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[ntroduction to n'y» novs

715291 120p focuses on the rules of 79ww — benefitting from w71 (see source in text-box below). 759'wm has two intersections with oy 770 it occurs when

someone benefits from oW1 that belong to 71— 1 »w17”— and the consequence is liability for an "mowp owN’ a ram (between 13-24 months of age) worth 2

5o along with payment for the “usage”or damage + 1/5 of the aggregate (i.e. ¥ of the 137). no’wm applies to 1377 712 w77 as well as nam w77, however, W77

nam are only vulnerable to 75w when they are purely 71 w77, therefore, D25 o7w1j3, which belong to the donor, are not vulnerable until 77171, at which time only

the 01N are vulnerable; oW1 w7, on the other hand, are only released from 715’y after 77171, when the 07713 are allowed to benefit in one way or the other.

Our navp defines the parameters of which o7 are vulnerable to 752y and under which circumstances 75’ applies. Two anomalies about 75w

1. As can be seen from the w19 (below), 75'w1 only applies when done w3, if someone misues o7y deliberately, he owes the 137 to w1, but cannot achieve
1193 through 1377

2. Although normally we hold that 773 9275 5w P8 (if an agent sins at the behest of his dispatcher, the agent is fully and solely responsible), when it comes to
nowm, msw is meaningful.

35.1.1
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I X mwn: extension of nYyn to nam »w1p that were invalidated before 7”771, nYyn still attaches even if...
a location: if noNW or 01N NYap of T"pTp was done in south (5109)
i defense: per R9W’s dictum — if »w7p die, N5»n no longer attaches, 8”10 that 0117 nVnNw=choking them >nyn lifted
1 nonetheless: since ;17 is fit for op WP NVNY, slaughtering 1”71 there is not like choking
b time: if either YNV or 7"n7r was done at night
i justification: if we only learned 017 nvnw, we would reason that n%yn still applies because n92p was done Nnaxa
1  but: if he did 7"n2p in south, should be removed from n%yn
2 and: if we had only had those two, ®"70 that since they were during the day (n2pn 1n1), n%vn attaches,
(a) but: once he slaughters at night, nyn no longer attaches
(b) and: if we learned that %% nv'nY doesn’t remove n»yn — we would surmise that that is due to 7"nap by day
(i) but: if there was 7”01 at night, since it isn’t n27pn 101, we would assume it is like npan >no nH»yn, H"np
¢ invalidating intent: if nv'NY was done with intent for 1Y Yin or MIPnY yin
i reason:itis n¥In—asa w0
d  general rule (ywi1 73): if it ever had 2m'n nyw for 01N, there is no NYyn; if there was no D1NIY AN NYW- NHYn attaches
i examples of i nyw 75 m nyY (IMM), if it became ®nv or left the precincts
it example of 1o nyw 75 i &5 if nNY was done with intent for YMPNR>/M1NTY YIn, or if D9Vs performed T"nap or TN
I Dispute qov /021 about status of B117 nYap/nonY (of DYWTP *WTP) that were put on nNam (1711 RY/ATV YR DR)
a 737 they come down (are not left on narn for nvpn)
b 9or 77 they remain up
i note: they agree that according to nTi "3 (2:0 n’nar) they come down
ii  disagreement: according to w1 (ibid) — qo1 "1 seems to follow what v”1 would say
1 737 w™ only allows to stay up if 07 was put above instead of below (or vice-versa); but m;y17 nvnw is like npoan
2 challenge: from our mwn (1"p7p slaughtered in north still maintain n%yn)
(a) answer (for 737): N9»n in our Mwn is 12771 (difference — no wnIN paid)
(b) proof (of par7m n5w0): R9W's rule- »wTp that died are relieved from “nn 721” n%»vyn >they have a7 nYyn
3 challenge: n27's version of our mwn seems to make 8Y’s rule superfluous
(a) answer: X"10 that in our nwn, people don’t avoid w1p like this 11291 "YYR; but 1N would be avoided
(i) and: perhaps there is no n%yn not even 113 > Y"nNp
(b) challenge: "nn” was also taught — if someone is N1 from nxron; if alive, no N%’yn until he causes some damage; if
dead - as soon as he gets nX1n, there is noyn
(i) answer: R"10 since NRVN comes from n193, people won't avoid it, but other nw7p that die — people would
avoid 2 9"np that even those have 1312771 nY'Yn
(ii) challenge: nnn nron doesn’t have nYyn, per xR NYn (no NYYn, even NI, post facto)
(iii) answer: that is nnn nron while alive, as people avoid them; as opposed to nron which stands to be 7231
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¢ qo»’7s interwoven challenge: several m»wn from o'nar naon which, taken together, provide a challenge
i 2 all 9wn naavp (which were done improperly; e.g. above/below) are not 0732 Xnvon when in the gullet (as is the case w/
MY Y ny21) and nyn attaches, except for 9wn nron done below in the proper nxon fashion (no nyTan etc.)
ii ~ /7:n whenever the %03 is wTp3, there is no D12 NRMY (NY*9an MaR); if the Y108 was not W3, it is 3”NaR TITI2 RNON
iii  2:v:if the 500 was WTpa, the WP “accepts” it (i.e. 1777 RY 1YY DR)
1 insum: from 1% ruling, location-error does not generate n>73a nkMY; from 2" ruling, such n117p are considered “ D52
w1pa” and from 3 mwn, we see that such nnanp, if they are brought up, are not taken down —
(a) therefore: na7 is soundly refuted
d  note: this dispute between qo» "1 and 121 was an obvious matter to X"
i a7rif an n5w from Tn nna was brought in to N1y, the mxnn “accept” it and all n%y 177 apply
1 he then asked: if such an "% was brought in and then became 509, and then (errantly) put on narm — 73 or not?
(a) inference: since he was asking about this (more arcane) case, our question must have had a clear answer (either in
accord with na7 or with qoy ")
2 block: he was asking according to each (without taking a position on their dispute)
(a) according to 737 perhaps 171 only maintains 119’ since this 129p was offered in proper mx'nn because it was
properly sanctified, D117 nonw invalidates; which wouldn’t extend to Tm» nna nowy
(b) according to 9or “1. perhaps only a proper n¥'nn “absorbs” it (177 ®Y Y DR), but not a TN’ nna p'n
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