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I Analysis of dispute nnan/x™ (in Xn»1a brought above) if any of non-Jew’s ownership exempts from n1131
a 77 (not ywi ") both positions are anchored in interpretation of v. 1 — 7131 %
i a7 oaimplies any ownership, 1132 93 “bumps it” to full ownership
ii ~ mi 7z a1 implies full ownership; 1122 %3 “degrades it” to any ownership
b Or: all agree that 1131 implies a majority ownership; dispute if 53 raises it to full or lowers it to any stake
II  Discussion — how much ownership of a non-Jew exempts his Jewish partner from n11?
a w1777 even if the ear is owned by the non-Jew
i Challenge (277): why doesn’t the 103 tell him to “take the ear off and give the animal to me”?
~7O11 /1. any limb which, if missing, would render the animal a n%2)
¢ N7 any limb which, if missing, would render the animal a namv
i Note: their disagreement is whether or not 19" can live (X171 — cannot; n”1 — can live)
ii  In other words: they agree that the ownership must be in a vital organ
iii  9”7's students: perhaps n"1 doesn’t disagree; he is referring to the 1133, whereas ®Xam n" are referring to mother
1 Block (979): we require full 1122 owned by Y%7w> due to 7132 3; require same for mother — 92t 73pn %3 (v. 2)
d  Challenge (8”12 70): why is this ruling different than that of 0’991 (per v. 3) — even miscarriage which is 1131 is v17p?
i Answer: in that case, all the 131 (such as it is) is owned by Y%7w; here, "pY1n” is mixed in with "omp”
e  jpny 1 reported as having said that even if » owned a limb, the removal of which would constitute “>p D" — M09
i And: he commented on 2 m21 - if ewe birthed goat-like kid or vice-versa — nmvs;
1  However; if it had some similarities to mother — wyTp
2 jpnp /7 this is a »ap 0o and is therefore slaughtered as 190 by 112
ii w58 71 (who heard report): 1t comment is understood — supports 8111 ’7’s position, against X111 n"
1 However: his comment on 1:1 is unclear — n:1 mM21 already states that if the mouth is like that of a 9tn — 708
(a) Proposed response: there, it has similarities to animal that isn’t nm1222 v17p; here, both (ewe/goat) are w11
(b) Rejection: »» my131 — if it has one big eye or one small eye
(i) And:we learned that “big” is bovine; “small” is like goose (understood — goose has no nm31 nwTP)
(ii) Rather: it is because the animal is “odd” — it is a omn
1. Rejection: in the case of the unmatched eyes, it is considered Y1 (v. 4)
2. Support: R:1 M1 considers all nnna " (including »7v) and adds if both eyes are small or
large (but matched) - with animal, it is the fact that they are unmatched which is the o
3. Explanation: re: DR, we require IR Y710 WR WR (v. 5) > same as other n»n>
a. Block: perhaps the “animal eyes” are due to mw, but we could explain matched eyes
(large or small) as due to its physical condition; but if unmatched, due to mw
I Practical ruling (X17): convert whose (non-Jewish) brothers entrusted her with animals for fattening came to x11
a  Asking him: if she had to be concerned about giving n115a
b Answer: no one is WwIN for NN’ '7’s opinion; co-ownership with a non-Jew certainly exempts
IV Story of Ym1 92 »1n ’1: he would grant rights to ear of 1132 when in utero, nonetheless treat it like 7131 (no work or shearing)
and give it to 103 — and, as a punishment, his animals would die!
a  Question: once he made "% 11p, why treat like 1132
b Answerl: he was concerned that 0’13 might inadvertently shear or work it — wanted to formally desanctify 7122
¢ Answer2: he knew how to make a proper 11p; others watching him wouldn’t know and would do it improperly
i Question: why did his animals die?
ii  Answer: he removed them from n151 nVYTP;
1 Even though: X171 ruled that one may make a D on a 1132 while in utero
2 However: in that case, he only disqualifies them from narn; here, he totally removes nwi1p
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