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I 1x mwn: rule of »nYw 75N, »R5>W NN and DNYW NN TN — for all generations (VYN o TY)
a  Rule: all treated like »n5w — offered up, require 0201 ,n2nL and WY NN Nawn
i Note: superfluous phrase n2wn 1o 1y is a response to 8”1 who ruled that nn%w 751 is not offered
b Source: v.1—1921 extends to THM
i In spite of: potential v"p from n7 N, which wasn’t born as wTpn, is offered
1 Nonetheless: since 791 doesn’t apply to all w7y (only female), therefore 151" needed to teach that 19p o1
ii  And: napi extends to allow for 5w nnn to be offered
iii  And: DR..DR extends to Pmn Y51 THM and Pmin *Hya nnn (that are offered if the nnn/9M is onn)
1 Question (7ar5 8790 “7): why not switch sources/inferences?
(a) Answer: stands to reason that source for om>n nnn is also source for PRI *HYa nnn etc.
(b) Explanation: X190 "1 was suggesting that 791 should be extended from napi and nmnn from 7ot
(c) Answer: 7om is a masculine word (721); NN is a feminine word (nap1)
iv  Question: what is the practical implication of regarding ynmn »»1 DnYw 751 as DnHY?
1 Snpw. to be offered on nam; per 8™ (who rules [x:1] that if someone sets aside a napi for N9y and she gives
birth, the 7911 may be brought as ny
(a) We might have thought: that he only applies there, where mother has 0y nw >even here, where mother
is n”pa, 79 is offered
2 N79 72 grazes until it gets a DN etc. according to all (327 8™ ibid.):: 9"1/R817 (offered, per 8"; grazes, per all)
¢ Alternate source: vv. 2-3
i pwip 7 refers to mmnn
ii 75 i TN refers to MITON
iii n37 N@m might mean to bring them to wTpn to be killed (by starvation)
1 Question: why would we think this? We have the exhaustive list of mnn mxon wnn
2 Answer: perhaps mron wnn are killed anywhere, but these require mypn nxan and are killed there — 5"np
iv  Therefore: pmvy nowy) — means that rather than starved, they are offered; n%y::n»y nnn and DNYw:DMOY THM
1 Snppwr 77 limited to nnbwy A5, per 7 (v. 2)
(a) Question: which other 1279 could have 151? 1%y is male, nkvn 750 dies (per mnn mrovn wHN)
(i) And:owr grazes, per rule that any nxon that dies, the parallel circumstance of Dwx grazes
(b) Answer: nron; N3vn >dies; verse = not to offer
(i) Block: these are mutually dependent; if it dies, it can’t be offered
(c) Rather: na%n >NRYN; verse > DWYR N1INN
(i) Block: already included in n35n ("Y1 DWRA NNN NRONAY 9I)
(d) Rather: verse needed - if he violates and offers nwxr nmnn, transgress an nwy
2y limited to Dn%w1 N%Y per RN DWR (v. 4) — only it is DWR, not its NN (not offered)
(a) Challenge: no need for verse; we have na%n that owr nnn grazes
(i) Rather: verse needed per knn "3; if an nWR is designated for grazing and then slaughtered without
specific intent — considered valid n%y
1. Inference: only if it was already pm (e.g. the replacement was already offered); but if not, it re-
mains an 1%y, per "RnN”
v Question: why doesn’t this Rin infer from nap) or 151 DR?
1 Answer: he uses those to teach n”ya nminn and n”ya 751 (and doesn’t consider "oR” to be significant)
vi  Question: why doesn’t our Xin infer from vv. 2-3
1 Answer: he reads nk21 Rwn as exhorting the owner to take them from their grazing or their threshing
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I 2x mwn: dispute o'nan/8™ about DRYW oM
a  Versionl: dispute is about n'n%w 1om
i &”1not offered
1 Source: v.1—1nRy excludes 7om
(a) Challenge: in re nTIn (v. 5) DR extends to NTIN 751 and "IN NN — brought as NN
2 Rather: 8™ disallows bringing in order to discourage raising flocks of nn>w (might lead to nTayy nr)
ii ~ opom offered
b Version 2 (¢”9): dispute is not about 751 790 of 0n5>W or of DNYY NN
i Question: does he mean that they didn’t dispute about them not being brought — and should be brought
1 Or: does he mean that they didn’t dispute about them being brought — all agree they aren’t offered
2 727 they agreed that they may be brought
(a) Argument: X" only forbade in case of 191 itself, but 791 751 is so rare, no reason to be 71
3 577 they agreed that 751 19m is not brought
(a) Argument: 1327 agree with 8" - in this case (a 3 generation of D’n%v), he clearly intends to raise flocks
(b) Support (for 57277): R7n " learned from v. 6 that only first 191 is offered, not 1w Ton
(i) And:only n5w o1 is offered, not 7 of other mwTp
1. Cannot mean: DWRY 1Y ToM (males) or nrvN oM (MNNY — NIYN)
2. Must mean: NN TON
a.  Even though: we would know that 2”pn 191 isn’t offered; we infer nqayn::n1ayn from 712
b.  Nonetheless: we might think that we can’t infer from 122 (impossible) to 2”yn (possible)
ii &7 do not offer even nnHw oM
iii  owom: offer mn5w oM
¢ Testimony: ©99 "1 and Y11 1 — DNYY ToN is offered as wnd>W
d  Testimony: ©»9a "1 — had cow of YW which he ate on noa and they ate its young as onbw on in
i Challenge: according to 811, who ruled that once the first %31 has passed, he violates Inxn 51 with each day that
passes, he should have brought the (53) n78 791 on NM»aw (understanding “an” in NwWnN to mean M2D)
ii  Answerl (837 pwa 7237 *7): perhaps 79 was ill on myiaw
iii Answer2 (?&N 77): "an” here means my1av
1 Response: wherever they mention "noa”, they refer to my1aw as "nixy”
2 Challenge: if so, what is this testimony intended to prove?
3 Answer: to counter X" who ruled that onb>w 19 isn’t offered — it is indeed offered
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