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35.14
6b (2 mwp) 2 8a (p197 D1D)

I 2 mwn: dispute ¥"1/8™ about status of meat of 1”p7p that went out of 7ty before 7"nt vis-a-vis n%yn (rNoY I 7 1909)
a  &”r n»yn applies; no liability for v"a
by n%»yn doesn't attach; there is liability for v"1a
i argqument (¥9): if someone designates a replacement nxron and the original one is found before n123
1 just as: the blood of the one offered lifts n%’yn from its own meat, it lifts n’yn from the other’s meat
2 1"pif it can lift n%yn from the other’s meat, certainly it can lift n%yn from its own meat
(a) A7 »™'sruling about mxon is only if they were slaughtered simultaneously (e.g. by different nnn2)
(i) but: if slaughtered in sequence, 07 of 1t doesn’t lift n9’yn from meat of 2nd
(if) background: w™ relates that y™ told him, in responding to question about ®¥v% N5y np>71, that in case of
replacement nkvn — when original found and both are alive, n>yn attaches to both;
1. but: if he slaughtered them and their 07 is in Mo, n%yn still attaches to both
2. then: when BT of one is p1, meat of both mxon no longer has n»yn attached (x¥1Y 1"p — it’s own Tv1)
a. NwwiIx ‘1 misleading answer; implies that only simultaneously is valid, but why distinguish?
b. counter (515 »): can’t consider both nxon as one
i.  proof: if he set aside 2 mnwr for backup and slaughtered both (in sequence) and then put
PR of #2 on narn after Nt of #1 but before np»r of #2, certainly they come down
ii.  yet: per R9W (in re: %P WWTP MR), we would leave it up, as it becomes “food” of nam
iii. rather: it comes down, since each DWR is a separate body if slaughtered in sequence
II 2 mwn: dispute y™1/8" regarding status of 0*9p DWTP "R that went out of N1y before 171
a  ~”7no nYyn; no liability for v1a
b y”% nYyn attaches and there is liability for v"19
III Justification (for dispute in both cases — lifting n>yn from 0w1p »w1p and attaching n»yn to 0P DWP)
a  if we only had 1"p7p, 10 that 8" allows that only proper np»r can lift n9’yn, but any np>1 could attach n%yn
b flipamz»y. if we only had 5"p7p, 8”10 that ™ only allows for any np»r to work to attach n»wn, but not to lift it — 82
IV Caveats to ™
a 77 y™ only allowed for X¥vY np»t if some of the meat is X% (and some is still inside ny); not if all out
i »bx /1. lesson from 921 — intent of yIn is meaningful even about that which is TaR or 917 (at the time)
ii  and: these are no longer in existence (includes even 9171v) — yet pawnn regarding them (renders 129p — 59)
1 challenge: »or "1 asked 110 "7 - if someone had intent to spill out 071 *1»W on the morrow (DiNra ROW) — N1
2 and: X1 interjected that 301 "1 had already taught that Y5x isn’t 970%n for D90 NrMY
(a) in other words: since it has no real substance, not nkmMv Yapn
(b) similarly: p2aw1 — since they are going to be spilled, aren’t considered (and nawnn regarding them is null)
(c) however: »or "v's tradition that 17w Y1 Tiarn Yy pawnn is difficult
(i) answer (827): read as "WYY TMYN HY ,TIVRY TMYN HY Pavnn”
b 277 v"'s rule that R¥1) N5y NP1 only applies if meat goes out, but if 07 goes out, it isn’t a meaningful np» it
i w272 if he did no'nw without invalid intent, then o7 went out of n11y, even if he brought it back and p71 — null
1 A5we if owp 201p, NYYnisn’t lifted; if oYy DwTp — nYYn doesn’t attach
V 7 mwn: onT nwyn of 7pTp have a »pn and nunn impact; in 0'%p 0w, only have a 1nnn impact
a o1y w7 before 7701, NY'vn attaches to PR as well as meat;
i afterwards: n'»yn only attaches to 111X and not to w1 (9’pn) but both have consequences of v"1a attached (x1nm)
1 note: use of w11 PYYN PR doesn’t imply an MR, rather it is fully 1mn; term used as parallel construction
b b5y pw7p before 7"n7t, no nY'yn attached at all,
i afterwards: n2yn attaches to "1M’R, not to 7wa but both have consequences of v"1a attached (X1mN)
1 note: use of w11 PYy»n PR, which implies an MR is odd —it is DYya pan
2 answer (8211 *9): this is in case the 7w1 is out of precincts of N7y during np»
(a) even: according to »" — he holds that X2 no»n np»ar only for purposes of status of meat, but it must be burnt
and may not be eaten (see D’%»27 RN RN N*ToMN for an explanation of why the 8y didn’t use the same an-
swer to both questions about the implication of the phrase “9wa1 poyn Pr”)
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