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I R mwn: status of "Yn DwR if, at a particular stage, the doubt was cleared up
a  If: he brought an n%n nwr and found out, before nv'nwY, that he hadn’t sinned
i »7r animalis fully p9n (goes back to graze)
ii oo requires on and redemption (like 779v2 1792mWY DWR)
1 Dispute: impact of intent:
(a) »77: since he didn’t require it, his wTpn is moot
(b) o2p3mm he was w1pn due to pangs of conscience
(i) am772 their positions are the same whether he found out he didn’t sin or if he learned that he did sin
1. If he did sin: to teach the extent of n"7’s position — since he didn’t need »n pwr — w1pn is null
2. If he didn’t sin: to teach extent of D'nan’s approach — since his conscience bothered him — wpn valid
(c) nww 7. n" agrees in case he sets aside 2 mnwR (as backup) that both need o
(i) Reason: by designating backup, he made it clear that he has pangs of conscience>wTpn is valid
iii 4”7 bring it in any case — if not for this sin, for another
b If: he found out after nv’nw — the blood is spilled out and the meat goes out to na™wn n’a
¢ If: he found out after 7”11 — continue properly (0’103 eat meat)
i oy /7 eveif nTis in 013 (before 7"n71) — continue properly
I 2 mwn: Differences between ">n nwk and other niavp/animals that are used in ceremony
a N7 oww: if before nonw he found out that he wasn'’t liable, must graze and get o etc.
i If: after no'nw, animal is buried
ii ~ And if: after 7701, meat is burned at na™wn nna
b Spoin 1w if discovered to not require nYpv; if yet alive, goes back to herd; if already killed, nkina amin
¢  f9rw s if murderer found before namy, goes back to herd; if after, processed normally (nX1na 7OR)
i Reason: it came to absolve a pav — which it did (if only for a short time)
III  Series of discussions about impact of 01y nntn
a 2157 pwN: non agree with n™ in case the 07y (of his alleged violation) were onn —no w1pn
i Reason: in this case, no doubts on his part and he didn’t designate w1pn with full intent
ii ~ Challenge (»27): our mwn (below) distinguishes n”x from Spoan 1w — which could only be »1y 1mnna
1 Defense (»28): 5pvan M needn’t be nntn — the “victim” could walk into court
2 Parallel: in case of n"R — if the piece of meat was identified as jmw — may still be wT1pn; but not nnrna
(a) Note: this issue is subject to dispute between ®"/13n» "1 in case of n”® where 1Ty 1NN
(b) &7 it’s like nVID NNan — becomes 12N (1:2 NVID RNAOIN)
(c) v 77 must graze and get omn
(i) Reason: nvyo nmn isn’t coming for n193, but to clarify 1y (7>1y mnn does that)
b 5poin pw: any 7 - if 0*TY were nn, animal is 9pan and anyone who grabs it — owns it
i ~27 this only stands to reason if they testified that his 719 was »271 (he might not know about it)
1 But: if they testified that he was 217 his own animal — he knows it isn’t true and isn’t Vpan it
2 Challenge: ruling that if nnTan 9» »7v are nnny, all the property is 1pan?
(a) Answer: there, each citizen who knows he didn’t sin will assume that someone else did and is 0’21 pan
c /g 9w - if B rejects A’s gift, it is now qpan
i Challenge: nww 1 ruled that if a donee says »war »X (etc.) — his words are valid (unlike ninn nx etc.)
1 Answer: pn»p 1121 doesn’t mean that it goes back to donor; means that the gift is null and is now 7pan
ii ~ Challenge: if a partner avers that he has no 0»12m 1’1 on a field or is removed from it — it is meaningless
1 Answer: in that case, he didn’t give up ownership, just interest (o721 7)
iii ~Challenge: if someone gifted his property (posthumously) to another, including slaves, and the beneficiary refused it
1  Then: if the intended donee was a jn3, the slaves eat nmn (!)
2 27awT. the heirs retake ownership (no nmn)
(a) Understood: 3”291 — the donor gave the gift on condition that it would be accepted >reverts
(b) But: p"n — if not owned by n3, how can they eat nmn?
(c) Answer: he holds that if someone is 1pan his slave, he needs a vy and, w/o 3, still eats nmn
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IV Analysis of 8"’s opinion — offer the %n nwx nonetheless
a  Question: why does he need to invoke the possibility that there was a sin? He rules that n”® may be brought as naT
b Answer: this is per "2 1InR” (see next Mwn) — must at least have some doubt that he sinned to justify nYn nwx
V  Examining consequences of post-nv’nw awareness
a  75n pwx: if found out after NNV, is burned = NP1 WNWIV POIN are burned, per YNV
b A7 pwN:is buried - N2 ONWIY PHIN are buried, per N 7 (see T:T NMNN)
i &7 mwnis split — part representing v and part — nmn "
ii /727 no contradiction from 'RT DWR to "R
1 A7 DN is really a mistake, must be buried
2 n5n pwx: was sanctified properly, as he had doubt about his actions
3 However: there is a contradiction within »87' pwr — buried or burned
(a) /37 this one is certainly “split”
(b) swx ’7: the namw is for NN DWR — as it looks to be 94 nar (which is burnt — unlike nvY1 YoNVIY PHIN)
VI Analysis of rest of X mwn:
a  If: o1 pn — complete the 1279
i Challenge: he already knows - why complete it?
ii ~ Answer (7237): per v. 1 -aslong as he didn’t know at moment of nm»>o (i.e. 7”n11) — considered done properly
b ’p» 7 even if 07 was in 12 when he found out — continue properly
i Challenge: he knows before np»r (i.e. has ny>p at point of nnyo)
ii  Answer: 0y "1 holdsl like W™ — M7 P13 PPY TMYN 93
1 Challenge: ™ only applied that to o7 that was properly done and ought to be pn
2 Answer: >0y "1 holds that putting it in N 53 is WT1pn —even a %108 — to be offered
VII Analysis of end 1 niwn — the navy n%y
a 752w when does it become nRina MOR?
i Npin 1. even before being killed ("Ry '3 quoting his colleagues — when it’s brought down to ravine)
1 Support: dispute n'nan/w™ about “unfit” nvonw for liability of 112 nxy 1MK
(a) If: slaughtered nxon N9, Ypoi1n MW or NMY NYIY (on same day) — W1 exempts (NMRI NPRY NVNWY)
(i) Proof: must already be 770x before death, else nvo'nw is 1R (and should be liable for 12 nXY IMR)
(if) Counter: perhaps w™ allows for nv'nw as proper killing of nvay
1. Rejection: 1:x P9IN RNavIN — M4 and n%y have opposite nwan (only nary valid for nvy)
2. And: if " disagreed, ®in would’ve mentioned it
ii N27 at normy
1 Support: from our mwn — if murderer found before nay — she goes back to herd
(a) But: if she is nmor beforehand, how can she go back to herd?
(i) Answer (8117 77): means “if before she is fit for na»y” (i.e. in R Yn1)
(b) Challenge: then why does mwn rule that if she was already na1y), she should be buried?
(i) Answer (771): means — “if he was found after she was fit for nay, she is buried”
(c) Challenge: end of mwn — if found then, buried, since she did her job of nv93
(i) But if: that means being found before na»y, there was no 1193
iii comment: this dispute is a DRan NpYNn (as our MWYN seems to support R19)
1 xn7792 there is a Pwan (Y11xn DWR) and 7930 (all MR MrovN) inside NIy,
2 And:won (yxn max) and 9950 (NHYnwnn 1yw and nayy nviv) outside
(a) Just as: inside wan is treated like inside 71931, so with outside —
(1) And: birds of y1¥n are o»nn DNOR, so too N2IY and YV are DPNN DNOR
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