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n mwn: distinctions between 711 DWRY Y11¥n DWR and other (4) MPYR (NYN ,N9IN NNV MY M)
a  all others: come after nron
b all others: must be 2 year-olds (rams) and must bcost 2 n'p5v and be bought with n%pw
i but these two: are yearlings (rams) and are not (necessarily) bought with 0'%pw
"y mwn: other areas of precedence
a  justas: all of these follow this hierarchy for performance, they follow it for eating
i additionally: D'n%w from yesterday are eaten before n'n5w from today
ii  however: %W of yesterday vs. owry nron of today
1 »”7r wn5v of yesterday take precedence
2 ppor nWR nRon of today take precedence — as they are nw1p »w1p
't mwn: preparation of eating mwTp WP
a  pmix may eat them in any style, roasted, boiled or cooked — per v. 2; nnwnb=greatness, like royal food
i spices:
1 w7z they may put in p>1n spices or even nmn-spices
2 p”7. they may not put in nmn-spices as that may lead to nmIn becoming 5104 (as 71mM1)
question posed: if 9711 clashes with wmpn (e.g. n%1w 2R and nxvn oT) which takes precedence?
a  suggested proof: 1N precede povin — although oo are (presumably) holier (due to their naw-connection)
i rejection: just as naw *avmn have a “naw-holiness”, so too naw »nn have nav nwvYTp
b suggested proof: naw ravm precede N a0 (‘tho N is a N> has NwITP)
i rejection: n™ defines the naw quin on that day as well
¢ suggested proof: N »avIn precede N 0N
i rejection: as above — n" also impacts on the n” qomn
d  suggested proof: n"a’s second argument in favor of nyvn n1a following 10 N372 (X:n M211) — P’n N2 is PN
i even though: the nyn n71 is holier
ii  rejection: ’n 371 also takes on the “flavor” of naw
e  suggested proof: 31Ny '7’s ruling that if nmn ynr arrives, say nnan before qoin — ‘tho qon is holier (n" ,naw etc.)
i rejection: the nnin of naw also takes on the naw nwyTp
f  suggested proof: our mwn — WNR Yv DNV take precedence over nyn YW NRYN > BYN YV DY do not precede them
i even though: wn>w are VN (D 0NP VNPN ,VTIIPM VTN )
ii  rejection (N27): DY aren’t inherently 771n, they're just factually more common (nxn) —
1 challenge (»*17 7772 82777 77): "8n is a “n”-consideration; per analysis of noa vs. n%9'n (in exemption from
nrvn) but not NN, as that is " n”
(a) defense: ™" there means nnx¥na (i.e. it has more nnxn which it affects)
(b) or: relative to noait is 1"
question posted: if the 971 1R is slaughtered first, is the 771n then “rush-processed” or is the 91n 1’} completed first?
a  proposal: perhaps a 103 stirs the 07 (a la 2"nv) while the 711 is slaughtered and offered
b suggested proof (871704 N22217 77): from our nwn — »R5W of yesterday precede today’s nwRY nxon
i implication: if they were today’s n'n5w parallel to yesterday’s —i.e. slaughtered first — nwxy nkon take priority
ii  rejection: perhaps if both were slaughtered, we begin with n'n5v; if the nkon wasn't yet slaughtered - we ask
c  suggested proof: from n"a's response re: DY N372) 1’0 N13; even though (Naw) 171 R “came in first”, we still do 17
i rejetion: this is parallel to both being slaughtered and coming before us (see above)
d  suggested proof: from 130y "7’s ruling re: nmn before quin (even though qoin “came in”
i rejection: once nMn 0T comes, it is parallel to both being vVINW in front of us
e  Suggestion (made to 8227): ruling that if he slaughters 8”p before mxn — %04 (v. 1); if after, but before y”na Y» Tnn,
someone mixes the blood until 101 is brought and then 8”p brought
i Rejection: that is a case where the 7nn was already slaughtered (support from language of ruling)

www.dafvomivicc.org 71 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2011




VIR TVRID/T VYR DR 0 nat noon WA AT TIHY Ty 0BT

VI 'n mwn: v™'s terstimony about oil being distributed or burned
a If anyone saw oil being distributed, he could know for certain that it was either remainder of minn or of y71xn Y N5
b  And if anyone saw oil being burned on nam, he could know for certain that it was remainder of (5753) ©’313 nnin
i Reason: oil cannot be voluntarily donated to nam
ii  Dissent: V"1 maintains that oil may be donated to namn
¢ SN according to V™, oil that is donated is pnpa (like a nnin) — the ymip is burned and the rest is eaten (by n1n3 »ar)
i Source:v.3 - (extra word 127p alludes to gift of oil); parallel to nnin (ym1p, rest eaten by 51)
ii 777 support from our mwn; v™'s observation that any 1nw given out is from mmnin - if donated, must be eaten
1 Challenge (»ax):xa*0 indicates that oil is burned; per v™’s observation that any burned oil is from 103 nnmn
iii  »7ax: oil that is donated is burned on the fire
1 observation: »aR is challenged from &w», v" from Ra’0
2 Resolution: 1" is a cleaner read — the v refers to the n»w, the 890 — to the ymp (of the naTi 1Y)
(a) But:»ar doesn’t have an explanation for the v
(b) Defense (supported by »”& »n3n): Rw7 is taught in order to introduce the ra
3 proposed proof: "1 (who allows donated wine)- wine goes to “cups” (for 71911);0"’s oil to the fire
(a) assumption: just as all of wine goes to cups, all of oil goes to fire (support for »ar)
(b) rejection: each is understood differently — all wine to cups, only some oil to fire (ymp)
4 suggestion(97): it is a dispute between n’non/717 — whether a 1nw natiis 1 »5 (onaN) or 3 MY (*27)
(a) students: dispute is whether a w1 is carried forward or limited by its source (nInRa *PIR/NIM 1PN NT)
(i) pa7 M NN PT-just as nman is donated, so 1NV is donated
1. Just as: nmn is brought with 1 »% of oil, so too — o»w;
2. And: just as nmin is ynp1 and 0»7w eaten by o103 so too, 10V is yup1 & 7Y eaten by 3”1 (X1 "12)
(if) 27 NINRA PIRY PPN NPT - just as NMn is donated, so Y is donated
1. Just as: 001 are 3 1Y, so too this donated oil must be 3 pnY;
2. And: just as n»av1 all go to the cups, all the oil goes to the fire (»ar2)
(b) a5 977 if they inferred jnw nam from nnin 1a7p, all would agree to nym nrn N7 (21 NY)
(i) Rather: »27 infers it from nRn (v. 4)
(if) Block (»777 /7273 82177 77): source using nMan 117p also invokes 3 b
1. And: we know that the authority who subscribes to 3 pn% is '27 = he infers from nnn j129p
VII Smnw: pouring nNaTi 1 on 127ynn Wk and the na»-problem
a  Source:v.5—171is also a “pleasing odor on the fire”
b Challenge: but he may extinguish the fire
i Answerl: exstinguishing some of the flame isn’t considered "2
1 Challenge: if someone takes even one coal off the narn and extinguishes, violates n”> (n2on RY)
2 Defense: could be case where that is the last coal on the narn
ii  Answer2: 2% of a mxn (in our case, pouring wine on narn) is acceptable
1 Challenge: may not perform jwTn nmIn by extinguishing coal
(a) Answer: in that case, he could wait for it to turn to ash and take it out (no need to extinguish)
¢ Challenge: ruling that 1», per ¥™, goes to cups (and oil, per v, to fire) — but not on flame, due to naon &8>
i Answer: that follows nTin’ "1 (119010 1RY 727); YRNW's ruling is per W™ (MM 1NN IWRY 717)
1 Challenge: 5%1mw holds like N ", per his ruling about extinguishing a metal/wood coal in public on naw
(a) Answer: inre: naNy ¥"RY NIRYN, holds like NTIN? "1 (stringent); re: 130N 1WRY 127, like W™ (1MN)
VIII 8110 "z if 02501 became &nv, a fire is built on floor of Ny and they are burnt there, per v. 6
a  Support: from rmM2
b Support: Yrnw had his student assemble 10 people to publicize this ruling
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