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I Analysis of last case in mwn — 213 and then w*1pn, followed by n"v — no liability for nwnm nyaIr
a  Challenge: should be liable for the n17an — to wTpn! (MN*av is understandably exempt, as it is no longer the owner’s)
i Argument: should be no distinction between selling to a citizen or to wTpn
b  Answerl: follows ™, who maintains m»Inr nn% v DWTp as being oYya pnn
i Block: since w™ dissents, clearly his opinion cannot be p"n
¢ Answer2: ruling is only in re: ®%p wTp and follows 3”0, (9"pTp belong to nYya)
i Challenge: if so, our mwn should distinguish and assign w7 *07p to 'a mwn where liability for 4/5 obtains
d  Answer3: ruling applies to both p"v7p and %"p1p
i Answer to question: selling to a citizen, it was A’s ox, now it’s B’s ox; after wTpn, it was A’s ox and it is still A’s ox
II  Analysis of w™’s opinion, distinguishing between jnyInxa 27nw 0'w1p and those that have no m»nx
a  Challenge: (assumption: v holds liability due to act of w1pn, not slaughtering)
i considering that w" holds that the act of w1pn =selling, should be opposite: or7177782 271 should be exempt
ii  rather: " dissents from another ruling: stealing wTpn from owner doesn’t generate 2vn for 593 or 4/5 as per v. 1
1 ™ if the owner has m»n® for the wTpn, a1 is liable (as it is considered wxrn nran)
iii  challenge: ™ maintains that an invalid nvo'nw isn’t considered nn»av (for 4/5), why liability for w1pn?
1 Answerl: nyny " (as per m>7 ") if he slaughters nmonn in nry with intent for the mYya (2 2vn »» DrYY)
(a) Challenge: if so, the 17p reverts to the 0’51 (as they accomplished the 129p) = no %9
(b) Answer: if the blood was spilled out (and not sprinkled properly — no n195 = proper nv'nw, n"1 IR RY)
2 Answer2: 31mv "1 (as per 117) if he slaughters ononn in n71y without intending for moya (x> RY 703 127p)
(a) alternatively: 9™ if he slaughters animal as D Y2 outside of Ny
3 challenge (to both): ®™ :
(a) to »”r nonw doesn’t permit the nonw of a 121p, rather 7"n 1 does
(b) To &”1. NN doesn’t permit (YIN2 0'mn *9v1), rather redemption does
(c) Note: "™ missed v™'s statements:
(i) 77771 any blood waiting to be sprinkled is considered already on the nam
1. proof: background - w”1 maintains that N30 "R can’t have PY218 NRMY as per v. 2
2. (811273) v there could be 91m1 which has D958 nrmMV - if it wasn’t 1% before np»™r
a. meaning: it there was time to do np»r before NN NY'pW = T P1Ird PAPY TAIN 3
(if) 777 any animal waiting to be redeemed is considered to be redeemed
1. proof: ™ maintains that nmyTR M9 has Y218 NRMY because it had a potential moment of anon:
a. Meaning: (as per 9"'s report in v"’s name) — a NRYN N3 (=NN1TR N19) can be redeemed even
while on its fire (e.g. if they found a better one)
i. = anything which is in a position to be redeemed is considered 19

www.dafyomivicc.org 72 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2016




