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I Continued discussion re: status of 71n 703 after na»y
a  Challenge to previous conclusion (that w7 prohibits ANI12 n”9 after 7977Y):
i anooir if he doesn't want to redeem it, he must break its neck with a cleaver (from the back)
1 sm 77 then bury it — and it is nRINa IOR
2w’ may get nRin from it (needn't bury it)
(a) Defense: that dispute is about the status while alive
(b) Challenge: since the Xa'0 references while alive, X must be after being killed
(i) Per (»9°D): may not kill with a reed, scythe, axe or saw, nor starve it to death
1. Shearing/working: 1 prohibits, v"1 permits
(if) Defense: both clauses refer to status while alive; Xw” refers to YT nRIN, RO — 191 NRIN
1. Justification: if we only learned about YnT nX1n, R”70 that v would concur re: yam (and flip)
b Further support: 1" stated that w™ concurs with »” after na»y (MR1n2 MNOR)
i Source: Rma—n9ny (v1):n9ny (v2) —just as NaMIy nYIY is NOR, so N2 is NMOR
1 Author: must be w™, since ™ already prohibits when alive
2 nww 7 R190 "1 holds that it is ; needed: ®”1o that namy::redemption->becomes 1mn — Y"np
ii 27 source (17): per % — "he took property of 103 >he loses his property" — must be authored by v
1 Rejection: could be either
(a) 77 77 he loses the added value of the donkey over the nw
(b) "7 (could be he still holds "1mn) loss of value from living->dead donkey
c PSR "y “1vs 577 9" holds that w™ concurs; » (or ™) holds that the dispute remains after na»y
d  Some: read 1™ as comment on mwn (1”0 '1'p) if someone is N”91 WIpn — not NYTIPN
i Suggestion: not w™ — 1" — it is per all (even v™) and after na»y
1 Alternatively: it is neither —
(a) If v entire donkey is of value — pwy1p valid
(b) If 71 she could be nw1pnn with the increment from value of nw
ii 37 itis - but the case is where the donkey is only worth a Ypw, and he holds like nT17> 92 01 "3, per
1 an73x n79n (vl) — immediately and at any amount
(a) Justification: R"10 like DTR 7121 (wait 30 days, 5 Ypw) — "np immediately and any amount
2 77 minimal 179 is a Ypw
(a) Inconsistent: if he compares to DR 7191 — should be 5; if not — any amount
(i) Answer: he infers from minimal 77y -payment (v3)
(if) 227 that only refers to "financial aid"
3 Ruling (37): like Dnan (RnW 93)
(a) Amount (901 "): even a sickly little lamb worth 1 o2 nyn
(b) Support (x37): our mwn rules that you may redeem with j0p 5113
(i) Rejection: perhaps it means a healthy one (small) or at least worth more — 5"np
4 Practicum: na7v "1 — generous gives 1 5, stingy — 1 %pw (1/2 ¥50) — normal is 237 (3/4)
(a) Note: contradiction resolved: if he asks, we tell him 3/4; if he doesn't ask, any amount is sufficient
e 577 if someone has no lamb to use — he may pay the 10> the value of the donkey
i Author: must be ™ (" 1 rules that the only 172 is via a nw)
ii w2227 identified contradiction — we always rule like »"1 over v™), and our mwn ono follows "
1 But: 9" rules like v™
2 Rather: even nTv "1 would agree with 5™; n"a isn't more limited than wTpn
(a) A is aleniency for the owner
(b) Note: nm "1 would redeem n”a with boiled vegetables (at value)
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f  a1777.if someone redeems a fellow's n”a — the redemption is valid
i Question: does the donkey belong to the owner or the redeemer?
1 Note: according to w™, obviously belongs to owner (since it was always nRina 1mn)
2 But: according to »"1 — is it akin to wTpn (per v4* belongs to redeemer)
(a) Or: since he acquired it with the incremental value over the nv, it is dissimilar from wTpn
ii 277 ®na - if someone steals n”s, he pays Y93 to the owners — even though he doesn't own it now —he may later
1 Must be: »"1 (per w", he owns now); isn't like w1pn, else v5 and its implied exclusion of wTpn would apply; QED
II  Continued analysis of 2 mwn and T nwn:
a  If: he had two m15an mnn and they had 2 males -2 kids to 1n13; M&F or 2M&F->1 kid to 1n3; 2F&M/2M->1 kid, keeps
b If he had one n131n and one non-n121n and they had 2 males>1 kid to 1n03; M&F->1 kid, keeps
¢ Source: vl — may be lamb/goat, male/female, big/small, n'nn/omn Hya
d  And: he may reuse the nw (if the jn3 returns it to him) and it goes into corral for 2”yn and if it dies — may get nXin
i an»1x going into corral — can't be the one given to 1n3; since a bought or gifted animal is exempt from a”yn
1 Must be: 9871w who had 10 n”a pao — he has to designate 10 kids, allot 2”yn and he keeps them
2 J77.if Y987 had 10 n”a that he got from his 103 grandfather, who got from his Y87 grandfather
(a) He must: designate 10 n»v, allot 2”yn and he keeps them
3 Parallel: 987w with piled Y20 which he got from grandfather 103, which he got from grandfather Y&w>
(a) He must: separate n"n and then may keep them
4 Justification: if we only learned ruling re: n", since the kid is already separate from the 9 others -
(a) But: in case of the 91v, it's all mixed in - and 170 RYY N MMM RYW NMann — may not keep
5  And: if we only learned about 20; since n"1I1n may be taken internally, as it's all there
(a) But: since the nw is distinct, maybe he has to give it to 1013 - Ro™M¥
ii ~ ~22n 77 if someone buys piled Yav from a non-Jew; must separate n"1In but he may keep them
1 Question: who did mn? If the non-Jew did, then 7337 — and not his 17 is liable (>exempt)
(a) Rather: the Jew must have done mvn under his watch —
(i) Therefore: he separates 7wyn, because »pany »”Ra MY Pap PR
(if) But: he keeps them, since he can argue that he comes from ownership of a non-accessible defendant
e 7187 if someone enrusts his fruit to a ’m>3 or 1"y, they are assumed not to switch (vis-a-vis nyaw qwyn)
i But: if he entrusts it to a non-Jew, it is treated like his own (the non-Jews)
1 w7 itis treated like 'xn7
(a) 77 all agree that he must separate; dispute is whether he owes it to jn13 (or may keep it)
(i) p’m: the non-Jew certainly swapped them ->%2v '8T, must give to jn2
(ii) @77 oRNT
(b) 7an only due to pav—>if we knew that he switched them, all would agree that it is jn2%
(i) Challenge: ruling of R "1 (above)
(if) Possible answer: the dispute is only in re »7n, but all agree that he keeps n"n
(c) 577 if someone buys piled 520 from a non-Jew, it is exempt from n"n, per vé6
f  Analysis of last clause: if the nw dies, he may get nxin
i Can’t mean: if it died in 1n2's house, that he may get nx1n (too obvious)
1 Rather: it died in owner's house — and the 10> may benefit — also xv'wa
2 Justification: until it gets to the 1n3, he doesn't have N1 - Y"np, at moment of designation, belongs to jn3
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