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I Revisiting rulings allowing rituals in 930
a N7z n¥mpis valid - inferred from y73712 P10
i Challenge: vym on v. 1 — own, that n¥np is done from place where 587w (donor) stands (587w nry)
1 Note: 2”1’s alternative w711 — to allow “redoing” n¥'np — is mentioned
ii  Answer: that doesn’t mandate Y87w> ny — it allows it (and entire ny),
1 contra R"v that it would require pax
(@) From: n%w (r: N9 is 992) From: nRON (r: NRON is N7 *21MnY 99n)
(b) From: nWR (rejection: nWR involves 071 nMay — which is a valid rejection for all 3)
2 Rather: contra 7o that it n¥'np must be at SE corner, with nwin (per vv. 2-3)
b »”z ©nYw may be slaughtered in 53'n — from v. 4; if n”} NN is valid, certainly 7y YR itself is valid
i Challenge: 2"am finds 910 to eat WTp in Y2>n in exigent circumstances, per v. 5
1 Explanation: if "p’»” is more obvious than 90", then no need for v. 5 (191 91X 13na [v. 6] should imply it)
2 Defense: nmay, which a slave may do before his master, may be inferred thus; not eating (if not for v. 5)
¢ 5777 if he mixed the nmn with oil outisde of the nvty
i 7rinvalid
1 Reason: since it must be done in a N 93, has restrictions of precinct (xn»12 supporting)
ii 5”1 valid
1 Reason: since v. 7 — %91 — comes before v. 1 (bringing to ©’1n) —no nn3 = no “locus”
II  Disputes 9"/ in cases of nmn
a  770nY 7m0 before Avpp:
i "1 bring more flour and complete the 1w — supporting ruling (5" refuted)
1  Reason: the nxmp sets the status of the nnmn
ii 5”1 may not bring more
1  Reason: the *93 sets the status of the nnin (too late)
b 700w A after Avnp.
i »”1. ymp may be burnt
ii 5”7 ymp may not be burnt
1  Note: all agree according to X" (see below) that it may be burnt; dispute is re: opinion of ywin>
(@) 7129 mmp: if the DY became RNV, burnt of lost — 8™ allows ymp to be burnt, 1 doesn’t allow it
(i) 577 follows ywin’ 'v's approach
(if) 27z ywi "1 would agree here, as at least some of the nmn is available (unlike the case in 7:3)
1. Support: yo1n» "1 rules that if even a n’r> of meat or 011X remain, 7717t may proceed
a.  Note: %2 9wa noa + Y2 MR no1 are not 97030 except in case of N7y
b. Addendum: nmin mentioned (even if all present, can’t do 7”n11) is 221 NMY; in spite of its
complete presence, if all meat is gone, cannot do 1”0
2. Counter: that is in case of nat, but in re: nmmn, v. 3 requires a “full nnn”
a.  Response: nminn jn means “from the nmn that was originally brought”
2 Challenge (5”15 »79): if mian on? fell apart before p119, invalid and 1512 aren’t burnt; if after — 5104 but n*vp)
(a) ~7revenif time came for p1a (even if not taken apart yet) — may burn ymip
(i) Answer (57): this is authored by 7198 "1 (c: if so, onY could be burnt up or disappear — pnw 9")
1. Challenge: he could have answered that in re: 112% 129p, we allow it, per nRPVA NTIAY NN
a. Answer (N7a87): > the problem here is one of mn, where Tn::mnax
2. Challenge (9o 79): their dispute is even re: 1my nmn (Max)
3 p25p 7 vv. 1,6 both imply requirement of complete nnin; assumption — before and after n¥'np
(a) Rejection: of 130y "7 in both cases
(b) Defense: 1+t — 500 if he doesn’t add to complete Myw; 27 — n»7Pw may not be eaten (per ™Y1 contra "Ry ')
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