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I Analysis of range of mv’R — reason for no liability for n¥np or oTh n5ap outside (2:7 vonar)
a  question: why the exemption?
b counter: why would we think there should be liability?
i explanation: we can’t infer from nVNWY — YNV is invalidated if performed for non-eaters of noa
1  and: cannot be inferred from np» it — 7”071 carries the death penalty for a 7t
2 gquestion: why can’t it be inferred via aR 111 from these two
3 answer: if so, no need for the text to (write/allude to) np»- could be inferred from 7xn NN of NVNV+AIRYYN
(a) can’t be: inferred from either alone — nv’nY has severity re: noa and nRYYN applies to nnin- but T80 NNa
(b) answer: therefore nmin (wrote) np», to teach that we cannot use 780 nna here > ymp etc. are exempt
IT  ynar "’s observations about /71 — and »axR’s responses
a  if- he did no'nw and np» it (in one nYyn) — liable only once for 1 (who infers np»t from verse relating to no'nw)
i but: would be liable twice according to ™ (who infers np» 1 from nr>yn-related verse)
ii  dissent (»ax): even ™ would allow for one liability — v. 1 makes all mmay unified
b  if: he did np»1 and nRYYn (in one BYYn) — liable twice according to
i but:would be only liable once for ™
ii  dissent (»an): even " would agree to 2 0’avn; as NN singles out nkYyn to distinguish it from other mmay
¢ all agree: if he did all 3 ("RYYm np>r ,noNY) would be liable twice
III  Exploring the spatial parameters of pin »01mw
a  nn77x defines out of any ninn (even Ny - per v. 2) as "pn”, but not 117, since it is fit for % LW NNV
i &5w nonw performed atop the roof of the 530 = 2»n, since it isn’t a place fit for any ow7p nonw
ii  challenge (#37): then the n1n wouldn’t have to state v YR nna (v. 3); ninnY pinn should be enough
1 therefore: 7v1n YR nna excludes the roof of the 53'n from the prohibition
2 challenge: according to X131, why does it state nann5 yinn if not to include %3°n 2 in the MoER?
(a) answer: it is there to include a case where the animal is outside, even though the neck is inside —27n
IV Status of these m™ >R in a post-wTpn world (nrh jpr2 NYYnn)
a  pnv 7 liable — NNWRY NP is permanent
b 5" exempt — NWRI NV is dissipated
i question:isn’t this a replay of the “dispute” »7/8" (:1n MN7Y)
ii  rejection: they both agree that n1ywRY NW1TP is permanent; each reporting what they had heard about w1pn
1 note: X" mentioned the curtains for building — not mandated, just for privacy
V  Liability for offering less than 13, but the bone attached completes the 1y
a  pnr 7 liable —that which is attached to anything going up to nam takes on its status (w3 P9 *nam)
b 571 exempt — P93 IRY PO NN
i question (N27):if he offers up a N1y WRY, less than n'1 but the salt completes the n*12 — how would 5™ > rule?
1 answer: > might even exempt — salt is distinct from body, unlike bone
(a) and: %™ might even find guilty — as salt is a necessary component of j17p, unlike bone (v1a Dx)
(b) or: they might maintain consistent positions and 1 would find liable, 9" exempting
VI Analysis of 3"11’s opinion in 'R niwn:
a  ’27(on behalf of 777777): 19 nVNY at least had a moment of M w3, unlike yin *0INY
b w7an7 (on behalf of 27777): B8 YNV is “accepted by wNp” (197 XY NHY DR)
i point of disagreement (»71): ' nonw (only valid for v”ar)
1 or(727: 107 n%p ina %N 93 (only valid for v”ary)
VII analysis of "a mwn: dispute 0'nan/3"n» re: RNV VNP YIRW RNV (see p. 39, section V)
a  question: how would 3”0”1 defend his position?
b answer (827): if the person became &nv first, all agree that he is liable for eating Xnvaw V1P
i dispute: where the wTp became &nv first; 1327 apply wn, 3”0 doesn’t apply wn
ii  question: even without 1n, shouldn’t 07 allow the more severe i nrMY to “override” 7wa nkmv?
iii answer (?wx ’7): perhaps 1w1 NRMV is more severe, as it can never be “repaired” via mpn
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