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81b (12 mwn) 2 82a (KIW2 22IRPT 1oWI1 NTIDIN TIY R5T 1777)

I 13 NIYN: MIRT NPRY NNV Vis-a-vis 111 NRY MR
a  If: he slaughters and (either one) proves to be a n9v; in all these cases, v exempts and n’nn find liable
i Or: he slaughters for nr nmay
ii ~ Or: he slaughters a nnyT® N9
1 Challenge: nron m1a has a moment of “accessibility”
(a) Per:w™’s ruling that it contracts D92 nrmMV as it could be redeemed, even after slaughter
(b) Answer (72171 77): nRON M (NMTR N19) doesn’t belong in this nwn
iii  Or: he slaughters a 5pvan M
iv  Or: he slaughters an nayy n%y
1 Challenge: if the murderer is found before the neck is broken, it can go out and graze
(a) Meaning: designation as navy nYy does not render its future inevitable - has w10 nyw
(b) Answerl (’x» "7 owa 57): navy % is also an errant entry and should be deleted
(i) Challenge: *xy "1 himself knew of a “red line” after which the n%y can not be redeemed
1. The students: suggested that it is when the n%y is lowered into the ravine
2. And: we could then assign our mwn to a case where it had already been lowered
(c) Answer2 (’n8 77 71773 D29 77): it was reported in "2w7’s name (without 'R "1 as the source)
(i) Challenge: 9"av1 rules (contra 3Ny *7) that y7en ™oy are “locked in” from the moment of purchase
1. And: he infers this (via np%::npb) from naywy n%y (i.e. the nvy has a “moment of no return”)
(d) Answer3: 13nv 1 is the one who deleted nary n%y from our nwn
b But if: he slaughters incorrectly — all agree that there is no liability
i Examples: if it becomes a n%11 in his hand, he stabs it or pulls out the pin’o
I Analysis and discussion regarding liability for nat nmay (per onan)
a  57aw7 only true if he slaughtered 1% for 1"y and second for himself
i But if: 2nd was for 1"y, since he is nnn 270 for 1, no liability for 2" (n°1n n2772 1Y DP)
b 7217”1 he could be liable if they only warned him (nxnn) for 28 - no nnon for 'y
i 57aw7: since, were he to receive proper nXInn, he would be exempt, he is also exempt without it
¢ Note: they rule consistently in re someone who violated a capital or corporal crime »mwa (= no wny) along with some
other (financial) liability
i 71 they must pay the financial debt, as they aren’t getting the severe punishment (nn’n or man)
ii ~ 57aw7 they are exempt from the (lesser) financial liability, even though they aren’t given the stricter punishment
iii  Justification: if we only had the latte dispute, we might think that >*y would agree with 5”27 in the former
1 Explanation: in the latter dispute, there is financial loss to the victim
2 Continuation of justification: if we only heard the former dispute, X0 that Y”2v1 agrees with »" in the latter
I 23 mwn: if 2 buy a mother and child together, the first one to buy may slaughter immediately and the second must wait
a  But if: the 2" went ahead and slaughtered first, he “gained” (no penalty)
b 9o» 27 this mwn is purely in the realm of 17 (not 1M MoO'R)
¢ an»ax if the 27 one went ahead and slaughtered first, he is considered:
i rr that he avoided a violation
ii ~ owx that he got to eat immediately
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