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I 9"w7’s opinion regarding nnwY X5W n¥nNPaw YN NN (29, above, invalidated)
a  Ruling: valid, but D»71w may not be eaten (v7Tn) until another 9ny is brought to permit them
b Challenge: if it isn’t currently permitted to be eaten, should be invalid as a 129 per v. 1

i Answerl (7378 72 X78 *7): 9”7 holds that there is no ynt 901N within the same day

1

ii

iii

iv

1

Explanation: since “proper” 1ny will be brought that day, the prohibition to eat right now isn’t considered

Challenge (»717 77772 X7X 77): X712 which contrasts maw with mnn
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map. can be brought by partners; serve for n193 70NN and are WMpa 0550 IMn (Npron)

(a) But: according to R”ary, 1mwn nnan is also wTpa 1555mn amn (due to wn)

(b) Answer: since there is no 10t 7011 on the same day, it isn’t 17oR at all (doesn’t fit category)
mmp: require a *93, have nann and nwin and also are brought by 1ax

Challenge (nww 77): (re: y¥n n19d) if the oil was placed before the b7, refill the oil and redo

1
2

However: if 12125 101 70100 PR, no need to refill — the order shouldn’t be a factor
Answer (977): Y1181 N0 requires fidelity to sequence, per v. 2 — nn

Challenge (97): (re: y11¥nn m193) if the nkvn was slaughtered before the nwr, we don’t allow a jn3 to stir the
blood while the nwx is slaughtered; rather, it is disposed of and another nkvn must be brought after the nwx
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Explanation: we don’t employ D2 129 101 9011 PR here
Question: why does 9™ raise this question; he is the one who pointed out n’nn (sequence is indispensible)
(a) Answer: he doesn’t consider nvo'nw as an nmay for this purpose -

Answer2 (97): 9" holds that once it becomes the 16™, wTn is permitted (even without 1nyn nnn)

1
2

Support: 31y 1 and 9" — even when p”nna was around, 1M NN PRN

Note: this ruling wasn’t stated explicitly but inferred:

(a) r2mmm MmN not brought before ny; if brought %109; nor before onn 'nw — but if brought then, valid
(i) 57 only Y01 if brought before 16%; but on 16 — valid = mn nam R

I ®17's opinion regarding nnw5 XYY NXNPIV YN NNIN
a  Ruling: fully valid, no need for another 1ny
Reason: nawnn only invalidates a j27p
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With the right person: as opposed to a D Hva 1n3
With the proper material for a 1377 as opposed to myn nmmn, which is otherwise unfit and 1ny is a v17n
In a proper place: as opposed to the vicinity of a damaged/deficient nam

III  Backdoor ®0 — 811 justifying source for exclusion of 1970 from narn (v. 3)

a  Challenge: could have inferred via v"p from on 5y3, which is permitted to eat, but is banned from nam
Block: nm aYn are prohibited to eat, yet brought on nam
Defense: o 29N come from a permitted animal, unlike na™vo
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Block: np'on — which comes from a banned animal, yet is acceptable narn}
Challenge: njpon is prohibited to V171 specifically because of its sanctity, unlike na™vo = qpan jn — not na»v

b Question: what need is there for the pyoa?
27.1"p could’ve been challenged by 7nyn nmn, prohibited to V170 yet acceptable to nam
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Block: anyn nmn functions to permit wn

Challenge: during my»aw it doesn’t do so (b: permits wild wTn on n>»»aw: c: % — PMOR Y72V N’aD)
Challenge (even to ¥”7): Iy permits Y"1N2 W1 — and even in »”X, permits the W5 of VTN even on nYyaw

(a) Challenge: then we should allow offering na™v, and it would permit the 1% of narv

Rather: challenge is that 9nyn nnin is a commanded act (as are NV DYVaAN, NAVA NTIIY, NNNI *TH22 DRYI)

c K77 /772 Nerw "1 could’ve proven via T¥n nna from npYon+oT 29N
Block: both of those are commanded, unlike namv
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wN 1. essential 1"p is broken — inferring from n”ya — as n”ya applies to P2pn and Parp
(a) Suggestion: use T8N NN from N”"YI+HIT RXY
(i) Block: these are both visible, unlike na*vo

d  Note: n90 MooR inferred from v. 1 (where it was always na10) and v. 4 (when the w1pn came after it became n90)
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