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9"2wy/1InY "1 regarding the prohibition of 'nn 1n Twa
a  Both:v.1 prohibits 'nn 1n 9ax; v. 2 — 190 w1
i pny 7 v. 2 also prohibits 'nn 0 qwa (but not v. 1)
ii 577 v. 1 extends to 'nn jn w1 (but not v. 2)
iii  Therefore: if one ate n”nnR and *nn 10 w1 —>" would find 2 liabilities; 5"2v7 - only 1
1 But: if one ate 970 and *ni 1n w1 - would find 1 liability and 92w -2
2 And: if one ate n”nnRk and 9o — all would agree to 2 liabilities
3 Challenge: ®'n — if he ate n”nnR of a Na7Y, 1 finds 2 liabilities but Y”aw7 only 1
(a) Defense (9o 27): if it was one animal, only 1 — if two animals (1 n”nn and the other na»v) - 2 liabilities
Analysis of their dispute (regarding 1 animal — both n8»v and n"nny)
a  7ax(1): case — it became nav as it was born; dispute if when born it is considered n»ax (=n”"nnr also obtains) or not
b 718 (2): same case — all agree that it isn’t D»1aR at birth; dispute if n”nn& can be added on (due to X11m) atop N9V
¢ 71X (3): case — became oMV afterwards — all agree that it is D»1aR at birth; dispute if 1970 17°R adds on to n”nnNR
d  ~37 case — he pulled off limb and made it n97v; dispute if animal is considered par at birth (n”nnr came first, narv
isn’t added on) or not (01X come simultaneously)
Related dispute (of reports of j3n» *1’s ruling): if he ate a9n from a live (n”nnr) na*v
a  Nan 73 &7n 7.2 liabilities
b »nx 7.3 liabilities
i Explanation: case - it became N9V at birth; dispute if animal is born 071arY, 3 D™ 11PR come at once; if not — no N"nnNK
ii  Or: all agree that animal is not born n»ary; dispute if n”hnXk MR can add on later
iii ~ Or: all agree that it is born n™ar>, but here it became a na™v later; dispute whether 190 7108 can add on
1 Per: ayn Mo’R, which allows for addition of n%2) MR and N9V NOK
2 Counter: that is valid for a9n, which is 9/mmn (7’n), not for n"nnX which has no mn
» and Y"aw1 regarding eating a “broken” 113 of 1ar
a  Versionl (»077 77): 9”291 asked > if he broke it outside of his mouth (21 - ™), if inside (104 - ")
b Version2 (p227): they agreed that if he broke it outside, 1109; 9”21 extended the M9 to “broken inside” (2»n — ")
i 71 liable - his throat got pleasure from a complete n>t3 of n"nnK
ii 572w exempt — his stomach must benefit from n of n"nnr
1 Challenge: how could anyone ever be liable for n"nnx according to 5"aw1?
2 Answer: there is a small bone near the hip which is soft and could be swallowed whole
iii ~ #”7 even if he broke it outside, still liable — his not bringing it into his mouth isn’t considered nwyn 701NN
Miscellaneous ma9n relating to ingesting nmoR
a 572w no1y must be besides that which is caught between the teeth ("1 — may include it)
i 971 their dispute wasn’t about food caught between teeth (all agree — it doesn’t count)
ii  Rather: dispute about food caught in throat — 9"av1 — exempt (stomach didn’t benefit); »*1 — liable (throat benefited)
b 777 w1 ox 77 if he ate Y2 13 and vomited it up, then ate another %2 n’ta — liable; as his throat enjoyed a n>ta
i Question (»ox “15 ¥”77): what if he vomited it up and ate it again -
1 Observation: is he asking whether vomited food is still considered digested? Then ask about n>r
(a) Rather: he was asking whether nrin of the throat or the stomach is what is considered
(i) If so: why not answer from his own ruling (above)?
(if) Answer: he forgot his own teaching and 8" was reminding him — why construct a case of a different
Y5 13, ask about same Y2 m1d, which teaches two lessons - if vomited food is considered digested (it
isn’t = can be reingested) and if we are concerned with 11 nRin or YYN NRIN (11 NRIN D 27N)
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