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T T

0'2:110n JA0 X1'2N T X220 13NN
1) X117 ' permits an increase in the grade of 2°w7p nkMY from 5w to 1w
2) R2°py " adds that
a) MmN 1w that is a *w*9w and is considered 7100 rather than &nv (see page 16)

b) can be made a IXMWVY PR by burning it in a 71 that was made an 8207 28 by
contact with a nn Xnv

3) T°Xn " says that o727

a) we derive that 770 yan DN in the 6™ hour on Moo 27¥ when the Yan niann is
711277 70K but isn’t Xnv at all

b) can be burned with 7X»Y 772170 that is a IRMILY NWRI
¢) thereby making the 2170 that was 770 a IRV 1w
4) o1 " disagrees with 7&n "
5) The &7n3 proceeds to explain
a) whether by saying o772
1) °Rn " referred to X173 " and X2°py "
i1) and derived his 77 from the 0°1°7 they mentioned
b) and why 01 "1 disagreed with 781 "
6) At the XK M7 stage at ;7 A7
a) the &) asks that
1) X1 " shouldn’t be able to derive his 17 from either X1°111 "7 or X2%py "
(1) X3°11 " can’t be the source
(a) because presumably he begins
(1) with "wa that Xn>=R72 was already a >w>Hw
1. so that its starting defect was already great
2. so we more readily permit enlarging the defect
a. by raising it from *w5w to "W
(b) whereas in the 17 of 7R "
(1) the starting defect is only 71277
(i1) and does not support enlarging the defect
(2) X2°py "1 can’t be the source

(a) because in his case, too, the starting defect



(b) is also Xn¥MIRT 7109

7) The y17°n of "20p Xn71" at 170 77

a)

b)

The & m3 proposes that 7°R» " can derive his rule from X1°17 "
1) Because in the case of X117 "1 the starting X was also only 11277
"1 and MdOIN disagree
1) On why the starting X0 is only 71277 at the "720p X»°1" stage
i1) And on
(1) whether the X3 ultimately rejects the "120p R1"1" approach
"2 on "M20p K1l
1) The starting %m0 for X3°17 ' 1s 11277
(1) Because the qwa was Xnv1 by a "w *92
(2) And everyone agrees that a >3 2> is X0 only 71277
ii) 7°Xn " then says that
(1) just as R>a7 " is M to add ARV to a 11277 IRMIW
(2) Just so it is .M to add 71277 ARMAIW to an 1277 MO
(a) By allowing it to touch Xn>X7 PWXA
(b) thereby becoming 11277 1w
(3) Note that
(a) the additional Xm0 is 11277
(b) because it must be that we now hold
(1) RDPIRTA DN KNLA P2 PR
(c) Since
(1) if we were to say that 921X Xnun 28

(i1) there would be an upgrade (from 71277 *1w to Xn™7IXT ") even if
it’s a 13277 "1w (instead of a 13277 *w°%W) that touches a WX
NN»7INT

ii1) 01" " disagrees
(1) because the starting defect of a XM
(2) is more severe than the starting defect of an MoX
(3) so
(a) the fact that we permit a starting 7X»10 to be enlarged
(b) says nothing about whether a starting 10X can be enlarged

(4) in other words



(a) Mo°R is different from aRMW
iv) Why the y17°n of "120p Xm1" is rejected
(1) 731 " holds that even *01 "
(a) would agree that
(1) where the starting defect of the Y11 NN is an RNYIRT 0K
1. such as 't ywa ynn
(i1) It’s °mn to burn this ynn with R 72170
1. And thereby to add Xn*7IXT XMV to the XN»TIRT MO°X
(ii1)By analogy to X2°py "27
1. who permits Xn>»7RT 787 to be added to Xn>>7IRT 2100
(2) So 73> " must hold that m10°k and ¥ are treated alike
(a) For both 7°&»n "™ and *o1 "

(3) So there is no rationale for explaining why *0v "1 would disagree with "
RN

v) and that’s why the & n3 ultimately rejects the "120p 121" approach
d) nooIN on "20p K"
1) Given the clear holding of 11m° "
(1) The %713 could never even have thought
(2) That
(a) Mo is different from axmMIv
(b) And that this is why *01° "1 disagrees with 7°X»n "
i1) So it must be that
(1) the X773 at the 720p R stage
(a) Held that the axmv was 11277
(b) For the same reason set out by 17" "1 below
(2) 7°8n "1 and "01° ' disagree
(a) for the reasons also set out below
(b) that have nothing to do with 171 "
(3) and the holding of 720p R11 was never rejected
(4) but was instead elaborated on by "n7° "
(a) who explains in detail
(i) how the "wa became a >w>Hw

(i1) And the points at issue



1. between 7°&n " and "01 "
8) The muw of "n7 '
a) Both 7°®n " and "01 " agree
1) that for X111 "
(1) the "w>5w w2 was made Xnw
(a) By contact with Ppwn that were "1w
b) 7°Xn " says that
(1) ®1an '2" holds that XN™MXT PRALA 1R PPWH
(2) so that the w2 was a *w°w only 131277
(3) and
(a) because of the rule” that
(1) every 7pwn that is a "1w
(i1) Is also a 71277 WXR"
(b) besides being a 131217 "W oW
(c) that 7w2 is automatically also a 71277 1w
i1) now "»7° " holds
(1) That %218 Rnvn 228
i11) So that when X1°111 "3 permits
(1) the "w2 that is a 11277 "W
(2) to contact a Rn*MXT WK
iv) this proves that
(1) we may raise the grade of fxmw
(2) from 71277 "1 to RNIRT "W
v) And from this 7°X» " derives his rule that
(1) We may take an 11277 M0°X
(a) Such as y»n 1N
(i) " vwa
(2) and add to it Xn>MRT AR
vi) Note that if
(1) 22% Rnvn 99X PR

' More precisely, 7°&k» " and "0v "1 disagree on how Xa%py ' understands X1°11 ™. This disagreement is in
turn based on whether R2°py " says RN»IIRT "RAVA 1R 7PwH. See page 53.
2 bnn N1 PRWH RALA TN DR 0197 93



c)

d)

(2) 1111 " could not have dealt
(a) with 2wa that was Xnu1 by Ppwn
(3) because if so
(4) by touching a NwX"
(5) the "w2 would become only a 71277 "1
(6) but the 7w already had that status
(a) As soon as it was Xnv1 by Ppwn
(7) So that there would no enlargement of the Xm0
(a) When it touches the TwX"
"0 "1 says that
1) X1 holds
(1) RN»MIRT PRAVA TPWH
(2) So that when the Ppwn touched the w2
(3) The w2 became RN»NRT WHW
i1) When X111 "1 permits this w2
(1) to touch aRMIVY NWR
(2) if P21x Kby 22N
(3) This proves that X1°11 ' permits
(4) An increase in the nxmY
(5) From Xn»MRT W5W to XNPIRT 2w
ii1) But this doesn’t support 7&n "
(1) Because 7°&»n " permits additional axmw
(2) Even where the starting Xm0 is only 11277
(3) And is less defective than a Xn*7K7 1w
woph v nuw
i)  When 7°%n " said 11727 2771278
i1) He meant
(1) vwIm "1 w9 "7 a2
ii1) He didn’t mean X2°111 ' and R2°py " at all
Xowp
i) to which 71¥°%5& " and w1 did 2oKkn " refer
'Rt
1) he meant y¥177° " in the Xn>12 (“'R n°an”)



i1) That deals with a
(1) nxmW POHO 72 T2UW AN YW NI
(2) In other words the 72170 is %N
(3) And can be used only npoi>
(4) yv1 "1 holds that there is no 7w 211
(a) for 717N that is fit only for 7pon
(5) and he permits 7XmW to result X773 7772 to that >0 77N
i11) From this 7°&»n " derived that
(1) yw " would also permit X to be applied
(a) to yan nmAn when it’s 13277 70K
(2) Because that 7 is also fit only for 79w
g) Xwp
1) But 79X "1 in our Mwn permits 2772 AXMIY to the y1un N
ii) While yw¥1 "1 permits only a x»3°
9) y1n
a) You’'re right
b) The source isn’t 'R N°an
c) The correct source is another Xn>72 ("2 n°an")
d) Where yw17° "1 is 7°nn to be
1) 272 a0 Rnvn which would otherwise be Xnvl anyway
¢) From this
1) °Rn " concludes that
(1) On oo 27w it’s also
(a) D 72 N XYY NN
i1) While 01 "1 disagrees
(1) Because 2 n°an is different
(2) Since the &M there is necessary to avoid 70577
10) One further point from M>doIN at 10 77, 120p ’1A*1 7"7
a) Xwp
i) Why is it that "n7> " and w°p% v disagree
b) y1°n

3 X"wamn at page 30 discusses why the x1m3 doesn't here also rely on another distinction that it uses later: in
'} n°an the 7m0 is only 2N, while in the m1wn the 7N is 7w



1) Remember 7177 "1 nuw that *01° " would agree with "X "
i1) That it’s 70 to be
(1) ynn nnn Xnon
(a) T 7ywa
(b) when ynr M0°K is RNKRT
i11) We’ll prove that
(1) 731 " agrees with "n7° " now
(2) and that the essence of the npY?ma between o1 ' and wop w1 is that
(a) "n7° " agrees with 1M1 "
(b) wp% w1 disagrees with 1 "
Here’s the proof that 11m1° " follows the fvw of 177 ™
1) 7 " says that *01° " would agree with 7°&» '
(1) T avwa
(2) when y2m MOX is XNPIRT
i) Xwp
(1) for wp v
(a) 7°8n " relies on MR 120
(b) based on "2 nan
(c) to permit ARM™IY
(i) " vwa
(2) but for wopH w™
(a) T2°R? 79177 can’t explain
(1) Why
1. °0v "M agrees with °Xn " in '1 YW
2. But disagrees with him " nywa
(3) After all the 7210 is just as much T2°R? 7217
(a) " ywa
(b) asitis T nywa
iii) y17°n
(1) must be that 13m> "3 holds
(a) that>01 " holds
(1) that 91097 7217 MOK
(2) and that >0 "1 relies on



(a) X2py "
(b) who says it’s 90 to raise Xn*>7IX7 2100 to a higher level of IR
v) Xwp
(1) but how do you know that 711 "1 also says that
(2) 781 "M relies on X217 "
(a) to compare 11277 70X to 11277 ARMY
(3) maybe °®n "1 himself relies on T2°R? 7217
(4) To explain why we can be v nn1an Xnon
(a) Asearly as "\ yw
v) 71N
(1) If 33 "1 didn’t hold that
(a) the concept of comparing MOX to RN
(b) had already been broached by 7°&n "
(2) 713m "1 would not have said that
(a) o1 "M agrees with °&n " in 't YW
(b) and that "o "
(1) Holds Rn»RT 21097 7217 RNPIRT MO
(i1) And relies on X2py "
1. who says it’s Inn
2. to raise XN™7RT 2109 to a higher level of AR
d) Here’s the analysis for wp? v
i) wp“ w1 disagrees with 1M "
(1) "o " doesn’t agree with 7Xn " in "7 YW
(2) so >0 " doesn’t compare 71097 0K
ii) So there is nothing to suggest that 9°&» " compares IRV NO°KR
i11) So the logical point they dispute is that
(1) 2°8n " says we can always be &nun what’s 7T12°8? 79171
(2) >0 " holds we can only be Ratn what’s T12°R? 1217
(a) where there is a 7057
(b) as in the Xn*12 of "2 NN
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NO'XT n"T'oIn

1) mwn

a)

b)

X1°171 " permits
i) oWwip “wa that is a Wow
ii) to touch a IRV NWKRA
iii) and thereby become a nxmvY *1w
7°R1 " says that
i) 7m0 pan nen

(1) In the 6™ hour on nod 2

(a) When the ynr nmnn is 13277 710K but isn’t Xnv at all

ii) Can be burned with 781 72170 that is a IRMY? MWK
iii) Thereby making the 7m1n that was 70 a aRMY? 3w

2) X

a)

b)

d)

727K 92 RIX 2
i) D21 Xnvn 99X PR for N0
ii) But 9218 Ravn 9o for wp
X127
) P01 Xnwvn PR 20 even for wp
Xwp for X127
1) you said for ¥1°117 " that
(1) when PWRY w7p w1 touches "wHw w2
(2) The *w*2w w2 is raised to IRML? "W
ii) But both are 1928
iii) How does this fit with the 9287 18 who holds 721 &nwn 223X 1K
Two o°¥17°n
i) First y17°n
(1) The *w>w w2 touched
(a) not only the Nwx" w2
(b) but also 1pwn that had wetted the PwRa w2
(2) And were themselves a X"
(3) And pwn

11



(a) Unlike P22
(1) are P2 RnwUN
i1) Second y17°n
(1) You’re right that
(a) 921X LA PN PR
(b) But that is only XnKT
(1) Not 11277
(c) So by touching the wx1 w2
(1) The axmw of the "W Hw “wa
(11) is increased to 131277 "W
3) msoin
a) Nwp
1) Go back to the first y17°n
(1) That the 7wa was Xnv1 by Ppwn
ii) But the 1pwn that wet the 7w2 are presumably less than a n°y"27
i11) What about the rule that 1"pwn can be Xnvn only n°y°a172
b) y°n
1) less than a 7"pwn nN°¥°27 is enough to be 11277 Rnwvn
i1) So the first y17°n in the X773 agrees with the second y17°n
(1) that the &m0 level of the w5 is increased to "2 only 131277
c) Nwp
1) The first y77°n is somewhat prmT2
(1) because it presumes 7"pwn that aren’t mentioned in the 7awn
i1) now
(1) if in the first y17°n the 7"Pwn were RNMIRT XnvnA
i11) we would understand why
(1) the X first proposes the first y17°n
(a) that the Ppwn raise the level of XMV RNRT
(2) and only falls back to the second y17°n
(a) which says the increase in 7820 is 11277
(3) when the first y17°n is dismissed for other reasons
iv) But if even the first y17°n sets out an increase in XMW that is only 71277
v) why mention this y17°n pmi7 at all

12



d)

vi) instead of going straight to the second y17°n
YN
1) Because at the first y17°n stage
(1) the Xmx wasn’t prepared to concede that 7218 Ravn 22X at all
(a) even 11277

ii) We only accept that 131277 22 Rnvn 928 once the first Y1700 fails

4) R’wn

a)

b)

Xowp
1) Ifthe ywpn didn’t yet accept that
(1) 73277 929X RnawLA 99K
i1)) Why didn’t the X773 also ask the same X*wp for 727X 72 XX 27:

(1) why there is an issue at all on whether 7X%v 772170 can be burned with
a0 9PN

YN
1) In fact the X3 could certainly have asked this X°wp

i1) The &7n3 prefers to ask the X*wp for 2°w7p only because o°w7p is mentioned
first in the 71wn

13



awa oy n"T1'oIn
1) X
a) X' permits 2w W1 which is a “wOw
i) to be burned with o°w7p w2 which is a 7WXRA
(1) although this increases the & of the first 2wa from *w*ow to "1w
b) Xwp
i) Both the *w°>w w31 and the PNWX W2 are PN
i1) For the 7mX7 181 who says
(1) 2% Rnvn 99X PR
ii1) Why does the 11wn say that the level of the Xm0 has increased
c) YN
i) The *wow w2 also touched Ppwn that wetted the w1 w2
(1) And the 7pwn had been previously made Rnv by an JIR2ILT 2R
(2) So that they were a nwX" the same as the w2
(3) And ypwn can be PR Xnvn
2) moon
a) Nwp
i) 7900 DA% PRPwn Rnvn 7907 DR 20197 95 112777
i1) So 7pwn becomes a PR even if they are Xnwv1 by a 1w
ii1)) So why does the X713 emphasize
(1) that the Ppwn were XYl by an IR2IWVT 2R
b) y1°n

i) X1°11 " by his phrase 2°3712 5w o implies that his rule applied even before
the 1327 adopted the rule of 131 5019771 %5

3) X’wann
a) Nwp

1) If the X7n3 refers to a time before X1°117 "1 when the rule hadn’t yet been
adopted why does the X713 use the rule in a X*wp on X2°py " on :7° 77

ii) After all X2°py " also uses the phrase "°1712 Hw 0" so that he’s also
referring to a time before the rule was adopted

b) yn
1) must be that the real point of m»01n is that

14



(1) 11 " himself lived before the rule was adopted
(2) while x2°py "1 lived after the rule was adopted

15



T QT

"mYe 'nann atT e

1) mwn and Rmx

a)
b)

d)

RI°17 *9 says it’s M to raise the level of nxmw for 'w7p from "wHw to "1w
R2PY 7 is 70M
1) and adds that it’s 70 to burn
(1) nm XnL2 RALIW 712 21 91202 Y001W 71N T
Xowp
i) aorMawisaw
(1) so 1w that is 01 71212 001 becomes a "Wow
ii) nn XL is an IRWIVT 2K
ii1) the 71 that is Xnv1 by a N XnY is a MWK
iv) if 72w that is a "w"5W is X»01 by the M3
(1) the RmW of the 11w is raised to 1w
v) So both for X117 "1 and R2py "
(1) The level of xnW is raised from *w 5w to *aw
vi) So how is X2°pY ’9 7201 on X117 ™9
Y7°n
1) The 71 1s metal
il) because of 2%m2 X7 7 27
ii1) the 71 becomes an n¥M1WV7 A8 when it contacts a N XY
iv) the 1nw that touches the 71 becomes a NWX"
v) So R2PY 7 is Pom
(1) that it’s °nn to raise the level of XM of 717N MW
(a) from w*5w to WX
Rwp
1) Introductory points
(1) A thing that is 10 and can be Xnvn is called &nv
(2) A thing that is X0 and can’t be Xnun is 2109
(a) And is considered less defective than a Xnv

(3) DwIPa WOLW is a RnY

16



(a) because it can generate a °w7p2 "¥°27
(4) nmna v
(a) Such as the 1MW in the case of X2°py "
(1) Isa9on
1. because there is no *y>27 for 7170
(5) When considering whether it’s permissible to raise the level of R
(a) We more readily
(1) permit the addition of a higher grade nxmw
1. where the initial defect was already relatively great
(i1) than we permit the addition of a higher grade nxmw
1. where the initial defect was relatively small
(6) so we would more readily permit adding
(a) nxmw to a lower grade XM
(b) than to a lower grade 7109
i) Xwp
(1) Why didn’t we answer the prior X*wp as follows
(a) ®2°py " in fact deals with a 07171 12
(1) thatis only a TwR"
(2) and that raises the n&mw of the 1w from *w 5w to *1w
(3) What X2°py > is p0m is
(a) that it’s °nwa to raise the XMWY of even a 7100
(b) while X1°111 "1 deals only with raising the 7X»10 of what is already Xnv

(4) And why was the X3 compelled to say that the 71 was metal and an 2K
ik tahleh

f) vn
1) It must be that the 71 in the 71w»n was an XMV I
i1) Here’s the proof
(1) Assume
(a) that the 71 in the 71w is not metal
(b) And is only a 7R™L? WK
(2) 1mw can be raised from *w°5w to "1 by contact with any 21 that is a WwX"
(3) It doesn’t matter whether the 71 became a WwR"
(a) by touching a yw (which is an 2X)

17



(b) or by touching a n» &nv (which is also an ax).
4) xwp

(a) So why does the mwn emphasize that what was &nun the 71 was a Raw
nn

(5) yrn
(a) must be that
(1) the mawn wants to emphasize that this is
1. asituation where the 71 is an AXMYT 2R
(i1) and was made so because
1. it was Xnv1 by a nn Xnw
2. and it is nonn
a. so that 991> X7 °77 290 applies
2) 7w
a) Nwp
1) why didn’t the X713 add that
i1) If the mwn had referred to a ©717 71 that is only a TWRA

ii1) Then not only would we be at a loss to explain why the 71w»n emphasizes that
the XMV at the WX level was caused by a n» Xnv rather than a yow

iv) But
(1) Because a 11
(a) as a9
(1) can be Xnv1 only by an aX
1. so that a 71 can never be less than a WwX"
(2) we would also be at a loss to explain why the mwn
(a) Even needs to imply
(1) By saying that the 71 was Xnvil by a nn Rnv
(i1) That the 71 1is a 7w at all
3) X'wann
a) 717°n to the X°wp by w1
i) 712971 a %> can become a "W

i1) And that is why the 711wn needs to say that in this case the 71 was a TwX"

18



10 TA KNMIRTAT D" TNI XNVI 7109 DNA A" TNI XNVI NV XOA A" TN
1) xma
a) N1°17 ' is 7°nn to raise the level of nxmw for ow7p from W oW to 1w
b) X2°py " is 7°0Mm
1) and adds that it’s 7 to burn
(1) N7 RAV2 RALVIY 712 01 21202 YO0 AN nw
c) We assume at this stage that
1) X1 " derives from X1°171 " and 82y "
(1) that it’s °nn to be XnvH an 71312777 MOX to the level of "1
i1) and that X117 "1 means
(1) it’s 7nA to raise the level of axmMIW
(a) From Xn»7R7 "wohw
(b) To RN*™IXT 1w
d) Remember also that
1) The more severe the starting defect
(1) The more readily we permit an increase in the defect
i) A RN™OIRT AR
(1) And even a Xn>»MR7 7109
ii1) is a more severe starting defect
(1) Than an 71277 MO°X
e) Xowp
1) so how can "X "1 decide that
(1) it’s 7N to be Xnv» an 13277 O
ii) based on
(1) X1 "
(a) Who says
(b) It’s °nn to increase the level of axmv
(1) of a thing that’s already Xn»IXT Xnw
(2) or X27py "
(a) Who says
(b) It’s °nn to increase the level of axmMv
(i) Of a thing that’s already Xn>>7I87 2109

19



ii1) And why is it that *01° "1 disagrees
) y1°n per "n "M
1) Both 7°8n " and "0 " agree

(1) that for X111 "1 the >w>5w w2 was made Xnv by contact with 1°pwn that
were 1w

i1) 7°Xn " holds that
(1) X231 7" holds that XN IXT PREVA TR PPWH

(a) so that the w2 was Xnv only 131277 and by touching a 1WA the ARM™Y
level is raised to "1w

(2) And from this 7°&»n " derives his rule that
(a) We may take an 11277 MO°XR
(i) Such as ynn NN
1. "avwa
(b) and add to it XN™1IRT XM
ii1) *01° " holds that

(1) X1ar "1 holds that Xn>>7IX7 RALA PWA so that the w2 was already a “wow
NNMTINT

(2) So from this we cannot derive the rule that
(a) We may take an 11277 M0°X
(i) Such as yan NN
1. "avwa
(b) and add to it Xn™1IRT XM
2) XnwY MIY X577 A"7 M90IN (as explained by K"wnn)
a) We proved at page 9
1) That "»n7° " holds for &2°py " that
(1) An XD™IXT MO°X is equivalent to XN™IXT 9109
ii) And that w>p% w1 disagrees and holds that
(1) An Xn>7IR7 MO°R is not equivalent to XN>»7XT 7109
b) Xwp (as explained by X"w1mn)
1) so why doesn’t the X3 explain that
(1) 781 " and >0 " deal with "t mywa yon
(a) when the M0°R of 111 is RNMMINT

* More precisely, %2 "1 and *ov "1 disagree on how 82%p¥ '3 understands X111 ™. This disagreement is in
turn based on whether X2°py ' says Rn™7IRT PRAVA 1R 1PwH. See page 53.
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(2) And that 7°®n " agrees with "7 " nuw
(a) So he can derive Xn*»7X7T MOK
(1) From the rule of X2°p¥ ' on RN»RT 2109
(3) And that >0y "1 agrees with w°p? w1 now
(a) So he can’t derive Xn™MIRT MO
(b) From the rule of X2°p¥ ' on XN»7RT 2109
3) X"waan
a) Xowp
1) In our explanation we’ve said that n1901n asks only that
(1) X2°py " be the source of the 7w°% for Xn ' that XN»MIRT MO°K NIXHL? N0
i1) why do we assume that N1901n doesn't mean to say that 7°x&»n "
(1) can derive his rule for Xn*7X7 MO°K
(2) from both
(a) the Xn»MIRT %MW in the case of X117 "
(b) As well as from the Xn*X7 7109 in the case of X2°py "1
(3) In other words
(a) Maybe 2105 and 7xmW are equal in severity as a starting defect
(b) So that once we know that 110°X is equal in severity to 7109
(c) It’s automatically equal in severity also to IR
b) yn
1) The mwn says that X2°py " is 7°0m
(1) and goes beyond X117 '
ii) Because R2°py " permits 7109, as well as 7x», to be X»wvi to a higher grade
iii) So it’s obvious that 7Xmw is a defect that’s more severe than 2109
c) And as further proof
1) remember that N1901N as summarized on page 9 says that
(1) according to "n7* "
(a) Even "ov " agrees that it’s
(b) 'T VWA yAn NN NIRAYY N7
(2) According to 82°py "
(a) but not according to 17111 "

ii) So it must be that M50 holds that f%mv is a defect that’s more severe than
alel>
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4) 'R Pon ®nwvY 7109 ani "7 Moo (as explained by X"w0nn)
a) To this point we’ve proved

i) that once we know that we can add Xn>7IR7 7RI to a RN™IIRT 2109 per "M
X2PY

i1) We can deduce that we can add Xn>7R7 I8N0 to an RN*IIRT NON
b) Presumably also
i) an 33277 MoK is equivalent to a 131277 2109

i1) So that we ought to be abler to derive from X2°py "1 that we can add 7R
71277 to an 71277 MO°X

c) Xowp
i) if 901 vy 22X PR

(1) the upgrade for 7°8» "1 in " 7Yw would be from 71277 MOX to 711277 AxMvthe
So in the case of 7"k "

ii) Why can’t we accept that 1°x» " derives his rule from x2°py '’
d) yn
1) Your presumption is wrong
i1) we can’t derive from X2°py "1 that We can add 13277 %m0 to an 71277 0K
i11) Because we can

(1) more readily add &n»7X7 7xmv to what already has the high grade defect
that it is XN X7 2100

(2) than we can add 72277 Xm0 to what has only the low grade defect that it is
13297 MON

e) Here’s proof ("y7n")
1) Atpage 6 review the y17°n of "n7> "

(1) Who says that *01 ' interprets X1°11 '3 as dealing with Xn3>IR7 *w5w that
is being raised to 731277 " according to the 7"» that 921 Xnvn 99X Px ¢

(2) And that this does not support
(3) The case of °’n "
(4) Where 12297 M0°X is being raised to 11277 AXmM0

5) X"wann
a) Nwp
1) partl

> mooIn accepts that this x'wp doesn’t apply to the 7" who holds 721% Xnun 928, because for this T8T X%
the 131277 M0°K in the case of °Xn " is raised to RNINT IRV
% which is the 7nxT J%» whose 7uw we are now analyzing, as noted in the prior footnote
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(1) The fact that for "»n7> "
(a) The an>1 for X1°am " to move from RN»TIRT WHW to 13277 1w

(1) Where the increase is only a relatively slight 11277 defect relative to
the serious initial defect Xn>7IXT

(b) Can support moving from 71277 MOX to 11277 *1¥ where the increase is
substantial relative to the less serious initial defect 131277

(2) Proves nothing about whether

(a) The an°7 for X2°pY " to move from RNTIRT 7109 to RNMRT 2w where
the increase is significant in that it is Xn*1X7 the same as the initial
defect

(b) can or cannot support moving from 71277 M0°X to 11277 "1 where the
increase is also significant in that it is 131277 the same as the initial
defect

b) xwp Part 2
1) here’s proof
i1) although noon asked why the rule of 7°X» " can’t be derived from X2°py "

ii1) MdoIn from the start accepted that the rule of 7 "1 can’t be derived from "
N1°11

c) Xwp Part 3
1) so, again
i1) why does Mo01n say that
(1) The fact no rule can be derived from X1°317 "
(2) Proves that no rule can be derived from X2°py "
d) yn
1) nooIn doesn’t mean Y70 in the sense of a proof
i1) instead M»d0IN means that
(1) 2°8n "1 can’t derive his rule from R2°py "
(a) because
(1) the starting defect for X2°py "1 is RN KT
(i1) while the starting defect for 7°Rn " is 11277
(2) just the same as we knew all along that
(a) 7°&n " can’t derive his rule from X117 "
(b) for two reasons

(1) first reason
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1. which we discovered by explaining why X2°py " can’t be the
source for xn "

1. the starting defect for X1°171 "1 is also RN™INT
i1. while the starting defect for 7°8»n " 1s 11277
(i1) second reason (which we must have known from the start)
1. the increased 71277 defect for X117 ™
a. is insignificant relative
1. to the starting Xn>1X7 defect
2. while the increased 71277 defect for 7°Kkn
a. 1s significant relative
i. to the starting defect
il. which is also only 71277
6) XNMMRTAT A"7T M20IN (as explained by X"wann)
a) focus on the 7oW of "n7> " per &N "
1) that 7°Rn " derives his rule that
(1) 7131277 MO°X can be raised to XMV
(2) From X111 "1 who says 11277 Xm0 can be raised to a higher level of Xm0
b) Note also that
i) If52R Xnwn 798
(1) The 131277 *w 7w w3 that touches XN»IXT NWRI becomes XN»IRT 2w
i) IfH2IR Rnwn 1R PR
(1) The 131277 *w 7w w2 that touches XN»1IXT NWRI becomes 3277 W
c) Xwp
i) if 791R Ravn DN
(1) We can accept that

(a) although Xn»RT MOX is equal to RN™IRT 2100 but not to RN
NXNM7INT

(b) Still 1312797 70K is equal to 131277 ARAY
(2) So that
(a) From x111 ' who holds that 11277 *w°%® can be raised to Xn*7IR7 2w
(b) 7°8n "1 can derive that 731277 0K can also be raised to Xn*7K7 1w
ii) But if 22X Xnun 59 PR’

7 At page 46 we prove that "»7° "1 must hold that %21% Xnvn 2218
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(1) So that
(a) R3°11 "1 holds the 131297 *w°%¥ can be raised to 13277 "1
(b) and °&» "1 derives from this that 731277 M0°R can also be raised to
(i) 1207w
) If
(a) 7°RXn "1 assumes that 73277 MO°X is as severe a defect as 131277 ARMAW
(i) then presumably
1. since there are no levels of 11277 MO°X

a. any 71277 MOX is as severe a defect as any level of XM
11277

(b) so why do you say 71277 "1w is a raise relative to 131277 MOX
(3) and, again, if 131277 0K is not as severe a defect as 71277 XMV
(a) How can 7°8n " derive his rule from the "7 of X1°111 "
d) yrn
1) You’re right that

(1) This 7°8n "1 can’t derive his rule from X3°117 "7 because 131277 MOX isn’t as
severe a defect as 11277 I8NV

(2) And we already know that he can’t derive his rule from X2°py "
i1) But 7°&n "1 does derive his rule from the combination of X2°py " and X117 "
i11) Here’s how
(1) From &1°111 " we derive that a defect (7X2) can be raised from a low
grade of that defect (13217 *w>5W) to a higher grade of that defect (131217 *w)
(2) From x2°py "1 we learn that

(a) Different defects of the same level (Xn>»7IRT 2109 and XN*>7IRT ARA)
are treated as if they were the same defect at the same level

(3) From the combination we learn that
(a) aparticular low grade defect (131277 MO°X)
(b) can be raised to a different defect of a higher grade (71277 IXMW)
7) 'ap%n &nw 209 ann a7 NvoIn
a) Go back to the y17°n of "7 " once more
b) Xwp
i) We proved that
(1) First
(a) A starting defect that is Xn™IRT
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(b) Is a more severe defect than
(1) A starting defect that is 131277
(2) second
(a) We more readily can add nxmw
(1) To a thing that already has a severe defect
(i1) Than to a thing that has a relatively slight defect
i1) So
(1) Whereas the starting defect for X2°py "1 is Xn*»7K7
(2) According to the y17°n of "n° "

(a) X171 " goes beyond &2°py "1 to permit additional X2 where the
starting defect is 71277

i11) So why does the 71wn say that X2°py "1 was n°i1 7201 over X117 "
c) yn
i) now17 says that X2°py ' starts with a J3297 *whw
i1) because
(1) the a1 M2v that was Xnvn the 0 7w
(a) And made the 1w a “wow
(2) Was only a 131277 01 9120
(a) Because the X that made him a oy 2w
(b) Was the 13217 im0 of 0797 n°2
ii1) Since
(1) the starting defect is 73277 for both X1°17 "7 and X2°py "
(2) and since X1°11 "1 permits an increase in Xav to "1w
(3) while X2°py "1 permits an increase in XAV to WK
iv) It follows that X2°py "1 is the R7 18n who is 207 770
8) X"wamn
a) Xwp
i) once you say for 5w that X2°py " deals with 13297 9109 that is raised to 1w

i1) Why can’t 71 " derive from &2°py "1 the 17 that 131277 70X can be raised to
I

9) "2 poM RNPMRTA 7N
a) Introductory points
1) we’ve established for "7 ' that "0 "1 says
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(1) that &3 " doesn’t permit >XT1 13297 w7 to be burned with nXnv 77N
NNM7IRT

(2) And that’s why 01 "1 disagrees with 7°X» " and says
(a) 770 7N that is 13277 MOR can’t be burned with xAY 727N
i) mwn
1) ywi " says 170 7mOn may be burned with 8»Y 7170 before nod
y y
ii1) .2 A7 XM

(1) The mwn that says 120 may be burned with x8»w before nos follows ™
YW as understood by 1ynw "

(2) *o1 " disagrees and says that yw17° "3 says 170 7m0 may not be burned
with 7XnY 7170 before nos

(3) Both 1wnw " and "01 " say that ywii» " says that 777w 72170 can’t be
burned with 7xnv 72170 before roo

01 "M nvaw "
X121 "7 QLR PO R1I7 "7 QLR P RNIINT R
DN PR 1DW? NN XNIIRT 170
NYNY 73 PO PR X127 97 197 MOX 71297 °RT

YNWR RNPIIRT A2V

NYAY 72 PO PR 1DNWH ORT W"In 11277 170

NYAY 72 PO PR 1DNWH ORT "IN miiyie)

b) Xwp (see X"wInn below for an obvious problem)
i) assume for a moment that ™70 in the 73w» means 131277 ™M°n
i1) then for o "
(1) Who says that 71277 X0 °R71 can’t be burned with XY 72170

(2) how can ¥ " say that even 13277 90 can be burned with R»Y 7170
before oo

(3) {keep in mind that the 72277 M0°X of 1 YW can have no greater strength
than 71277 Axnw}

c) 1N
1) must be that the assumption is wrong
ii) YW " in the mwn deals only with X7 170 73170
10) X"wann
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a) Xwp
1) how can m»oIn ask this X'wp of *01° "

i) After all it’s *0v "y who says that w1 ' says that ™1%n can’t be burned with
il al¢)

b) y°n

1) MooIn means to ask its X*Wp according to 1AW "1 who says Y17 "1 does
permit ™70 to be burned with 781w before ros

i1) because Nynw "1 agrees that that Y17 ' says that 7717V 72170 can’t be burned
with 7xnv 7170 before nos

(1) So that nynw " in effect says that ¥ " disagrees with 7°&» '
(a) who says X111 " deals with 71277 aRmD

(b) And who derives from X1°171 " that 73277 70X is also enough to burn
A0 70 with APy

(2) So it must be that 17vnw " agrees with *01° "1 that X1°117 " doesn’t deal with
11297 *w°%w and that only Xn*7IX7 w5 can be burned with nxnY

(3) So that the X°wp we asked in error for *01 "1 applies to 1w " this way:
(a) Xwp
(i) assume for a moment that 70 in the 7w means 131277 ™7n
(b) then for nwnw
(1) Who says that 71277 X0 °R71 can’t be burned with XY 72170

(i1) how can ¥ " say that even 13277 %0 can be burned with 7170
il al¢)
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JU T

Ml Xp'T 2" T A9NN DN nanta' At T M'wn
1) R0 mwn
a) K111 M says it’s 7 to raise the level of Txmw for 2°w7p from "W 5w to "W
b) R2°pY "M is 7°0Mm
1) and adds that it’s 70 to burn
(1) nn RnY2 RAVIW 732 O 912W2 HODIW 71N Y
c) °Rn " derives "o727R"
1) that it’s 70 to be XnvH an 112777 MOX to the level of "1
d) -or ' disagrees with 7Rn "
2) XM
a) wph WM says M2 means YT M MYHOR ' 127
b) xwp
i) which w7 "1 1y°HK " does wph w1 have in mind
c) 7I™n
i) YW " in the case of IXMY PHO 72 72w 7N YW A ('R nvan).
ii) The =170 in that case is 7120 and is fit only for 7pon
ii1) yw " holds that there is no 77w requirement
(1) for amnn that is fit only for burning
(2) and is nxmY 0137 7 for this %0 AN
iv) R "1 says that this ruling for "1 is instructive
(1) for v yam NN in the 6™ hour
(a) Because this ynr is also fit only for burning
d) °o1 " uses the following words in the 711wn to disagree with 7°%n "
TRXYY T POV (M0 AIIN2) WYX M DT
RN PYY NP0 BV PPN an DY 7Ry m
YWIT " XYY M AREYY T AIWN IR MYOR W
DRI 17°Dw NI
e) We’ll show that this proves that 7°®n " relies on Y21 "
3) smIRpeT A" WA
a) Nwp
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1) How do these words prove that 781 " relies on Y@ "
b) yn
1) obviously "0v " is responding to a proof by °&»n " from '® n°an

i1) by arguing that 'X n°an is different because there ¥w17° ' permits XMWY to be
caused only to ™%n 7m1n

i11) so that ' n°an doesn’t support 7°X» " who permits X for T997W v20 DN
4) R’wAn
a) Nwp
1) Earlier we said 'X n"an is different
i1) Because in it Y217 " permits only a 8717
(1) and this doesn’t support 1°kn ") who in the 7wn is 2°7°2 Xnv? K
i11) Why didn’t °01° "1 in the 71w»n make this distinction
b) Two 2X1°n
1) First y17°n (considered by X"w972 to be a prm7)
(1) y1°n of >"wn at nRp 2371 "7 at v A7
(a) "ov "M prefers
(1) not to distinguish between X171 and 0°7°2
(11) and instead to distinguish based
1. on the ground that the m1wn is not a 770 case
2. and that YW "1 agrees with 212X " in a non-7M2n case
(2) Second y1°n
(a) At:on7

(b) 1ynw " holds that ¥y " permits 771720 to be burned with 8L even
ok u!

(c) In responding to 7°&n "
(1) oy ' prefers to rely on a distinction
1. namely
a. that between 7%n and 77w
2. that will work even for the 70w of NyAY " in YW "
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[27T AXRNIV T71 2" TN (as explained by X’w1mn)

1) X mwn

2)

a)

b)

c)

d)

X117 "7 says it’s 1M to burn IRMILIT 7912 RHVIV W2 with IRMVY YR W2
i) Even though this will raise the ™ level of the aRMILYI 7912 RHVIV W2
T°R7 " says

1) that it’s 7N to be XnYH an 112777 MOX to the level of "1

Xwp for X111 '

i) A aRmva TN is a PR

i) nRMILT 79N RPVIW W1 is already a 1w

ii1) So how is its level of IXmW raised by burning it with a TwXA

N

i) The 7wn means that the w2 was X101 by a aR™L7 7901 79N which is a 1w

ii) So that the w2 was only a *w%w before it was burned with a WX and
became a "1w

moon (as explained by R"wAnn)

a)

b)

There are two separate Mn7d
i) whether
(1) RNPTIRT PRAVA PPWA
ii) whether
(1) RN™TIRT 22X RALA 9N
If there is a 7R7 187 who holds both
i) RNPIIRT PRAVA 1R PPWN
i) RN™IINT 22K RHVA 72X

The X3 could for that 7n&7 181 have proposed the following y17°n for the Xwp it
asked to X111 "

i) yn
(1) ®°31 "1 in fact means 77112 XnLIY W32 and that is a "W
(2) But that nxmv is only 131277 because the 79 was Ppwn

(3) ®1an ' teaches that the 13277 *2 can be burned with Xn*7I1X7 WX 90K
even though this will raise the level of X of the first w2 from 71277 "1w
to RNMMIRT W

3) xma

a)

mow of "
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i) Both 7°kn " and "0 ' agree that for X111 ' the *w°%w w2 was made X1y
through a chain that included pwn

(a) Either as the )YWN"
(b) Or as the 22
1) °Rn " says that
(1) ®1an '2® holds that XN™MXT PRALA 1R PPWH
(2) so that the 7w2 was Xnv only 11277
(3) and
(a) because of the rule’ that every 1"pwn that is a "1 is also a 13277 WK
(b) besides being a 131217 *w 2w the w2 is automatically also a 13277 "W
(c) by touching a WX the axmw level is raised to
(i) RN™IRT W
1. If50% Rnwn 798
(i) 11207 1w
1. if 921X Rnvn PR PR

(4) And from this 7°&»n " derives his rule that we may take an 71277 710°X such
as "1 wwa yan nn and add to it xnxT g

iii) 01 " holds that
(1) X231 "1 holds that R IXT PRALL PRWA
(2) so that the w2 was already a Xn>7IR7 "WoW
(3) by touching a WX the axmw level is raised to
(a) RN™IINT W
(1) IfH2IR RnwvH P98
(b) 11277 1w
(1) if 921% RavR 22X PR
(4) So from this we cannot derive a rule that
(a) We may take an 71277 M0°X and add to it Rn™MIRT ARM™IY
4) moon
a) Xwp

i) for the 7mXT JX» that RN™TIRT 221X Xn0H 72 PX

¥ More precisely, °Xn " and 01 ' disagree on how X2%py '3 understands X331 1. This disagreement is in
turn based on whether R2°py " says RN»IIRT "RAVA 1R 7PWH. See page 53.

% Hbnn NI PRWH RALA TN DR SO0 93

1 We will soon discuss an obvious difficulty if %21% Xnun 1K 221,
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i1) How in the words in bold italics on page 32
(1) can you say for 01 "
(a) that one way the 7wa could have become a Rn™»=IRT *WHw
(i) is by touching an "1 92
(i1) That was previously Xnv1 by a WX 7pwn
(2) Shouldn’t the *w°5w nX™W be 33397 only
(a) Since
(1) it was Xnv1 by *aw 92
(b) And
(1) 921X RnLA 92 PR
b) y°n
1) you’re right
ii) It must be that the 7wa became a Xn>»7IRT "WHW
(1) By touching ppwn that were a "1w
c) Nwp
i) but the Ppwn that were a XN»IRTA 1w
i1) Were also a 71277 7wX"
(1) Based on the rule of
(a) 7900 NPY PPwH Rpbn 30T DR 201977 9
iii) So that the XN IRT "Wow w2
(1) That we just proved had to touch the Ppwn
(a) Is also 11277 1w
iv) And by touching Nwx1 w2
(1) It can still not become a Xn*7RT 1w
(2) Because RN™MIRT 92IR Rnvn 29K PR
(a) According to the mow we’re analyzing
v) so why does X111 "1 say that X is added
(1) by burning the *w">w with a WK
d) Two ox1n
i) First y7°n
(1) The m3pn of 201971 95 hadn’t yet been established
i1) Second y17°n
(1) You’re right that for °o1 "1 it can’t be that the w5
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(a) Was xnu1
(i) either by 1798
1. because
a. DIIR Rnvn 9N PR
(i1) or by Ppwn
1. because the pwn would also
a. raise the "Wwa to "wHw
(2) Instead
(a) 01 " says that the *w*5w was &nv1 by 71129 o°xy
(b) That were in turn Xnv1 by 7°pwn that were a WX
(1) So that the %2 of the 711271 DXV is RNPNRT "W
(¢) And for 71291 0°xYy there is no 71PN that makes them a 731277 WX
(3) xwp
(a) but later in the &2

(b) w P w1 is uncertain whether there are grades of X such as WX
1w for 129 Do¥Y

(4) yn
(a) we have no choice but to assume
(b) that for the 21K7 1R that XN>IRT 221K Knvn PR PR
(c) There must be grades of IR for 731271 D%y
5) X"wann
a) “wnat:wnT
i) Relies on this Xwp by Mo0In to prove that 17°17° " must hold 51% Xnun HR

b) At page 46 we will discuss how X1°27 who says 221X Xnun 92X 1°X explains the
mow of X1 " and "0 "

c) Nwp

1)  Why does m»ooin ask its X°wp only for °01° " who says 7Rnun 11X 7pwn
NNPMRT

i1) Why not ask the same Xwp for 7°&»n "7 Who holds Xn» X7 pRuavn 1K ppwn if
he also holds 721X Xavn 723X 7°X as follows

(1) If the P92 became 11277 *w°2w by touching 1w pwn
(2) The 77518 are automatically also 13277 "1w

(a) Because the 1pwn are automatically also 731277 PwRA
(3) So how is the level of n&mw raised by touching WwR1 928
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(a) When the result can also be no greater than 11277 1w
(4) Note that
(a) 7°8n " can’t say that the case involves 111271 °%¥ instead of 1pwn
(b) Because if so the *w"5w would be Xn»R7 Rnw
iii) 'R Pon YN

(1) for 7°Xn 'Y we can accept a case where the W2 was X101 by an 1w 92X
711277 that was previously 71277 Xnv1 by Ppwn that were a 'R and that
according to 7°X» "1 can be Xnvn only 71277

(2) that 528 &nwvn 921X X is not a problem for 7°%n " because for him the
WY is 13277 anyway

(3) and since the 13277 *w°%W is not also a “3w its level of nX¥mw is in fact raised
to 731277 *1w when it is burned with a WwX"

iv) 2 pon yn

(1) Were "7 "1 not to constrain us to construct a case where 7°pwn are
involved in order to explain the np17mn between 7°&n " and *01 '

(2) We could also have constructed the following case for 7 xn "

(a) WX 799 were Rnun other 199 to the level of 13277 *1w because X
DI RAbn PN

(b) And the "1 12X were in turn Xnun other 179 to the level of wHw
13307

(3) Here too the *w°%w is not at the same time a 1w
(a) Because it wasn’t X101 by 1w Ppwn
(b) And its level of XY is raised to 131277 "1w by burning with a wX"
d) xwp
i) can there ever be a Rn»NRT WHWw
(1) for 2°xn "1 who holds that Xn» KT PR2VA 11X PP
(2) If he also holds 921% Rnvn 72K PR
1) 717N
(1) yes, but only where the *w°%w is a Ppwn, as in this chain
(2) a XNPMIRT WK 73 is 921X RAwA to RATIINT 1w
(b) And the 921X is then Xnvn the Ppwn to XNPNRT WOW
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XN"MIXTAT A" TN

See 121 7w X371 7"70 on page 19
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NNMINT ARNIL T721 A" TN
1) X
a) X1 ' is 7°nn to raise the level of nxmw for w7p from *wHWw to "W
b) X2°py "M is 701 and adds that it’s 90 to burn
(1) nin Rpva RPLVIY 732 QY 21202 H0DIW TN AW
c) °Rn " derives "o7271" that it’s Imn to be Xnwvx an 131277 MOK to the level of "1w
d) °o1 " disagrees with 7°kn " and says
i) 777 7 AR
e) mEYY W PEMWW (MY A17N2) WYOX N DTN
NYYY N
RAYI P31 9N DY PPN on By
YWITY ' ARV N TARYD T WD MR WYOR W
DARD 17°DY IR
f) The y17°n of 720p X131 and "»7° "1 holds that
1) 077272 means
(1) R2py "1 RPI7 " 1278
1) X"
(1) according to 7°&n "1 deals with "2 that starts as a 11277 *wow
(2) according to °01° "1 deals with qw2 that starts as a XnN*»7IRT WOW
1i1) 7K1 "1 compares
(1) the 13297 MO8 of 1 Aywa yon
(2) to 13277 ARAW
g) wph W™ says 072
i) means YW1 " WYOR "7 M2
ii) And that both °X» "7 and *07° ' agree that N>27 9
(1) deals with 222 that starts as a RXn*NINT 25
(2) and he permits further N2 to be added to this Nn**INT TN
h) xwp
i) which w1 " oK " does wp% W have in mind
1) Ultimate y17°n
i) wph w1 means YW " in a Xn™2
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)

(1) where yw °9
(a) Disagrees with 2199 '

(2) And is 7m1n 2>7°2 ®PvH N which is T12°RY 7910 because it would
otherwise fall unto 8nv 171

i1) X1 " relies on YY"
i11) "o "1 disagrees
(1) because "2 n°an is X7pPY to avoid 121 7097
(2) And there is no "7 7097 in the 7awn
See also page 10 where we explained that
i) wp“ w1 disagrees with "n7> "
i1) because "7 ' assumes that
(1) 7RmIL? 7217 MoK
(2) And wp» w1 disagrees

2) moon

a)

b)

d)

You just said that w°p% w1 holds that

i) X117 ' begins with 2w3a that is RPMRT WHY

i1) and is 7°n7 to be Rnvn this w31 to the level of “1w
Now

i) IfRDPTIRT 22X KPR DN PR

i1) the "w2 can be raised only to a 11277 "1w

Xwp

i) If you say 223 Xnvn 929 X then the *w 5w wa that’s Xn>7XT X0 must have
become Xnv by touching 7pwn

i1) So that it must automatically already also be a 13277 *1w because of the rule of
31 501977 92

iii) And when this 22 touches an WX H2R
(1) It cannot reach a level higher than 11277 1w
(2) Because 228 Rnun 2R PR
iv) So how has the level of X110 been raised
Recall the o°¥17°n we used on page 33 to answer the same X*wp for 01 "
i) First y17°n
(1) The rule of 201971 5 hadn’t been adopted yet
i1) Second y17°n
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(1) The 7w2 was Xnv1 by a "1w consisting of 711271 o°xy
€) WwpY w1 can use only the first y17°n

1) because he later is uncertain and asks an X°¥2°X whether there are grades of
xmw for 7129 DRy

3) X’wann
a) Mooin could have broadened its X*wp as follows

i) we just said that wp? w1 says that everyone including °X» *9 interprets "
X111 as starting with a Xn*7IRT WOW

i1) 7 X1 " says on .TY A7 that RN™MIRT 7RAVA 1R PPYWA
iil) Xowp
(1) so how for 7R "1 can there ever be a Rn»MNRT WO 2R
(2) If it was touched by P92 it’s Xnv only 73277 because
(a) 921X LA DN PR

(3) if it was touched by 7pwn it’s X1v only 131277 because PRHLA 1R T PWH
NRNPMIRT

(4) It couldn’t have been touched by a >3 that was Xn>>7IRT R

(a) Because then the 72% would have been a *1w because only a WX 9
1S RNPTIRT RAY

(5) Note that X*wp isn’t based on the 73pn of 501977 3 so that to say the 7pn
wasn’t yet made will not answer this Xwp

b) Note that at page 35 we used the same argument to prove for n" that only Ppwn
can be a XN™IRT WHW

4) Back to maoin (as explained by X”w1mn)
a) Recall that v°pH W says that

1) if 7°Xn " had derived his 17 from X2°111 "7 we’d be forced to say that X1°171 "
starts with 11277 axm

ii) But we say instead that 9°X»n " derives his 77°% from yw1i7° "1 179K " and not
from X717 "7

b) xowp

i) wph w1 seems to say that he disagrees with "7 "7 and prefers not to derive
the 17 of 2°&» " from R3I7 'A

ii) Because wph v prefers to hold that X1°n "1 begins with a X787 *wow and
teaches that this w2 can be raised to a "1w

ii1) We said at page 10 that the main point of the disagreement between "7 "
and v p? w1 is that "»7° ' agrees with 1371 ' that axmw% 717 0K and W™
vph doesn’t
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d)

iv) So why doesn't w°p% w1 say here too that he disagrees with "7 "1 because "
17> needs to assume for °Xn " that AR™IVY 7217 NOKR

Y7°n
i) WP w1 only makes the point

(1) that we have a source (yw171° ") for the 17 of "R ™

(2) that would work even if X111 "1 were to deal with a Rn»RT W Hw

(3) so that even "7 "1 who holds 78mv? 7m17 Mo°R would agree that 7°8n ™
couldn’t derive his 17 from X1°17 "

Xowp
1) Once 7°®n " derives from ywy " that
(1) @772 MR PRAVA TIRD 71DI0T 0
(2) he should apply the same logic to a 131277 "w°5w
(3) because a 131277 *w°2W is also TR 7910
ii) So how can w°p? w1 limit X137 ' to @ RNMRT WOw
aRbY
i) WP w1 limits X1 ' to XN>IRT WHW only for YooK "

i1) Who disagrees with yw11 "1 and says it’s MOKX to be 72170 Xxvnx that is 71910
TRY
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10 T

NTIN 'NN DN 'R ‘N
1) X3
a) X°In " permits an increase in the grade of 2°w7p NRMY from "W 5w to "W
b) X2py ' adds ("7°01") that
i) 7270 19w that is IRML? WY can be made a IXMV? WK
c) T°Kn " says that 07°7271 we derive that

1) 7770 yun 0N in the 6™ hour on o5 21¥ when the y1 n1AN is 73277 MOX but
isn’t Xnv at all can be burned with 7X»Y 717N that is a IRMIVY WK

ii) Thereby making the 7m0 that was 70 a IRMYY "W
d) sor"

1) says 7177 71 7K and that it’s 710K to be Xnwvn the yam N
¢) The muw of "7 '

1)  When 7°®n " says 077°7272 he means X1°17 " and X2°py "

ii) Both 7°R " and °01° " agree that for X1°117 ' the *w°%w w2 was made X1 by
contact with Ppwn that were 1w

iii) 9°Xn "1 derives his rule from X111 "1 because he says that &1 '2'" holds that
RNPIRT 1PRM0A 1R PPWA so that the w2 was Xnv only 13277

ii1) 01 " holds that
(1) X331 "7 holds that RP» IRT PRALA PPN
(2) so that the w2 was already a Xn*7IR7 "WoW
(1) So from the rule of 7°k " can’t be derived from X1°117 "
f) wphwn now
i)  When Rn " said 171% o2
1) He meant
(1) ywIm ' Uy "7 012
iii) He didn’t mean X131 "7 and X2°py " at all
v) Xwp
(1) to which 213°9% "1 and yw1° " did &7 " refer
v) YN

' More precisely, 7°&k» " and *0v "1 disagree on how Xa%py ' understands X1°311 ™. This disagreement is in
turn based on whether X2°py ' says Rn™TIRT PRAVA 1R PWH. See page 53.
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(1) he meant yw > " in the X072 ('R nan™)
(2) That deals with a

(a) TRV POD 12 TYNW MmN YW Nan

(b) In other words the 7m7n is ™°n

(¢) And can be used only 7pon®

(d) yv1 "1 holds that there is no 772w 21’17 for 72170 that is fit only for
7pon and he permits XMW to result X173 7772 to that ™%n 77N

(3) From this 7°&n " derived that

(a) yu11 " would also permit 7R to be applied to y»r NN when it’s
711277 70X because that 72170 is also fit only for 79w

vi) Xwp
(1) But that’s not right
(2) 7R "M in our MWnA permits IRM™IW to be added 2772 RN to YR NN
(3) While ywy7 "1 permits only a xn3 2
vii) 7170
(1) You’re right
(2) The correct source is another Xn°12 ("2 n°2n") where Y¥17° " is 7°nA to be
(3) @°7°2 N Xawn that is TI2OXY 7910
(4) From this
(a) °Xn " concludes that on 1709 27V it’s also 2°7°2 71N RPYVY NN

(5) While o1 " disagrees because 2 n°an1 is different Since the X1 there is
necessary to avoid 70571

g) X211 then refers to a Xn™72 in which X2°py "1 X111 " are set out the same as in the
awn

1) o1 " follows:
(1) first with 777 11 7K, 1.e. that he disagrees;
(2) then
(a) unlike in the mawn
(b) >0 " explains that you can’t derive Mo°X from &MY or from 7109
(3) Only afterwards does 01 " say
(a) that ¥y *9 (per "0 *7; see page 30 for the rule per Nynw °7)
(b) permits only 7%nv y1an NN to be burned with 7X»Y 771N

12 X" at 30 discusses why the X723 doesn't also rely on another distinction that it uses later: in '} n°an
the 7170 is only ™2n, while in the 7awn the 77N is 7Y
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(i) but not ™>n
(i1) And certainly not 7770
h) Xwp by X237 to wph W™
i) Ifwph wo is right that 7°R» " based his holdings on ¥ ' in n°an
i1) Then
(1) why after "0 "1 disagrees (7727 11 7I°X)
(2) does he first explain that 110°X is different from nxmW or 2109

(a) which suggests that 7°&» "1 derived his rule from the nx&nw and 7105 of
X" " and R2py "M

(3) Instead of explaining immediately that 77717 72 71°& because n°2r is
different from ynn

i) 0
1) 01’7 mistakenly thought that 7°R» *1 relied on X117 °9
i1) but after 7°Xn *7 said the source was Yw7> *9 in 'R N°an
(1) »ov ’1 proceeds to explain why n°an is different
J) 17 ' then says that
1) X117 ' is the source for the 7°Xn "7 17 as we explained earlier
k) xwp
1) In the mawn unlike the Xn>"2
i1) after "01° "1 disagrees with 7°X» "1 and says 7717 12 7K
ii1) "01 " explains that
(1) yw " is different because he deals with ™>%n and not with 770
iv) the mwn never explains for 01" " why X111 " is different
v) Now
(1) If "n7° "1 is correct that 7°&» "1 never referred to Yy ™
(2) Why does "01° "1 explain why ywii " is different
(3) And he never explains why X1°11 "1 is different
I) y™n
1) With his words 7717 10 71°K
(1) o1 " already meant that 7°%»n " can’t rely on X2°11 "
i1) He then tells 7°kn "
(1) now that I’ve explained why X1°111 "3 doesn’t support you
(2) you should also realize that you can’t fall back to yv17° " for support
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2) R’wAn
a) Xowp
1) Itis a pm7 to say that 77777 12 71°X implies that X1°171 "1 can’t be the source
i1) Instead why didn’t the X723 answer here too
(1) The same as it did earlier for the ¥n>>92 for w°p5 W
i11) That 01 "1 misunderstood
iv) And thought that 7°X» "1 derived his rule from yw17° "
b) yn
i) when we earlier questioned w°p% w1 from the Xn>92
(1) and we answered that *01° "1 was mistaken and thought first
(a) that 7°Rn " derived his 17 from X2°171 '
(2) The xn»12 ended by saying
(a) That once 01 " realized his error
(1) And that 7°&» "1 derived his rule from ywi° "
(b) o1 " followed up and explained why ywii 1 is different
i1) but now that we’re questioning "7 "1 from the mawn
(1) if »or "1 was mistaken at first and explained away ywii '

(2) He ultimately must have realized that 7°&» "1 really based his rule on "™
N1°10

(3) Yet we find no record of any response to this by *01 '
c) Nwp
1) maybe *0v "1 didn’t respond because he conceded to 7 X% " based on X117 "
d) y1n
1) If°01 " conceded once 7°®n " explained that his source was X1°11 "

i1) The X3 would have explicitly mentioned this source

44



YT AxnIL 'om A% rmi ' "7 AT X211 'D "'y o ' atT wn

1) Introduction

3)

a)

b)

At .7 A7
1) X127 says
(1) RN»TIRT 2R KNV 92X PR
any 1°pwn that are a *1 or *W oW
1) automatically become 71277 NwXRA
i1) because of the 13277 7°7 that
(1) 7%nn % Ppwn Xnun 3N DR 20197 92

X722

a)
b)

c)

d)

X117 "7 permits an increase in the grade of D*w7p NXMY from "W oW to "W

X2°py "7 adds ("7°01m") that 210 12w that is AR™ILY "W 5w can be made a WX
RN

7°R1 " says that 01271 we derive that

1) 7M7Y yan nan in the 6" hour on oD 21¥ when the Y21 M19N is 11377 TMOX but
1S not 8AY at all

ii) can be burned with nXnv 7170 that is a ARPIY? WK

iii) thereby making the 770 that was 70 a IRML? "W

01 " says 7717 72 7R and disagrees with 7Rn "

The fow of "n7> '™

1)  When 7°®n " says 077°7271 he means X117 ' and X2°py "

ii) Both 7% "1 and *01 " agree that for X1°an ' the *w°5w w2 was made R by
contact with Ppwn that were "1w

iii) 7°xn " derives his rule from X111 "1 because he says that x111 '2"* holds that
RNIRT 1PRAUA 1R PPWA so that the w2 was Xnv only 13277

iv) *0v "1 holds that

(1) ®1111 " holds that XP™MIRT 7PRALA TPYH

(2) so that the "wa was already a Xn*»7IRT "WoW

(1) So from the rule of 7°X»1 " can’t be derived from X117 "
vOPY W nuw
i) When °&n " said 1177 07727

1 More precisely, °%2 "1 and *ov "1 disagree on how 82°p ' understands X311 . This disagreement is in
turn based on whether X2°py ' says Rn™TIRT PRAVA 1R 1PWH. See page 53.
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ii) He meant Y@y "1 210°9K "7 07171277 where Y ' is o011 to be Xnun

(1) M2°X? 90w 71N

ii1) He didn’t mean X2°111 "7 and X2°py " at all

2) *’wn
a) Xwp
i) "»7° ' says for 7°Rn ' that X217 ' says a 11277 "w°9W is being raised to "1 by
touching an PRI 92X
i1) But

b)

(1) if 921% Ravn 92X PR it had to be 0w Ppwn that were Ravn the “wow

(2) And those 7pwn are automatically also 71277 °1¥ so that the 7wa that’s
RNMIRT WY is also 13277 2w

iii) And because 221X Xnun 991X X

(1) by touching an PRI 92K
(2) The 72 can still achieve no more than 71277 1w

(3) So there is no raise by touching the wx"

iv) So the y17°n of "»7° "1 doesn’t work for X1°27 who holds 22X &nun 921X 7R

v) So how does X121 explain the np17mn between 7°%&n " and *01 '

7170 (as explained by X"wnn)

)

Must be that 81’27 agrees with the 7uw of wpH W

i1) While &111 " himself

(1) deals with a case where the w2 is a Xn»NRT WO

(2) and R2°111 " teaches us that by touching a 7w the 7w2 can be raised to "1w
-- albeit only to a 13277 " because 22X Xnavn 29X PR

iii) Since X1°11 " deals with a Xn»R7 5w his rule can’t be a source for R» "

who deals with 71277 MO°R

3) X"wnan part 1

a) Xwp

i

how did the w2 become RN»IRT WHW

ii) Can’t be by touching %2 that is a 1w

(a) Because X122 says that 7918 Ravn 22X PR

ii1) Can’t be by touching 1pwn that are a “1w

(1) Because the 7pwn become a 1277 WK automatically
(2) this would make the *w5w also a 73277 1w
(3) so that there would be no additional X" when it touches a TwWXR"
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iv) Can’t be by a touching a °95 that is a 1w
(1) Because a 22 can be a "1 only 11217
b) 70
i) Must be through contact with 7121291 0°%¥ that are &»v» but don’t count as 92X
4) X"wAnn part 2
a) Xowp
i) if this is what >"w1 means and the w2 starts as Rn™RT W oW
ii) why does "1 say "11277 IX®0 79V XRT"
b) 70

1) "wA refers to the additional 13277 at the "1w level that attaches once the w2
touches a NwRA

ii) And which for X127 is only 731277 because 22K Xnun 92IR PR
c) Nwp
1) But maybe "1 means
i) that X127 would apply to X1ir "I
(1) The same 7w that >"w" used earlier at page 4 to explain "720p &n1"
(2) Namely
(a) The "wov is indeed 13277
(b) But it isn’t at the same time a 71277 "
(c) Because it didn’t become a *w>5w through Ppwn
(d) But rather through a *1w >9> that is 131277 v
(e) So that by touching a TwX"
(f) There is in fact an increase in X811V as it moves to 11277 1w
i11) And in this way
(1) when >"w1 says "11277 IR™0 79Y KORT”
(2) *"w1 means literally that we start (not end) with a 131277 AR
d) y™n
1) "1 couldn’t intend this approach to explain X1°111 "3 for X1°27
i1) because if so

(1) why would >"w1 need to explain the np12rn between R ' and °01° " as
based on w°pY w1

(2) instead of saying more simply the same as *"w" said for "720p Rn21" at
page 4
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(3) that
(a) 7°Xn " holds ARMIV? 7T MOK
(1) and that’s why he can derive a 17 for 131277 M10°X from X1°17 "
(b) *01° "7 holds that M2°X is not ARV 77
(1) and that’s why he can’t derive a 17 for 12277 MO°XR from X117 "
e) Xowp
1) maybe indeed >"w" means to apply the 720p X1 facts to X171 "
ii) but he can’t explain the N1 of 7°X&» " and *01 " on these facts
iii) because once we know from 711> 1 that IRV 7217 MOK
iv) we don’t want to say that >0 "1 holds that Mo°X is not AR™W? 717
f) vn

i) If>0» ' in the end agrees that X»W% 7217 MOX we have an even better reason
not to apply the 720p X121 facts to X1°17 "

i1) Because then *01 "7 would have no good reason to disagree with 7°8» "1 who
derives his rule on 71277 Mo Rfrom the rule of R1°17 ' on 11277 XMV
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72077 XN A" TN

1) xm

a)
b)

c)

d)

2

h)

X117 "7 permits an increase in the grade of D*w7p nXMY from W 5w to "W

X2°py "7 adds ("7°01m") that 7210 12w that is AR™ILY "W W can be made a WX
RN

7°R1 " says that o127 we derive that

1) 7770 yan nman in the 6" hour on oD 27¥ when the Y21 M19N is 11377 TMOX but
1S not XY at all

ii) can be burned with nXnv 7170 that is a aRPIY? WK

iii) thereby making the 7170 that was 770 a IRML? "W

01 " says 7717 72 7R and disagrees with 7Rn "

The fow of "n7> '™

1)  When "R " says 077°727 he means X1°11 ' and X2°py "

ii) Both 7% " and *01 " agree that for X1°an ' the *w*5w w2 was made R by
contact with Ppwn that were "1w

iii) 7°xn " derives his rule from X111 "1 because he says that x311 '2'* holds that
RNIRT 1PRAUA 1R PPWA so that the w2 was Xnv only 13277

v) 01 " holds that
(1) ®1311 " holds that XP™MIRT PPRAVA TPYH
(2) so that the w2 was already a Xn*»7IR7 "WoW
(1) So from the rule of 7°X»1 "1 can’t be derived from X117 "
WP W nuw
i) When °&n " said 11717 07027
ii) He meant ywy "1 1¥°9X 17 071272 where Ywm " is 9°nn to be Xnvn
(1) 728> 90w 7N
ii1) He didn’t mean X2°111 ' and RX2°py " at all
71m° " holds that *01° " would agree with 7°Xn '3
(1) T vwa
(2) when ynn MO is XNPIRT
This proves that 11m1° "1 holds that 277°1271 means from X117

2) mooin

'* More precisely, °%2 "1 and *0v 1 disagree on how 82°py ' understands X111 . This disagreement is in
turn based on whether X2°py ' says Rn™TIRT PRAVA 1R 1PWH. See page 53.
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a) This is the proof:
1) 7 "1 says that *01° " would agree with 7°&» '
(1) 't nywa when ynn MONX is RN™IIRT
i) xwp
(1) for wp> v
(a) 7°8n " relies on T2°R? 7237 to permit IRMHIY
(1) "avea
(2) but for wopH v
(a) T2°RY 7917 can’t explain
(1) why "01 " agrees with Xn " in 't YW
(i1) But disagrees with him "1 7ywa
(3) After all the 72170 is just as much T2°R? 7217
(a) " vwa
(b) asitis 't nywa
iii) 17N
(1) must be that 1371 " holds that *01° "
(a) holds that %109% 7217 MOK
(2) and that >0 "1 relies on
(a) X2py "
(b) who says it’s °.n»
(1) to raise XN>7IRT 2109 to a higher level of R
iv) owp
(1) but how do you know that 71 "1 also says that
(2) 7°%n " relies on X1°117 ' to compare 71277 MO°K to 131277 AN

(3) maybe &1 " himself relies on T12°K? 7217 to explain why we can be Xnun
Yan nnnn as early as " avw

V) 710

(1) 731 "1 would not have said that *01° "7 compares XN™MIRT NOR in T YW t
RNPIIRT 2109

(2) Were 111" "1 not to hold that
(a) the concept of comparing even X110 to MO
(b) had already been broached by 7°&n "
b) Here’s the analysis for w°p5 w™
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1) 01 ' doesn’t agree with °Rn " in 'T YW
ii) so 01 " doesn’t compare 71097 0K
iii) So there is nothing to suggest that 9°&» " compares IRV NO°KR
iv) So the logical point they dispute is that
(1) 7% "1 says we can always be Xnun what’s T12°K? 7217
(2) >0 " holds we can only be Ravn what’s T12°R? 7217
(a) where there is a 7097
(b) as in the ¥n»M2 of '2 n°2n
3) X"wann

a) although we’ve proved that 7171 "1 holds that 7°&» " derives his rule for " nyw
from X171 "

b) There is nothing to stop us from saying

1) That 7°Xn " can also derive his rule for 't 7yw from &2°py "1 the same as *01° "
¢) Moreover see "“nyu? *0v "1 1"70 at page 53

1)  Where m»oin concludes for "7 " that

(1) the essence of the disagreement between 7°®» "1 and *01° " on whether
RN™IIRT "XAVA PRWH

(2) Isn’t a disagreement on what they themselves hold
(3) But on what &2°py " holds

ii) Given that they base their holdings for 't 7vw on X2°p¥ "1 and their npY?na on
TPwn goes to what X2°py " holds

iii) In order to reduce the number of Mmp7nn

iv) It’s is logical that both 7°&n "1 and *01° "1 base their entire positions on X2°py "
(1) Including their differing interpretations of X1°11 '3
(2) As follows

(a) both agree from the word 7°0%7 for X2°py " that X2°py " adds to X1°17
and agrees with X117 "

(b) 7°&n " and "o " disagree on how X2°py " understood X1°3r1 "
(c) 7K1 " says

(1) ®2°py " holds 71277 PPRAVA TPYH

(i1) so X311 "1 deals in 131277 ARAW

(i11)So we can derive from X1°11 " a rule for 11277 MO
(d) »o1 " says

(1) ®2°py " holds RN™MIRT PRAVA TPYH
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(i1) so R1°1171 "1 deals in XnRT ARAW
(111)So we can’t derive from X1°317 "1 a rule for 131277 MOX
d) By way of further introduction to "“nyu? *0v ' 7"7n
1) Keep in mind that
(1) If x2°py " himself says 11277 PRawA PPwA
(2) We can derive the rule of 7°%» " from X1°17 "1 as understood by X2py "
(3) even if we ourselves hold Xn»MIRT PRAVA TPWHA
i1) because
(1) the point at issue
(a) isn’t whether XnN™IXT PRAVA TPWA
(b) but whether it’s 701 to be 8»vn an 71277 NO°R
(2) and we see from X2°py "1 that
(a) in a case that he rightly or wrongly interpreted as being 11277 X0

(b) X2°py " said that X1°171 " properly allowed the level of Xm0 to be
increased
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'myou% ‘o1 Y a"Tn

1) xm

a)
b)

c)

d)

b)

d)

X117 "7 permits an increase in the grade of D°w7p NXMY from W 5w to "W
X2°py "1 adds that 7m0 12w that is IRPIY "W 2w can be made a IRMYY NWRA

J°Rn " says that 027 we derive that 730 yan nan in the 6™ hour on nod 2w
when the ynr DN is 131277 MoK but is not 81 at all can be burned with 717N
TRV that is a IRMLY PWR thereby making the 2170 that was v a aRMILY? "W

01 " disagrees with 7Xn "
The mow of "n7° "

i) Both & " and "0 " agree that for X1°3171 ' the *w5w w2 was made Xnv by
contact with Ppwn that were "1w

ii) "myw® °R1 " holds that
(2) XNPMIRT PRAVA 1K PPWA so that the Twa was Xnv only 131217
(b) And 7°Xn "1 says the rule should be the same for 11277 MoK

(1) "smyw® *01 " holds that RN™IRT PRALA PPWA so that the w2 was wHw
XN™MIRT and this proves nothing for 131277 MO°X

Keep in mind the following a°»109
) 7O PIH A R RPN
(1) 1910 9R omn 2197 WK Wi vH3 o
(2) 1M2wN 1NN RAY® 19102 WK 9D
i) Ppwn Pavs 'TH 'R RPN
(1) Xnw> oon 1HY K12 WK HIR° WK 9N 201
(2) Rnw> ¥H3 932 AW WK APwn 9N
X2pY ™0
i) reads Nnv> in 32 P09 as if it were written with a ™x
ii) So 921% which was inside the *%5 and is a *3@ can be 1711 Rnvn to make a “WHw
At . a7, wph W says
1)  When 01 "1 says in our X3 that 7Ppwn are XN KT Xnon
ii) He is saying this for X2°py *9
(1) Because he reasons
(a) That just as X2°py *1 reads ¥nv° in 3?2 P05 with a ™%
(b) Just so, X2°py *1 should read the ®nw® in 72 2105 with a »°x
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(c) It follows that
(1) 2Py 1 holds
1. RDPTIRT PRI PRAVA PRWH
i11) But *01 ’1 himself holds that Ppwn aren’t Xn»7IRT Rnavn
2) moon (as explained by X”w1n)
a) Xowp
i) If the X7m3 had only said "nyu? *o1 *9
(1) We could have accepted that this means
(a) Not what 01’1 himself holds
(b) But the view that *01° ’1 takes of what X2°p¥ *2 holds
ii) But since the X3 also says "nyu? R1 *)
(1) And there the &7 means the personal view of 7°X»n ’3
(a) Because "R ’1 says outright on .10 A7
(b) That he holds Xn»MRT PRALA TR PRWA
(2) Why does the &7m31 use the same phrase for 01’
b) yn
1) °Rn " disagrees with *01° "
(1) and says that X2°p¥ " also holds X IRT PRALA TR PRWH
(2) so the phrase "nyu>
(3) for both 7°&»n "1 and 01" "
(4) means their views of what X2°py "1 holds
i1) this fits with what we said for the prior m»oin
(1) that their disagreement on what can be derived from X1°111 '
(2) is really a disagreement on how &2°py " understood X3°117 '
c) Nwp
1) how does 7°Rn "7 answer the point of "01° 7
ii) That X2°py "7 should read the xnv> in '7% p105
(1) Which deals with 1pwn nrmw
(2) With a ¥
(3) To teach that Ppwn are Xnvn other things
iii) The same way that X2°py '7 reads the ®nv> in X7 P109
(1) To teach that P92 are Ravn other things
d) yrn
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i) the 8w in 7% 7109 doesn't refer to Ppwn at the end of the P10
i1) rather
(1) it refers to the P72 at the beginning of the P10
(2) to teach that 1°92% can become Rnv
(a) only once they’re 7w with water or other Ppwn
Xowp
i) If per °xn * for X2°py * all of 1% 7105 teaches only w37
i1) how does X2°py *7 know that Ppwn can even become Xnv themselves
717°n of @“WwIn 7Y 1120
i) By teaching that 1711 can become a *w%w
ii) "% moo also indirectly teaches that 1°pwn can become Xnv
iii) because the *w°>w must be a 7pwn that were Xnv1 by an 1w 921X
iv) Here’s the proof:
(1) What was the > that was Rnavn the 12102 WoHw
(a) The 1w couldn’t be Ppwn
(1) because 7°Xn *1 holds for X2°py *1 that Ppwn aren’t XN»7IRT Rawvn
(b) The *1w couldn’t be a 7>
(i) because ®n*X7 only an 2R can be Xnun a 7>
(¢) The *1w couldn’t be 127 oxy
(1) because these items apply to w7p only
(d) must be that the "1 is an 7218
(2) and note that
(a) the "2 can be 92 only if the *w oW is Ppwn
(b) Because if the *w°5w is also 79X all agree on .7> 77 that
(1) 92IR RnvA 22 PR P9I
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