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I 27 mwn: further explication of 0’%poa — M1 and bestiality; why animal involved in bestiality is killed
a  Reasonl: it was the cause/vehicle for a person’s death (n%pn)
b Reason2: it shouldn’t be identified as “the animal for which 'a was killed” (9 — shame)
I Analysis and background for prohibitions and consequences for homosexuality and bestiality
a  Homosexuality: v. 1 — excludes a minor as perpetrator, not as object
i And:noR *20Wn teaches that both 13775 N2 as well as 12772 RYW NRa are classified as Nr’a
ii ~ Consequence: n2'pv, as per na ni*nT (learned from »N)
iii  Ban:v.2 - for perpetrator; for object (20v3):
1 Swvpwr 7 vv. 3-4
2 p”1 vv.3-4 unnecessary — 15vn RY (v. 2) may be read 139n &Y -implying 15v1
b Bestiality: v. 5 excludes minor as perpetrator (age of animal irrelevant)
i Consequence: n2pv, as per Wnn (from v. 6 — non)
ii ~ Consequence for object (35¥3): v. 7 — if unneeded for perpetrator, apply to 15v);
iii ~Ban: from v. 8 for perpetrator; for object:
1 Swvpwr 7 vv. 3-4
2 p”r vv.3-4 unnecessary — N2 1nn RY (v. 8) may be read Tn15w inn XY —implying 15v1
¢ Analysis (3728 ")
i if someone acted as both perpetrator and object in 712t 25Vn ("R nYYNI)

1 Swnypw’ 77 liable twice — for v. 2 and v. 3; y”1. liable once —v. 2
ii  Ifsomeone: acted as both perpetrator and object in nnna 23vn ('R DYYN1)
1 Swnypw 77 liable twice — for v. 8 and v. 3; y”7. liable once — for v. 8

iii Dissent (»228): even Y8ynw "y would allow for only 1 here; v. 3 applies to men
1 Ifso: he finds Mmo'R for (m)aowi@v. 7, which describes all (incl 25v1) as 219y, who already has mnm and wny
iv  Therefore: if he acted as object with 1151 and nnna
1 7ax 770"y would find him liable only once (¥7p) and y”1 — twice
2 »an" would agree with double liability (v. 1, v. 8) -
v Agreeent: if he acted as both with both 1151 and nnna - Sxypy’ “r liable 3x; y™: liable 2x
I &1 - contrasting 7151 with nnna: in re Ma1, 1oP~="17); in re NNN3, JOP=71T
a 17 less than 9 years old (as an object) isn’t 277n — 101v::200)
b ®mnw:less than 3 years old (as an object) isn’t 22N — based on NWR 259N (NWR < 3 yrs. — IR’ PNV IRD)
i ap»33supporting 27 a 131 at 9 yrs. old OR bestiality, whether 73775 or 13773 89w — 27N
1 Dissent (17): in re woman, there are 2 maswn; not in re: NN (only n3772 is 27N)
2 Dissent (97): with a woman, it’s the natural way — only n2773; bestiality is unnatural, n377 is insignificant
IV Related discussions
a  Question (8375 81227): is NnPN22 NRIYN (not 31 — that's obvious) sufficient for liability?
i Answer: yes, mention of nRIyn in re INWR MR, which is unnecessary is applied to nnna
1 Question: why not write nIyn in the context of 77an »2»nn, instead of mn»3 amNn?
2 Answer: entire passage is extra (see : 11 mn’), used for nwWI7
b Question (asked of ©”7): if someone does auto-1"n...
i Only possible: with an nn 9aR; in which case there is a dispute if there is any liability (if so, liable 2x)
¢ Question (asked of v”9): if a non-Jew has nnna 15wn, is the animal killed? Is the emphasis on n%pn (Y) or 1op (IN)
i Answer: if trees used for 1"y are torn down, certainly animals used for nefarious purposes
1 Challenge: if so, if a non-Jew bows to an animal, it should be killed
2 Rejoinder: nothing can be permitted to a Jew which is forbidden to non-Jew
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3 Comeback: let such animal worshipped by a Jew be killed, just as is done with bestiality
(a) Answerl (»an): in the case of bestiality, it is greater %p (he rejects w™'s answer)
(b) Challenge: in the case of trees, it is “light” n%p yet they are destroyed
(i) Answer: inre animals, where God has compassion, we require navn nop
(c) Answer2 (827):in case of bestiality, animal got pleasure > killed (not 1)
(i) Challenge; in the case of trees, there is no benefit to tree, yet it is destroyed
(if) Answer: in re animals, where God has compassion, we require nRIn
ii  Inmput: our mwn adds 2"¢ component — NYp
1 Implication: since ®9>0 introduces N9 NYpn, Rw*1 must be nYpn alone
(a) Must be: our case
(b) Rejection: could be Y87 who violates nnna 25wn inadvertently (awa) — nop alone
(c) Asper: xmnn "1's question (below)
d  Question (asked by &113p77 77): if a SR has awa nnna 10wy, is the animal killed?
i Proof1 (9or 27): from T:0 0T) MWN — NR*2 MNR*1 and any m»Y are killed on her account and she’s n7va
1 Assumption:includes nnna — even though there’s no n%pn — just 15y (like our case)
2 Rejection: she may have been N1, but is spared due to her age- the animal isn’t spared
ii ~ Proof2 (x¥27): from next mwn — parallel ruling vis-a-vis a boy at age 9
1 Rejection: he may have been 111, but is spared due to his age — the animal isn’t spared
iii ~ Proof3: from our nwn —if R90 is 9Py NYpN, RW must be 19 alone — our case
1 Rejection: Ra'0 may be nYpn alone, such as non-Jew violating nnna 25wn as per v"7’s question
e  Insum:neither v"’s question nor X1nn "V's is settled from our nwn
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