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Analysis of dispute nT’ *1/n" regarding how to add in ynnn to on%n 'nw ,n7In "mnY
a  Response to 1mi’ 1 adding 7R into measure may also turn out to be too much or too little
b Explanation (n”): if that section is densely, there is more than an MWy of nnp there; if excessively airy — too little
i Challenge: in any case, there is an MWy of material there
it Answerl (901 771 737): we measure based on the amount of flour originally there (nm’n 10w mnd)
1 Question: why not take some of the original 177wy of flour out, ynnn it and put it back in?
2 Answer: precuation against bringing “outside” 11w (that wasn’t part of original measure)
Related xn»1a — we may not use grated apples to ynnn (ynn 5v mnin)
a  Dissent (582511 13 82221 1 OR 727777 12 X221 77): We may use apples
i Suggestion: R¥an "7 (alone) authored ruling (2:> mmn) that if a nmn-apple was grated and put into PN no’y and
was ynnn — the entire dough is 1oR
ii  Rejection: even 1121 would agree — even if it isn’t full ynn, it is at least nwpn ynn (somewhat affected by nmn)
Dispute 'n>7aR 92 pn’ “I/RYR "7 re: 1¥np of a RVIN NMn
a  NK’7.it's tough, since it is completely dry (hard to ensure that too much isn’t leveled off)
b X727 he mixes water in (still valid) = can level off without fear of losing too much
i proposed explanation: whether we measure flour based on original amount or present amount
ii  rejection: all agree we measure based on current amount
1 dispute: whether na7n (v. 1 — referring to X0 nnin) means bereft of oil or bereft of anything
Further attempts to raise dispute of “current” vs. “former” Myw
a  n:a pypw. if the meat of a young cow, previously n¥’aon mng, puffs up to n¥»a3; or old meat shrinks to n¥»aon nmina
i Then: they are both measured "jnw mny”
1 72 71 870 77,27 means current Myw
2 57127 93 iwpw 77,5810, means former MYV
(a) Challenge: if the calf meat was <nx»13 and then grew, 200 for the past and ®nv from here on in
(i) Answer: that nRmV is 11277
(b) Challenge: if the old meat shrunk, ®nv for the past (when it was nx’13) and 1910 from here on in
3 Answer (727): if it is currently smaller, all agree no nkmv
(a) And if: it was smaller but got larger — 13277 nxnO
(b) Dispute: if it was of size, shrunk and puffed back up
(i) Swmow (etc.): there is pryora "7 (i.e. since it was smaller, can no longer be Xnv)
(if) 27(etc.): thereisno»nT - if it is currently of size, RNV
(c) Challenge: 1:3 mAnv — if food shrunk in sun (<nx»13), MNY; if it re-puffed up, rno
(i) Therefore: position that 170821 N7 W’ is convincingly refuted
b Xe7mmrn 8nooim we may give figs as nmn for dried figs — but we must count them (not “eyeball”)
i Implication: we reckon based on original amount;
1 Else: we would be adding too much 7wyn (per »:n »knT 8Navn — invalid)
2 Block: end of XRnavin — if taking my i for figs, use volume measure
(a) And: if using original measure - too much 1wyn
ii ~ Rather: this RnovIn is referring to N%113 NMIN; in each case, use N9’ Py (generous amount)
1 Challenge: R0 records custom of taking 10 myn for 90 figs in basket; if 0, why 10%?
iii  Rather: this is in re: 7WYn NN, per YN 12 YHR RaR, following v. 2; N1 NN —
1 Both: taken by estimation and w/o words (nawnna) — and no’ pya = he would take 10 nyma for 90 noarn
2 Observation: this must be per original size; else it is too few
(a) Answer (8”7as reported by 7027 “7): MM can be restored to their “juicy” size - considered “larger”
¢ Tangent (8:7 mp11n1 8nooin): we take figs for m 113 in an area where figs are dried out; but never myna for figs
i Must be: case where 103 isn’t present; if he were, we would always prefer the figs (09’ - per 7:2 mmIn)
1 Challenge: 274 clause disallows m s — but if 102 isn’t there, that is preferred (n»pnn —ibid)
2 Therefore: 1% clause — where no 103 present; 2" clause — where 103 is present
(a) Observation (9”): we prefer to “stretch” and make a xn»9a fit two circumstances, rather than 2 authors
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