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I 2 mwn: status of oo (someone at last stages of life) or someone about to be executed
a  p’m cannot be an object of 1?27y or wnT
b 23y 72 822211 /7. can be an object of 137, as that has a fixed value
¢ op 1. (all agree that he may be v 1pm 911, 7790)- if (330’9 RXY) causes p1, he is liable
I Analysis of dispute "an1/p"n: whether someone about to be executed can be an object of 37y
a  p’msource —v. 1 (3nY) ¥V is considered "nIn” = may not be “redeemed”)
i However: before 17 1), the limitation of nTRn 10 (v. 1) applies and allows for 71
ii ~ y7anT applies v. 1 to teach that someone about to be executed cannot “redeem himself” (ransom his life)
1 Background: v. 2 teaches that omw »1a nnon is “redeemed”; but v. 1 blocks that possiblity from 77an
2 And: pn 9 extends even to “lighter” min»n that have expiation for mw (e.g. naw 5%n)
III  Analysis of "ov "7’s addition (misleading — for no one disagrees about oow’s ability to be 11,7191 or W Tpn)
a  Dispute: about whether any pn caused by 3175 &% can be collected
i goy “i: dispute if oral debt is collected from heirs (i.e. all agree that pr1 are na Y» Mmn, as N7N2 NN MYN)
ii  Or(possibly 7270r »27): dispute if 70w N33 NN NN MYN; all agree that 9"y MYn not collected from heirs
iii Note: some learned these two interpretations as being applied to the following rn»a:
1  If: someone is about to be executed; if he does p1, he is liable; if others harm him — exempt
(a) Dissent: ®"2w1 — he is also exempt if he is p’1n — as he cannot be taken to stand in 71 (due to p7h M)
iv  Challenge: ®n>1 — if somone digs a 112 and an ox falls in and kills him — the :7wn %1 is exempt; indeed, if the ox
dies, the heirs of the “digger” are liable (= ’p1 are either 70wa 072132 or PYWIVYN 10 NI N HY MYN)
1 Defense (27): this is only if the “digger” was first taken to 7”1 and was found liable (then died)
(a) Challenge: the Xn»a says “wIm” (i.e. the ox kllled him)
(b) Defense: the ox made him a 190, but he was still able to appear in 7”2
(i) Challenge: 1 (per ®an) — the case is where the ox died and was buried in that pit
(if) Ruling: heirs are only liable if the 7”2 was assembled at the lip of the pit
IV Tangenetial discussion — status of 2% rxv
a  an777x while he is taken out, if he has a pwry nron in the wTpn, the 0na still perform oTh NP>t on his behalf
b But if: he sinned at that time, we do not delay his execution to allow him to offer 127p
i Reason (9o 37): violatese principle of 110 My
ii  Challenge (»aN): then even in first case, we shouldn’t delay his execution
1 Answer: first case was where the 127p was already slaughtered at that moment
2 Challenge: if so, Xn»1a should specify that — we only sprinkle o7 if the 1297 is already slaughtered
3 Answer: that is the intent of the mwn; if it isn't vnwy, as if he sinned at that moment and not brought for him
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V 7 mwn: status of woman to be executed
a  If: sheis pregnant, we do not delay execution
i However: if she has already gone into labor, we birth the child first
ii  Explanation: before she goes into labor, it is part of her body; afterwards, it is a separate life
1 Justification: following v. 3, we would think that it is father’s domain- 9"np
2 Reason: v. 4 — the word b3 extends to her 7om
(a) Note: b also teaches (per nwr’ '7) that they must both (nar1y qri) be pwny 11 to be nrvn warn
iii 5w if a pregnant woman is being executed, they would strike her belly to kill 15 before her
1 Reason: she should not be degraded by posthumous bleeding etc.
2 implication: when a pregnant woman dies, mother dies first
(a) challenge: 3:n N — a day-old baby can inherit and bequeath
(i) w7 explains that he can inherit from mother and bequeath to paternal brothers
(if) Note: mwn started him at 1 day — not ‘as born’, because he would predecease mother
(iif) And: a son doesn’t inherit from mother “in the grave” (posthumously) to bequeath to arn 1n onR
(b) Answer: this is only true vis-a-vis natural death, since embryo’s strength is low, whatever kills mother
kills it first; but if she is executed, she dies first
(i) Challenge: there was a case of natural death and the 721 spasmed after the mother died
(if) Answer: that means nothing, like the twitching of a reptile’s tail
b Tangent: 9Rmv’s ruling regarding a woman who died in labor on naw
i Practicum: we bring a knife and cut open her belly to take out 19m
it Challenge: this is obvious — there is no nar%n involved (cutting into flesh
1 Answer (727): teaches that we may bring knife, even through o170 mwn
2 Challenge: if this is teaching that we violate naw even for a wa1 mpa pav — this has also been taught:
3 7:n &0y if someone was buried alive, we dig out on nav, even if unsure if he is there, if he is still alive or if
unsure if he is Y8
(a) Answer: from there, we would only apply it to someone who had a o»n npm;
(b) But: here, there is no 0»n npm >5"np that we still violate naw for the way mpa pav
¢ Anarif a woman is executed, we may benefit from her hair; not so with a nnna that is killed (nxina n7ox)
i Question: why is her hair permitted? It is nR1n »1o’R (as being part of a nn)
1 27 in a case where she directed that her hair be given to her daughter
2 Challenge: if she directed that her hand be given to her daughter, would we do so?
3 37 our mwn is referring to a wig (not her real hair)
(a) If so: only if she directed “1an” are we allowed to use it it is considered part of her body
(i) However: Xyan 72201 "1 queried: what is the status of righteous women of an nnT y?
1. Lemmal: it is considered their property and is burned (along with all possessions of the city)
2. Lemma?2: it is considered part of their body and is spared (along with them)
3. And: 8217 explained that n”27’s question was about a wig
(b) Answer: he was asking about a case where she has it pinned on, in our case it is fully attached
(i) Therefore: unless she directs that it be given to her daughter (e.g.), it is considered nan >7or
(ii) Challenge (»7217): it is presented in our mwn as parallel to nnna — but that refers to the animal’s body
1. Therefore: the woman'’s “hair” should be her “real hair”
(iii) Rather: »"ar resolved the problem (assuming it is the woman’s natural hair under discussion)
1. In the case of the woman: it is her death that generates nk1n MR — and hair isn’t “killed”
a. But: in the case of the animal, the 17 103 generates the N1 MR — on all of it
ii 7% taught mn»1 in support of each position
1 27 if a woman was being taken out for execution and said “give my hair to my daughter”, we give it —
(a) But: if she already died, we do not give it to her, because nn is NR1N2 MNOR
(i) Challenge: this is obvious (that nn is NRIN2 NOR)
(if) Rather: nnn »1 are prohibited (includng wig)
2 77 if a woman died, we may benefit from her hair; not so with an animal that was executed
(a) Explanation: one is prohibited by her death, the other, by the 17 72
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