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I Analysis of arguments proferred by nman and n™ to support their positions
a w12 (providing background): n™ — the no'nw is what “cleanses” the limb -> it should make it permitted to be eaten
i Defense (p’nn): it can help another more than its own body, per X mwn (spleen vs. 121)
1 Explanation (X¥27): onan responded by using nav as proof that it can become “cleansed” yet still be 1oR
(a) »77: responded — that can only work for its own body, not another (121)
(b) orpom answered from 'R ni1wn, as above
2 Note: supporting ®n1, which explicits “fills in the blanks” in this manner
II  9"aw1 and »" regarding extension of this dispute to nnna »Mar
a 571 dispute carries through — n’nan/n" have same disagreement about 51511 a8
b 777 (versionl): mnon agree that an 1ar becomes nYay if it is hanging off and then the animal is vnw)
i Explanation (X321 72 >0 *3): the 9219’s limb could be retracted
it Challenge: in Xn»11, n™ distinguishes by pointing to the nvonw “permitting” 5119170 728
¢ 71 (version2): " agrees that an 7R is not Y13
i Explanation (X222 92 »0p *9): this is a part of her body = nvnw is 1nn (unlike 121p)
II qov 92 pn¥’ '7’s report in 3NV "1’s name: all agree that death (w/o nv'nWY) generates "191” (i.e. as if it fell off before and no
1921 NkMY) and YNV generates %197 (limb “cleansed” [still n%aR2 7OR] via nYNY)
a  Question: what is the circumstance?
i Cannot be: the limb of an 721 - that is subject to dispute
ii ~ Must be: a limb of an animal
1 Challenge: both nrn and nvnw are explicitly taught:
(a) Awp: 10 poIN — if the animal dies, the meat requires nkmMYY W7, the limb is "N 10 728, not N>210 11 (™)
(b) Avrnw. ibid — if the animal is slaughtered, they are 9wmn by its blood — (1" — w™ disagrees — 17w RY)
2 Defense: from 1:0, we would have thought that only the meat is 7w
(a) Challenge: the nywn states 11w (plural —i.e. carcass and “hanging limb”)
(b) Answer: we might have read 19w210 as meat coming from carcass and coming from 7R — 9"np
(i) Question: why would we have considered one more likely than the other?
(if) Answer: 7wa which comes from carcass may not have needed 1wan, as it has nknw when “at the
source” —Y"np
b Support (90 27): n"117’s report supports QoY 71 PNy’ " —
i Context: v. 1-includes “hanging” limbs which are 1oR even after orn nvnw, but 13NV "1 says that MR is 0N
¢ Story: qov 1 quoted 127 (to XN ") as ruling that there are man for eating this 7ar
i Challenge: another student quoted 11 as saying that there are no man
ii  Defense: qov "1 — was talking about nn»m (>%191); other report was re: no'nw (per above)
d  ~27 source for distinction between nnn and nvnw for 9197 — v. 2 — onna (can’t be excluding “alive”, as we have nn%a1)
i Challenge: needed to teach that they must be “moist” as per moment of death —
ii  Answer: bnn1 is written twice; once for our nw17, once for “moist”
IV narTon 1 - if the same dispute applies to the limb of a dead 121y (0™ — all agree %192 "MWY NV'NY; N27 — consistent)
V  Analysis of end of mwn —n 110w 12 has no nv'nw in its kind
a  Challenge: X121 —'n 12 has nonw in its ‘kin’, but no'nw doesn’t “cleanse” it
i Answer: that's referring to no'nw when it is in utero (our Rin doesn’t consider that a challenge)
ii ~ However: according to that (x72) Rin, what is the source for no'nw “cleansing” a n97v?
iii Answer: v. 3 — only some animals (nnnan 1n) become 111 2 excluding na7v that was properly vnwi
VI »ywin "1’s question: what if he reached inside and slaughtered the 92 in utero?
a  Could be asked: according to both n™ as well as 1129
i »”r may not permit; he only requires nvo'nw for Nypa 12 once it is out, but no NY’NWY inside (or not)
ii  pwom may allow, as any 2 of the 4 0n'v present must be cut
b Proposed answer (82231 77): from the end of our nwn —van 0 N97Y never had WD MYV (= YN is invalid)
i Rejection: perhaps the argument is from Y017 11 N97Y, e.g. formed with 5 legs (never had w1310 nyw even here)
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