VIR TVRID/T VYR DR 0 nat noon WA AT TIHY Ty 0BT

28.12.5
103a (2 mywp) 2 104a (797702 11977

n,7 872000 99 1059 PN YR 19PN 7Y YR NP NR IpR0 109 .
v2,7 8777 'NY DYR DYR RIN DYR .
1,8 4777 7°NM2 ANR DR AP DY V7Y .

m,2 p227:2IRP QAN PIOR ‘N NAM HY 79¥ PN OT) PIYR N N2 YY DI WD PvY vy .

I "2 mwn: which m5y have their pelts given to n»n2
a  Rule: if the nam did not “acquire” the meat of a particular n%p, that n%y’s pelt does not go to vn3
i Source:v.1—-wrnny
ii  nonetheless: if an N9y is slaughtered nnWY KW — ‘tho it isn’t reckoned to w%a, nnnd get its pelt
iii  point: wR N5y doesn’t exclude women
b Related »n»7x interpreting wR now
i 277’7 excludes wTpn nvy
1 Meaning (907 72 87’11 “7): "2 coming from leftover funds
(a) Challenge: only works if such funds go to max n%; if they go to 7n> n%y — should be included
(b) Defense (X27): nown refers to “first n91y” — same here, means “original n%»”, not bought with mamn
2 Ny 77 Dwa 1278 7. excludes if he donated it to n»an p1a
3 Even: according to those who maintain that n»an p7a’s hold is not n”nn — on My (nam has no claim) — it holds
4 Support for 1 meaning: 3" explained that it refers to nyimn
(a) Challenge: nmiv "1 was persuaded by 1”1 that mmnnn 1n nRan N5y — the pelt goes to vand
(i) To support: the w3 of N0 Y™ onv. 2
(b) 277 understood it to exclude a case of 031 w1pn if the property included animals fit for narn, per ™
(i) a7 all animals sold to people who need (males — My, females —nn5w )
(if) 7% males brought as my, femals sold nnYw 1578
1. ‘tho: " holds that a person’s w1pn may be split (onT nWYTR/3"MTP), he agrees that wpn of the
pelts doesn’t hold (and belongs to n»an 72 — doesn’t go to w1n2)
ii A7 73 01’7 excludes o N9Y
1 Challenge: a 73 is an W&
2 Answer: reference is to a 93 who died without vy
II "> mwn: expanding gift of pelts beyond my
a All o5y ow7p. pelts go to donors
b All w7y w7y pelts go to mand
i Source:1"p from N9y, where they don’t get meat, but get pelts
ii  Note: cannot challenge this argument from nam (i.e. nam gets meat) — since nam never gets any pelt
LI Related xn7»3x W& N5 is expanded to include 72y 03 ,0W1 N5 via the superfluous n%yn My
a  But:not to include any n% that didn’t count for the donor — e.g. 1115 yin VNV
b However: if offered nnw% ®5v, ‘tho not counting for n9ya, mana still get pelt per noyn Ny
¢ further: expanded to include all pw1p *w1p,
i pm simply read from n%wn 1w
it Snypws /1 viay'p (as per mwn)
1 note: cannot challenge 1p from narm, as it never gets any pelts
iii 227 only n% is needed, (derived from 2pn 9WR) as generally pelts follow meat
1 for example: nRON eaten by w211, they get pelt (and may even cook meat in pelt)
2 x”7o. pelt, which must be flayed (v. 3) would go to nam (or burnt) = 5"np that it goes to wan3
3 7715 excludes 90 10 and IR
(a) a770. they don’t get meat (may not currently eat it) but could get 1w - %"np
iv  analysis: p"n doesn’t use 1"p — even though we could use it, text explicated inclusion of mw7p *w7p
1  and:»™ —uses 217pn WX to exclude 3"nn ,»M1v and MR
(a) challenge: why doesn’t he use n’n» 1% for that?
(b) answer: he uses 0?19 (which is n1a1n) for v (from DWR) to allow bones of %Y
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IV 1 mwn: dispute about status of pelts of nwTp that became 5104 before/after flaying
a ' before vwan — not given to 07nY; if Yoo before flaying — given to o2
b prasn ppo 820 77 "never saw” pelts going out to na*wn nra
i Support (¥79): if we flay a 1191 and it proves to be a n97v, pelt still goes to n1n3
ii ~ Dissent (o’n5n): "R 8Y” is no proof — it is sent out to n9wn mra (if Yool before vVwan)
¢ Analysis: of our mwn against 3 mwn, which implies that even if he flayed before 7171, namb qwa > wnind% Ny
i Per: w"ar1 who rules that 07 is not nx¥n for 7y independently
ii  But: our nawn — per »a7, who rules that 07 is n¥In for 77 independently
1 »an since our mwn is »17, previous is also 727, who concedes that there is no vwan before 10
2 Na7since 3"n is W"aRY, so is ours and VWAN INR/DTP in our MW >before/after fit for vwan
iii  Background (10:87 pnar xnovin): dispute w”ar1/727 if 07 is n¥N for My independent of 7wa
1 Suggestion: their dispute align with dispute 8"1/>"1 (v4) if need 7 & 91 (i.e. do 7”n71 if no 71 around?)
(a) Note: according to ™, "n7::1w1” teaches that both are put up with np»r (2air space between wa>->nam)
2 Rejection: all agree that according tor™, 07is n¥In for My by itself
(a) Dispute; is within yvin? *1's opinion — »a7 follows > straight up
(i) w7anT Yy " only applies to meat (no loss to ©%M2), not to pelt
1. Per: »"'s opinion Tay>12a (if he did 7”77t with no meat inside and v — nxMn)
V' Analysis of o120 130 R1in "1's testimony:
a  Challenge; all nynna mron have pelts burnt!
i Defense: that is the proper procedure — he was referring to %108
b Challenge: if it became Y0m before 7171 and after vwan
i Answer: he held like »27 — that is still put up and not burnt (per above)
ii  Alternatively: he may agree that there never was vwan before 10t
¢ Challenge: what if the 129p was found to be a n970 in the stomach?
i Answer: he holds that in such a case, it is accepted
1 Support: from y™'s statement in our n1wn
2 y”1 teaches that this applies even outside of w1pn
(@) 7. we rule like y™
(i) But: y™ only permitted if a nnnmn permits it
(b) Final 7357 both the meat and pelt are disposed of (meat is buried, pelt burnt)
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