. 2 — wRn YO8N VR
ii 477 that teaches that only n% "1y are returned — not (e.g.) nmop 12p
1 »7 that itself implies that %y *91y are returned
b »s explanation for nam: explains the reason that DWR> X0 93 — because the namn sanctified it
i 477 that's inferred from second mention of nam
ii ~ »7 that’s needed for a case where there was no moment of nam> m- v - even that remains up
1 477 the nmin rules that they remain up, no reason to distinguish between w120 nyw 0% nnn RY1ANN
I xna with two additional opinions
a 277 v.3 - might imply that anything touching nam is v1pnn — therefore v. 4 states 0*w13 — only animals
b »”rv.5 describes it as an Ny — therefore anything nx~
i point of disagreement: (nN9109) Qyn NNy — v"1 would allow (W), " would not (82w33)
ii  defense of “opposite” verse:
1 2777 09y needed to exclude a lamb put on narm while alive
2 y”r wwad needed to exclude nmn
iii  point of disagreement between 11w andxm2772: wxnp that weren’t sanctified in a *93 (Mwn would include in rule)
iv  5"'s observation:
1 a nip coming on its own: all in nywn agree that it stays, »"11 3"n"1- come down
2 a A coming with a nar. all but »*11 3" — stay up, all others — down
3 p»oithat come independently: only 3 and w1 would keep up, all others — come down
4 poo2that come with a nar. only 3 would allow to stay up
(a) challenge: this is all obvious
(b) defense: needed to teach that 0’201 can be offered voluntarily — per 823
(i) challenge: then teach X27's dictum as is
(c) rather: needed to teach re: o1 that accompany a j27p
(i) since: the naYn allows for the 0’501 to be brought days later (per v. 6), should be considered like in-
dependent o501 and w” would allow them to stay up — 9"np that they are still considered appen-
danged to 127p and, v" »275, come down (if either they or nar is 510a)
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