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I Continuation of analysis of various wounds

a

737. a healing membrance on a puncture in the esophagus is not considered - still na»v
i And: esophagus cannot be checked from the outside
ii ~ Application: for a no1T Pav (suspicion that it was clawed)
iii ~Case: a no11T pav was brought to N17 — he tested »ar by appearing to check it from outside
1 He then: turned it inside and found two drops of blood on the inside and declared it na»v
~51p:if a thorn got stuck in the esophagus, we do not assume that it was a hole that healed over (nw2)
i Challenge: why is this different from noy17 pav?
1 Answer: 9 holds that we do not raise suspicion of no117 pav
ii ~ Challenge: why is this different from 1w pav/adn pav — where he must bring »Yn nwr?
1 Answer: in that case, we affirmatively know that there was an Mo’® here
iii ~Challenge: why is this different from a knife, used for nv'nw and afterwards found to be n1a? (nYoa1 NVNY)
1  Answer: in that case, we have an affirmative problem with the 2o
iv  Challenge: why is this different from »n71 NRMY Pav (N0 RMNV’R PINIR, yet we are stringent)
1 Answer: all nRmv mpavo are by divine fiat, inferred from nv1o (= 9”172 NRMY PAD is NNY)
v Comment: a student reported that X5’s ruling was nxxn, but if it were lodged in — na»v
1 Rejection (83715 37): the proper version is 2w, but nk¥ni is obviously N3 and doesn’t need to be taught
(a) Reason: all animals eat thorns etc.

I Discussion of status of vwnn 211N (pharynx — opening to the esophagus)

a

b

27 any cut renders it a N9V — as it is a NYNY DIPN
58P a majority must be cut to render it a N9 - as it is outside of the range of no'nw
i definition: YRY DWA RAPW 12 »0 — if you cut it and it expands — that is the pharynx; else it is the esophagus
ii  counter: »ar 911171 —if you cut it and it stands still - pharynx; if it contracts — esophagus
iii &1 77 owa 73y the gullet — within a length smaller than barley but longer than wheat (kernel)
Story: Rapw 17's sons had an ox which was slaughtered beginning at the pharynx and ending at the esophagus
i ~27 applied the manin of both 11 and YR and declared it na™v
1 27 considered the W to be any amount
2 SNnww: considered the pharynx to be out of the nv'nw range
ii 228’7 heard of this, declared that both 27 and Yxnw would have been 1°wan, demanded that 821 pay restitution
1 Support: we follow n"3, but consistent allegiance to either n”a or v"a is legitimate
(a) However: someone who adopts both schools” leniencies is a Y9
(b) And: someone who adopts both schools” stringencies is a fool, per v. 1
(i) Parenthetic question: if na%n follows n”2, how is allegiance to w1 legitimate?
(if) Answerl: that may refer to before the decision rendered by the 5pna (see » payvy)
(iii) Answer2: even after %1p na, may follow v "3 (see V1 n”1) —no decision power given to %1p na
iii Defense (1m2v *3): he was following 17 in both rulings, per Y®ptn> 92 m7’s critique of his brother (" 21)’s reports of
17's rulings
1 37 ruled that the v has a 1w = YVNN P21 has no MYw (1nwn) and is also not NV'NY DIPN
Range of esophagus: top 2 finger’s-breadth (but see version in »7)
i Below: until area near top of stomach where there are fibrillations (villous)
ii  Challenge: 11 ruled that the top nav of the stomach is the inner stomach — can’t perform nonw there!
1 Answerl: the top nav of the stomach is the inner stomach
2 Answer2: 21 was referring to oxen, where the villous portion is higher up
Sn1pw. if the pharynx was totally dislodged from the jaw — still nwa
i Support: if the lower jaw is removed, still nTw3
ii ~ Challenge (97): this is D0 NPY!
1  Note: 9”1 would have to answer for the niwn — that is in a case where it was carved away
(a) But: o My would only be considered if it were forcibly ripped away
2 Defense of 5xmmw: don’t read “totally” dislodged, rather “majority”
(a) Challenge: Yrmw ruled (RNNYnW #4 above) that if a majority of 1o are dangling — namv
(i) Defense: namv if it was torn away forcibly; YR1nw’s ruling above is if carefully carved — still connected
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