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Regarding a slave it is a dispute between 3"2w9 and the Rabonon

OVERVIEW

The X713, while discussing the rule if a person unknowingly had a stone in his
bosom and it fell out and did damage, states that if it blinded his 1v1> 73v,! it will
depend on the dispute between 71271 3"2w whether the 72V is free (the 7127) or not
(3"aw").> Our MooIN reconciles our Xn3 with a seemingly contradictory X3

mooIn asks:
- *annwy oxn 1229 2P (yam Hnnnn M7 ow 3,7 97 PYVITRT RIP 99927 NN

It is astounding! For in the first P22 of w7T5P noon the j129 establish this word

'Y, to exclude (the 72y from becoming free) in a case -
- 4]’”5 19903 NYY DIVN VAT HIPNAY 92I¥ N1 ANAY PN 11 VIVIND

Where the master stuck his hand in his maidservant’s womb, and blinded the
fetus in the womb, that the master is exempt from freeing the fetus (when it is

born), since he had no intention of coming in contact with the eye -
— *119:) NY 9193 N9

So here too where he was unaware that he had a stone ?°112, he had no intent of
damaging the 72v at all (including the eye); why should the 72¥ be freed.

N1B0IN answers:
= 1YY 11913 XDT NN NIN 1229 171909 XYY 9999 v

And one can say; that the 1129 did not exempt the master from freeing the slave
only if two conditions are met,’ firstly when he had no intention of touching the
eye -

' The 770 writes (in 12,82 [2'vdwn] Mnw) that 1"y nin AW WO AnnwY A 17y 1Y DR @R 72° "0,
? They argue in a case where the 72y asked the master (who was a doctor); perform a procedure on my eye, and the
master blinded him while preforming the procedure; according to the 1137, the 72y goes free, however 2"2w" argues
that since the 770 writes 'TnnwY', the master must have intent to destroy the eye. Therefore the slave is not freed. The
same argument will apply to our case of P12 12X 12 1n7; according to the 1127 he is free but not according to 3"2w".
? See previous footnote # 2 that the 3"2wA interprets the Anmw1 that the master must have intent to blind the 72y.
* The 1127 disagree with 3"2w" in the case where the servant asked the master *1°¥ nX 9139, for since the master
intended to do something to the eye (even though he did not intent to blind him), the exclusion of inrwy does not
apply (not as 3"2w" maintains); however it does apply to the case of the 72w, since he had no intention of touching
the eye at all (he merely wanted to assist in the delivery of the baby)..
> mooin s arguing that the case of 1P°12 jaX is more similar to the case of 7°¥naw 72w 121 LW (where the 1127
maintain he is not freed), than to the case of >’y nX 715 (where the 0251 maintain that he is freed).
® See “Thinking it over’ # 1.
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And also his intention was for the benefit of the slave® like there by the 121 -
- 120D 1191V 29 DY 9N PYY 1150 YaN

However if he intended to do something for the eye, even if his intention was
for the slave’s benefit (as the case of 1y n& 511) -

IND 199 191903 XYT 2) Y¥ ON IN2IVY 11913 XY IN
Or if there was no intention for the slave’s benefit, even though he had no

intention for the eye (as in the case here of 17’12 72X), the master is not exempt from
freeing the slave.

SUMMARY
The 7127 maintain that the exemption of 7nnwn is only if he had no intention for the
eye and his interaction with the 72y was for the slave’s benefit, otherwise he is free.

THINKING IT OVER

1. How do the 1121 see in word anmw that there are two requirements’ to be met
(no intended eye interaction, and the interaction was for the slave’s benefit), in
order to exempt the owner from freeing the slave?

2. According to m»oIn that N2> 15N is a reason (together with PY2 PON1 K
[according to the 1127]) to exempt him from freeing the slave,'® how does the xm3
know that 3"2w1 will maintain in the case of 72y that he is not freed, perhaps 3"2w?
ruled only in the case of *1°¥ *% 9112 that he is not freed since the master was 1°12n1
N2wY, however by 17°m2 jaK perhaps he will admit to the 1327 that the 72V is
freed?!"

7 See footnote # 4. He only wanted to deliver the baby, which is 12157 of the 72y and no intention for the eye at all.
¥ See “Thinking it over’ # 2.
? See footnote # 6.
12 See footnote # 8.
' See TN wIon WK # 67.
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