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I 1ymwn: slaughtering a mortally wounded animal (n12yo1n) — how much evidence of its being alive is needed

a
b

C

d
e

272w must have both foreleg and hindleg spasms after nonw

~77. it is sufficient if it spurts blood of nvNY

application: if one slaughters at night (=dark)

i w7 if he finds blood on walls the next morning — n1w3, per 8"’s ruling

ii  opom w/o affirmative evidence of “hand/leg spasms” or tail shaking — %109 ; this applies to njpT nnna as well as noa
777 7pnz that put out its foreleg but didn’t bring it back (in spasm) — n%10a — that is just dying, not a sign of life

note: all these requirements only apply to an animal that was already assumed to be ni»on; healthy animal needs none

I source for permission to eat n121on

a

b

challenge: why would we think it was 770 (that we need to prove permission)?
i defense: v.1- "nn” may be eaten, that which is dying may not
source: v. 2 — the nmin’s prohibition of nYa) implies that as long as it is alive, 1N
i counter: perhaps that’s the definition of a n21 — one which is dying
ii  block: v. 3 indicates that only if it dies is it called n%11
1 defense: perhaps m»on::nva1 and v. 3 adds a n"> (after death) to the nwy of v. 1 (while alive)
rather: source is v. 4 — if the nmn prohibits eating a 1970 >n12yon must be permitted
i argument: if m2on were also prohibited, let the n1n identify that and we’ll know via”p, that namv is also nmor
1 explanation: a n>yon is missing nothing (no puncture, no missing limb); less obvious that it's :ox
2 challenge: perhaps nmon::n97v and v. 4 adds a n” (after death to the nwy of v. 1 (while alive)
(a) block: why explicitly prohibit n%2); if there is a n">+nwy while alive, certainly after death
(b) response: perhaps n%13:19710:M20N - there are 2 R and 1 nwy for eating “it”
rather: source is v. 5 — teaching that N9 Mo is added to 25n MR and 713 MO*R is added to 250 MR
i explanation: if m»on::na1Y, text could have written n%223 250 may be used, N9 25N may not be eaten
1 and: we would understand, via v”p, that na™v that has already died has 1970 710°R on top of 250 MR
2 therefore: from extra phrase of n%2), we see that ~n97v:mon
ii  challenge (&N 7): perhaps n121oN::n97v and N52) mentioned in v. 5 refers to a N%2) which isn’t a “more advanced
mooin” —e.g. if it was cut widthwise (810v7) per pm’s ruling
1 defense: even a X001 had to have been m>vin before it was 51% cut (and became n%221)
alternative use of v5: double mention of a9n is extra — teaches that only these (19101 n%21) have one rule — 9w 29n (both
prohibited) as opposed to nisyon where the rule is split (abn — prohibited, but meat is permitted)
alternative proposal: v. 6, where YRprm» declares his purity, interpreted as follows:
i 78pvp K5 owax has avoided lascivious thoughts during the day which would lead to nkm at night
il nSo8 K5 19701 7522 didn’t eat meat which had to be hurriedly cut, as it was ni»on
1 implication: n13yon must be permitted, else why is YRpn’ “boasting” about avoiding it?
iii ..5m9 7wz any animal which required N0, or animal without N33 minn given from it
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III  Definition of n1on
a (7 27 a7 if we try to stand it up and it can’t stand
i (8pbw 92 820 37) 37. this is true even if it is eating pieces of wood
1  note: this is the Suran version; in Pumbedita, this line was included in nT? 29's report
ii  Snprn? 93 op7 even if it is eating boards
b Sxmww: asked 17's students how he had defined nison
i answer: if it moans, defecates or rubs its ear (at moment of nvY'NW) — this is V13779 and proves it was alive
ii  reaction (581p®): why does RaR (17) require the ear to move (for example); his approach was that anything not di-
rectly caused by death is 013779 and a sign of life
1 clarification (p2v 27 - directly from 5%): if its hand was bent and it opened it —due to death (n%102)
(a) but: if its hand was open and it bent it — not due to nv'nY and comprises a sufficient ©V1277a
(b) question: that was already taught in the niwn — if the npT NN opened its hand - this is just dying and %10a
(i) implication: if it also re-closedit — would be valid
(if) answer: mwn implies needing both; YRmW teaches even if it has been open and it closed it — sufficient
¢ challenge (to 27): Rn»72 -’01 "7 cites N who says that moaning (1) isn’t ©12718
i and:>ov 92 YYR "1 quotes (n™) as stating that even if it defecates or wags its tail — not V1278
ii  defenses: if it moans with a strong voice, sign of life; it if is stifled, weak (dying)
1 and: if it defecates with strength — sign of life; if it just dribbles out — weak (dying)
IV Time-context of D131a:
a  ~7on ‘1 at end (meaning midway through nv'nw) but not at beginning
i proof: our mwn —if NPT NnNa opened its hand and didn’t reclose it — n%109; when did this happen?
1 must be: during no'nw; we can’t require that it keep moving until no'nw is done
ii  challenge (X27): perhaps it is no'nY Mo and if it can’t do so at end, indicates that it wasn’t alive during nvnw
b 727 0171 is at beginning of nvmw
i proof: our mwn — v permits animal slaughtered at night if the next day we found blood on the walls
1 reason: we know that it had proper 179
2 argument: if we required V1379 after beginning, why aren’t we concerned that it was at beginning?
(a) challenge: perhaps n1 ;11 is even better than spasms (ergo, even at beginning its sufficient)
(b) answer: py»1 is minimal as per R"’'s words — NprT DR 199K
(i) block: ®™'s position may be minimal relative to 3", but stronger than 1121
(if) challenge (83227): 13127's position must be stronger than 8", as they insist 03790V TV
1. note: they can’t be responding to 3", as they would state “once it has spasmed hand OR foot...”
2. theferore: they must be responding to 8™, placing him as most lenient
c  Na7.0WVaisatend of noNY
i proof: v. 7 and interpretation:
1 7w excludes hybrids
2wy 1x: excludes offspring that look different
751 2. excludes C-section
prp2 nyaw. excludes nt 70mMn
mx nnst. excludes an orphaned animal
(a) cannot mean: that she died after giving birth; we wouldn’t to expect her to live forever
(b) cannot mean: that she died before giving birth — that is already excluded due to 151 »
(i) must mean: that she died as she gave birth
(if) arqument: we must require her to be alive at end of birth (:10'nw 910) > require VYN
1. however: if we only required her to be alive at beginning, it would be excluded due to 75y »
d  final ruling (¥27): per RN
i ap7Apazif it opened its hand but didn’t bring it back — 108
1 limitations: forepaw only; if it only opened up (or only closed up) back leg, n1wa
(a) and: this is limited to np7 NNN3; but a noa N2 which moves either leg either way — valid
(b) birds: if they flutter a wing or shake a tail — considered v1371°a (valid)
2 challenge: all these were (explicitly or implicitly) taught in nwn
(a) answer: the bird wasn’t mentioned, but &xn»71 mentions all, including bird
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