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I 12 mwn: amounts of loaves and flour for bread brought during n®%n and 71 »nn?
a  oR1op: brought like nxn of nTin (10 mn vy, divided among 30 loaves)
i Source:v.1—nYnundn, pPpr:ppd and 10Y DNY::NNY
1 Challenge: perhaps 1nw on? is a loaf-shaped ball of oil
2 Rather: source — v. 2; 3”3 'nan compared to D191 (day of anointment of 170Kk and his sons); both have n2111
(a) Tangent (X701 *7): a 3”3 coming to do his first T2y as 3> brings 2 — 7°n nnan and ¥ »noan
(i) Addition (»wn "1 72 70): if he never did any nTay — brings 3; 110 nnn as 113, 1 as 3" and onran
b v 2 of the n¥n-types (no n2117) same ratio (= 6.6 mnwy divided among 20 loaves)
i Source: v. 3 alludes to m13, but not to n21171 which is never called mxn (viz. v. 4)
1 Alternatively (»7271): v . 4 constitutes 593 (mxn) and V19 (P’p7 NYN) — only can include V19 = no N1
II 13 mwn: relationship between nmnn nv’nw and the loaves
a  If: when he slaughters, the loaves are “outside of the wall”, they aren’t sanctified
i Meaning of “outside the wall:
1y 77 outside »ra m2a (i.e. outside of the city wall - where it may not be eaten)
2 57 outside the wall of the N1y — where the 127 is being processed
(a) Challenge: this replicates another dispute:
(i) If: someone slaughtes noa 127p (NT? "7 — even Y”na HYv NN of 9”) while owning ynn — violates n"»
1. 577 only if he has ynn in the Ny
2. »71. if he owns ynn anywhere
(b) Justification: if we only heard their dispute re: ynn, we wouldn’t know that jan "1 holds this position re:
nTn nny, as the MR of ynn applies everywhere (and if we only heard our dispute, 870 that 9"...)
b  If: when he slaughters, even one of the loaves isn’t yet browned in the oven — none are w17
i source: ®n» 1 (on v. 3)
1 2792 ppn onb mbn 5p. teaches that the bread must be browned when nTin is slaughtered for on% to be w1Tp
2 na3p 32792 pon ons mon 5v. teaches that it becomes wyTp at NTINN NVINY
3 nmn nar teaches that if it is not slaughtered nnwY, the loaves aren’t sanctified
ii  Related Nn»773re NDo2 7¥p NnyY: one may use “raw” n¥n or n¥n baked in a kettle
1 Meaning of X2 (“raw”): as long as it doesn’t get stringy when pulled apart
2 a7 same applies to nTin 'nnY
(a) Challenge: this is obvious, as both are defined as on%
(b) Defense: we might have thought that nTin »nn5 require more baking, as the nm7n may not be o9
(i) And: we might consider an easily tearable piece to be already sliced — 5"np
iii  Related dispute among o'A110x: if he slaughtered the nmin for 80 loaves
1 prm 40 of them are sanctified
2 7 "1 none are sanctified
(a) Analysis (x7r 77): all agree that if he stated “40/80 are sanctified” it is valid
(i) And: all agree that if he said “40 are only holy if 80 are sanctified” — none are sanctified
(if) Disagreement: if he said nothing
1. prm: believes that he intends the other 40 as “backup” (n»InR)
2. pany 1. believes that he intends all 80 as a surplus j27p (2invalid)
(b) Analysis (»aK): they agree that he intends a surplus j27p
(i) prm nW Y can sanctify in spite (and against) his intent (> they only sanctify 40)
(if) 22 77 MW Y93 can only sanctify in accord with his stated intent (attempt to sanctify all; but fails)
(c) Analysis (9”1versionl): all agree that nw "3 can shape his intent
(i) prm the nonw knife, ‘tho it has no commodium, is a N "3 and can shape his intent to 40/80
(if) 2r9 77 since knife has no 7, it doesn’t have the power of n1w 93 to “fix” his errant intent
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(d) Analysis (971 version2): all agree that nw "3 can only sanctify per his intent
(i) prm the slaughtering knife (‘tho it has no commodium) is more “powerful” than a regular nw *5
and can shape his intent properly — 40/80
(if) 2r92 77 knife of nV'NW is no stronger than regular N *92

II 2y mwn: invalidating features of the nTinn NYNWY and their respective effects on the on

a
b
c

If: he slaughtered the nmin with intent of 1015 YN or 1mpnY yin — loaves are sanctified
If: he slaughtered and then found the animal to be a na™v — loaves are not sanctified
If: he slaughtered and found the animal to be a o Yya
i ~”rloaves are sanctified
ii ~ ppom: loaves are not sanctified
If: he slaughtered the nnw% 8Y® NTIN —loaves aren’t sanctied
i Parallel: same applies to nx190n PR (loaves brought with ram during 7-days of preparation for jawn-inauguration)
and onbn 'y, if the lambs offered with it were slaughtered w5 RYw
1 Note (97): the Rian chose R12nN R — a one-time offering — and omitted 711 YR
(a) Explanation: this was the first time loaves were sanctified

IV Analysis: authorship of our nmwn follows 1" (contra N1’ 1) in ’r277:

a

»n”1. rule is — if the invalidity happened before no'nw (e.g a n9Mv), the loaves aren’t sanctified
i But if: it happened in the vTpn (e.g. Y102 nawnn), loaves sanctified
ii  Therefore: if he slaughtered with intent for 2115 pin or ympn® yin — onbn WTp; if it proved to be a na™MY — VTP RY
iii If: he slaughtered it and it proved to a mn ya:
1 ~77:loaves sanctified
2 ywi7 /7. not sanctified
(a) Note: n™ distinguishes between 190 and nin Yya —per ¥™ and “fine” B > 177 ®Y 1YY DR (YW1 "1 would
answer — that’s sufficient to allow it to remain atop nam, not to sanctify loaves)
A7 77, R and yvi 1 didn’t disagree about:
i Ifit proved to be a 79>7v: not sanctified (in harmony with n™)
it If he slaughtered with intent to eat 1p15 pimr: sanctified (in harmony with n™)
iii  If he slaughtered and it proved to be a o1 593 not sanctified (contra n™)
iv  Disagreement: in case he slaughtered with intent of 1mpn% yin
1 »”7 sancitified — just like 1015 pin
2 71 not sanctified —just like D Yya
(a) &7 more similar to 11019 pIn — both are intents and not physical obstacles
(b) »”r more similar to D Y»1 — no M3; furthermore — infer from MWYY RYW —nawnn H1oa (PNY R™)
v Tangential discussion: if a nkon was slaughtered 1ty Yin — 70 8Y MY DR; but MMPNY YIn
1 X27 goes down; 727 doesn’t go down (117 conceded to X213, as X" conceded to ™)
2 Alternate version: they held positions; in »’s case, he argued from 1mwY XYW, which won’t help re: nxon

V 17 mwn: if 0a01 were sanctified in the '3 and the nar was invalidated

a
b

If: there is another nar — use them for it; if not — let it lapse and become 5109
»ppr. 301 only become sanctified at narn nonw (per v. 5)
i Challenge: our mwn (implies that it was already sanctified at no'nw)
ii ~ Answer: it was invalidated at np>1 (already wv17p at nvNWY)
1  Note: this seems to follow 27, who maintains that if there are several 11’nn, each is sufficient (for v11p)
2 Defense: could follow w”ar~ (his disputant) — following w1 — 11 p1712 P1ty TN Y3 — if 0T was spilt from *92
Analysis of ruling: if there is another 127p, bring 0’501 with it
i Challenge (n7): if oil was set aside for a particular nnin, may not be used with another
it~ Asnwer (?x2277): 11 2 has enforced intent (11°9» mnn 772 19) — if D01 unneeded, may be used for another
1 Challenge: why not make same *Rin for oil?
2 Defense: oil is absorbed into nmn (it is part and parcel), unlike n»>02
(a) Challenge: why not make condition that they become p9mn?
(b) Answer: people will think that you may take 0’501 and move them to 19 at will
(i) Challenge: per our ruling, people may think that you may move 0’201 from one j17p to another at will
(ii) Defense: our mwn is only referring to a case where the other offering was already vnw:
1. Challenge: our nmwn should stipulate to that (answer: that’s how it should be read per nT 12 n'nnn)
iii ~ Challenge: w"arn (included per [b ii 2] doesn’t accept 772 2% per father’s disagreement with 'non re: surplus p1nn
1 Answer: in that case, there is a solution — they can graze and get blemished and be redeemed
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