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79b (27 ywn) 2 81a (A5nna 1172051 012%)

Note: our &210 invokies the famous 5 “dead ;mNnvn”, which are 77592 110 IR 17925738 1RV (2), AMIY 77139 NNV and NNV NI 7515
In all of these cases, the nxvnis killed; there may be 1 or 2 cases where the sixvn is allowed to graze until it gets a blemished and is 7792
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I 21 mwn: 3 “sub-mmin” that are offered without on%
a  If: he set aside a nTin and it got lost and he designated a replacement — then found the original
b If: the nmn gave birth (but had been pregnant at time of w1pn)
¢ If:-he (violated the law) and effected n1nn
d  Per:v.1-only "mnn requires onY, not its “seconds”
II  an77x interpreting v. 1:
a  Amnm > if he got a substitute nTin (for NMar) and lost one was found, may offer either w/on5
i But: nanmp indicates that he may only offer on> with one of them
ii ~ Note: nn is inclusive, nTinn exclusive (for nnY)
b ’7's report: only applies (if found) after n19, but if before, requires bread
i Question (o19y *7): cannot refer to nTIN *2°9Nn which is obligatory (“nmn "%y*)
1 Reason: both scenarios covered in our mwn
2 Cannot refer: to substitute for nam nmin ("11”) —in either case, must bring bread (both are full mmn)
3 Cannot refer: to the baby of a N2 nTin — in either case, no bread, as it is "1 IMn
4 Must refer: to baby of a n2m nmin (treated like the “lost” nTin that was found)
(@) Reason: 1anv 1 holds that a person may gain 1193 via the profit of w1pn (the baby born after w1pn)
(b) Support: »ar came to same resolution, explicit X1’ of 13Ny "1 supports this position
III  9®nw’s equation: associating “unusable” mron with “surplus” mmn
a  Rulel: any circumstance where the nxon is killed (see note) in parallel case, nTin is brought without bread
b Rule2: any circumstance where the nkon would be allowed to graze (and redeemed after ) — n1in brought with on%
i Challenge (o79p "7): above-cited Xn»12 (on v. 1) — indicates that “replacement” comes with on?
1 But: parallel case “grazes”, per n'nan (if original found before substitute offered) — contra »27
2 Answer: 9w follows 229, that even in this case it is killed, as long as it was lost when 2"¢ was designated
(a) Question: in what case does »27 mandate grazing?
(b) Answer: in case he originally set aside 2 animals, one for backup (which then grazes until a blemish...)
(i) But: in parallel case to that, nT1n comes withou on%
3 Answer: YRnw follows w™, who doesn’t allow for grazing at all
4 Challenge: S®mw set both up (rules #1 and #2), including grazing
(a) Answer: YR1W only said rule #1 (rule #2 was an errant report
(i) Teaching: against 1301 ", that the 791 may not be used for essential 7792 (V7PN N2W1 791N PR)
IV Miscellany regarding liability for nTin
a  ~ax 1 if he identified nTn and its onY as nam, if the bread is lost, he brings in lieu; if "N is lost, no liability
i Reason: bread is brought on account of the nTn, not vice-versa
b ~27if he set aside money for his "mn and there was surplus, he may use it for the on%
i But: if he set aside money for the on% and there was a surplus, he may not use it for the nTin
ii ~ Reason: per Rin3 "1 —bread is called “nTin” (v. 1), but nTn is not called “on%”
¢ ~217if he designated a N, it was lost, then he designated a substitute and it was lost, designated a third and then the
lost ones returned and all three are there
i If he used the 2" one, 1% and 3 are brought without bread
1 Reason: 2"¥s bread “covers” the 1% — and 3 was a substitute for the 2nd
ii ~ However: if he used either the original or final designee, the other of those two require on5
1 Reason: 3v4 was a substitute for #2, not #1
iii ~Dissent (»ax): any of them “exempts” the other two from onb
1  Reason: all are substitutes for the 1% one
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d  ~7r 71 same rule applies to mxvn (vis-a-vis nnn nron): if he designated a nxon, it was lost, he designated a substitute
which then got lost and he designated a third — and all were found and all three were there
i If:he used the 2" one, both #1 and #3 die
ii ~ However; if he used the 1% or 3%, the 2"d would die but the other would graze (as above)

iii Dissent (»ax): regardless of which one he offered, all are substitutes for 1 and other two die

e  Note: X1t "9's use of "121” (comparing mmn to mron) - in the case of mrovn, we can’t reason that he wants to make more

of them mron (unlike nTIn, where we entertain possibility of mTina nam) - Y"np that the positions are consistent
V  »»n"s case: if he made a mnn of a n1in and one of them died and they were indistinguishable

a  Ruling: there is no solution — can’t offer with bread (might be n1nn); can’t offer without (might require nnY)

b Challenge: if he made a 771 (") — he can bring another with on, stipulating that if the standing one is the n1nn, this
one is the “real” nTin with its onY; if it is the nTn, the other is brougth m» XY and this is the bread of the principal
i Answer: Rvn’7’s ruling was only in the case of nam ("1 »1n”")

¢ Challenge (7275 75): why not bring on% and stipulate that if the animal is 1 n, the bread is >0 (and eat in DYW1)

i Rejection (737): we cannot bring 1510 into the nary

d  Challenge (7%): bring another animal with bread, stipulating that if principal is nmnn, this is the on% nTin; and if princi-
pal is N, this is its bread and the new animal is a n5v
i Rejection: then he diminishes the permissible time for eating 05w (per nTin — 1 day)

e  Challenge (75): bring animal and onb; again stipulating that if principal is n1nn, this is the proper nnn% nmn; and if the
principal is nTn, this is its bread and the animal is 17N MmN
i Rejection (727): we do not ab initio designate m mn

f  Challenge (2715 81179 72 pn¥’ “7): why not bring animal and loaves, stipulating that if principal is 7, this is the proper
nnn5 nmn; if principal is nTIN, this animal is its 70N
i Rejection (17): making a nmnn is a violation incurring man — we’re not going to engineer it as a solution

g Proposal (students and »ax visiting 852 *3): if we accept 131 "7, that the loaves may be outside of the n7ty (but in the city)
at time of nY'nNY, employ "Y’s first challenge and bread won’t be in mty as PN
i Rejection: we need to wave the four nnyn-loaves 'n »14a% (v. 2)

h  Proposal (»7x8 377 7772 K@*w 7): if we accept pm (contra 13nv ") that if he brings 80 loaves, 40 may be sanctified, then he
could bring another animal with 80, stipulating that the animal is a nTn; if principal is a "0 as well, here are 80 loaves
for the two; if not, only 40 of them are sanctified
i Rejection: he is thereby limiting the scope of permissible eating of the other 40 (which may be p%n)

i Suggestion (82773 715 'wN "): if we accept )Ny '7’s ruling that if he designated a nrvn that was pregnant and she gave
birth, he has the choice of using the mother or the kid for na3, then he should bring a pregnant animal and 80 loaves,
wait until she births then stipulate that if the principal is the nmnn, then he is using both as n7in and the 80 loaves are
for both; if the principal is the n1in, the 80 loaves are for the two and regard the 7591 as nTyn 9mn (no onY)

i Rejection: we do not know if 13n1’ 7’s reason is because the 1219 may be seen as independent; it may be because (as
above) a person may gain 0193 through the value-added of w1pn

j  Challenge (822375 'p>7 /7): why not say "nTin »»» »n”, bring a third animal and 80 loaves, then stipulate that if principal is
the nnn, these two are the mTin with the 80 loaves; if the principal is N1, the third animal here is “backup”

i Rejection: v. 3 advises against taking ™71 — we aren’t going to use that as a solution
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