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I ’a mwn: list of those offerings which do not come down — and the exceptions
a 177 N5 15 DN (consensus): WTIPA 19104:
i j~2ifitlapsed overnight
ii ~ awv if the meat became &nv
iii ~ ~¥»~if it went out of its precinct
iv  pin nawnpa vnwe. if either 11019 pIin nawnn or yMpnY yin invalidated it
v oHoo if ©9os (viz. R:2) did 0T nYap or 1"t
b disputed cases (71777 1 g0 down w”1stay up)
i b5 if it was vnws after sunset
ii  yown if the blood spilled out
iii ~ a¥r.if the o7 went out of the nry
1 w77 rule - if the %108 was in the wTp, the (Natn) "wp” accepts it
iv  background of their dispute:
1 A7 7 sees three exclusionary words in v. 1- n%wn ,xn ,nrt — excluding these three
2 "7 sees n7wn NN as all-encompassing, including these (plus other n’»108 — if 07 is put in wrong locus
[in/out, up/down] or nrom noa that were 1nWY RSV VNVI)
(a) however: he agrees that nxr is a V1N — excludes the agreed-upon exclusions (above)
(b) reason for distinction: WT1pa 19109 or before
3 v 1 infers Y197 XY 1Y DR from series of “1wn” arguments —e.g. since 17 is acceptable for 13, it is valid for
1R 2 for DT; since R¥Y is valid at nna 2771 RY; since RNV is valid for Max nTay > 1797 &Y etc.
(a) challenge: can we infer from a proper case to an improper one?
(b) answer: the Rin is really relying on n%wn nmin nxr (as a »17)
IT 7» mwn: list of those narn "5 104 that had their 504 before the wnp = all agree they go down if put up
a  the “97:19Y7 RXY ;090 ,DORYI 1NN ,JINR ,TIPI ,NNPIN YA VA1
b disputed “10"”: o Yya
i y”rremains up
1 77 only applies to (e.g.) »aw PT — which are not considered on for birds
2 and: only where the D1 came after the v1pn
(a) and: y™ agrees that an napy n%y comes down — the "mn” (Map1) came before W1pn in any case
ii ~ p2pom goes down (supported by 01137 130 RN "7's report from his father)
1 comment: R1IN "V's report may just be support, or may teach that it was put down “discreetly”
I "7 mwn: two extended rules of 1777 ®Y 1YY DR
a  limitation: though if they go up, they remain up, if they fall off, they aren’t re-elevated
b exception: any of these that goes up alive, is taken down
i however: if an N9 (which should be taken down) is Ynwi atop the nam, mnn vwan are performed there
IV spinoff (1anr *9): even to » - if one slaughters 0292 153, if he then offers it outside — 2n (as “proper” 127p)
a  argument: shouldn’t be less liable than yina vmw (which, if he is then pina nYyn — generates 21n)
i challenge (pan 72 871 77): if someone performs NV’NY on a bird inside and is y1Na n%yn — w2
ii  and: should be no worse than pina vmw — (Xnavn)
1 possible defense: 91yn nonw inside isn’t proper “slaughter”, unlike %92 nnna nvNY
V  spinoff (8519): MR of 0%p vw1p which were put off before 17”111 are not brought down
a  support (871 ’7): our mwn — if the 07 was spilled or went out — 79 8% 1YY DR (according to v")
b 17z if that 129p, which can no longer have 71171, stays up, certainly here it stays up
i block: perhaps that ruling in our mwn is only re: 17"p7p (which have n%yn immediately)
1 challenge: noa is also mentioned in our mwn — it is 0*%p DV
2 answer: that passage is only re: jnw5 XYW (not N7 7aVIV etc.)
¢ support: ruling in our (1) Mwn that any of them that went up alive are brought down - if yonwy, left up (1”p1p or Y"p1p)
i block: perhaps in ference is just that some PvINW remain up, others (e.g. 1”071 2185 BYP VWP PIR) come down
ii  challenge: text stays n%13, implying that all pvInw remain up
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1 defense: 93 refers only to p'n (that they all come down)
2 challenge: that is obvious
(a) defense: it is in reference to a “light D" according to »™
(i) explanation: since this one is D»nn Y09, we might think that if put up alive, remains there — 5"np
(b) challenge: setting the 1n-clause as referring to o' 4 is difficult in light of the end of 1 nwn
(i) explanation: v. 2 rejects 108 nYY from MmNy
(c) answer: that case is indeed referring to a N3, teaching that mnn vwan may be performed atop nam
(i) challenge: according to 7"n that it may not be performed there, how can our mwn be explained?
(ii) answer: case is where it was once fit but then Y021 (after narnn wr12 nVNY and 77071)
1. according to: w"ar1 — once the 0T was p71 and there was even a moment of n¥7 — it should be
flayed and the pelt goes to the o712
2. challenge: v:0 XnavIn — in such a case, he brings the innards down and washes them
a. explanation: if it is 509, what is the purpose behind washing them?
i.  question: why ask — after all, they cannot be offered like that (per v. 3)
b. answer: our question cuts to the concern that if a 112 sees them and doesn’t know their sta-
tus, he may mistakenly bring them up
c.  therefore: it teaches that in spite of that concern (which may “trip up” the n’1n3) we are
more concerned with keeping n'nw »w1p from lying around in a degraded state
d  wversions (of discussion involving 1y *3):
i wversion: Ny "1 asked whether 0'%p DWTp R that were put up before 77771 come down
1 (unr 715) 2p8 "1 why not ask about nvyn
(a) answer: n9’yn is obviously not yet in play, as 7"n7r generates n%’yn 21N for 0op DV
2 conclusion (72117 77): Y190 ®Y 19 DR — nonetheless, n%yn does not obtain
it version2(pny’ 73 jpns “7): 1Y 1 asked whether n%yn applies to »Yp DWTP put up before 77071
1 (unr 715) 2p8 “7. why not ask about bringing them down?
(a) answer: that is obvious — they are the “food of the nam” and remain
2 conclusion (721792 77): 77 89 19y DR — nonetheless, n%yn does not obtain
VI spinoff from y™7's position on ppip »5vx he permits (per 3Ny ", above) “light” on *5>pa which are not n'mn for birds
a  /mp7’7isyan an “invalidating act” for mawy?
i lemmal: nnnan jn (which is the source — nnna %3 X%, excluding yaan yan) — perhaps only a type which could be
»an (impossible with birds) could be ya11 2>9w>
ii  lemma2: it was used for illicit purposes = 09
iii answer (727): according to 13n "1’s explanation of ™, he should then permit a7 yan (to be left up), since that
"mn” doesn’t apply to birds = it does apply to birds
1 support (pny’ 73 ppn2 ’7): 22:1 ©'Nar RNaon — list of those which are NY*2n nar o 11 RNYVN (i.e. NNV MY NY1I)
and »1m yan are listed there
VII analysis of "1 mwn — if any of these fall off, they are not put back
a  exception (851p): if they were not enflamed by n> ynn wx; but if they were, they are restored (belong to namn)
i note: I 171 saw this comment as being about the 8w (our mwn)
ii  but: RMoN RN "1 saw this comment as being about the X0 ('n Mwn —page 68) — bones, sinews, horsn and talons
— if they are connected to the meat, they go up; if they separated from the meat — are not brought up
1 &5 only remain below if never enflamed — but if mxn 102 nbwn, put back up.
iii note: the one who reads his caveat about he 80, will certainly apply it to Xw”, as those are ‘burnables’
1 but: > 171 would not apply it to ka0, as those parts are not n70pn 212 and don’t belong on nam (without 1w1)
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