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As soon as he slaughtered it slightly, he prohibited it

Overview

The X713 asked, why does °X» " obligate the ' "7 payment when he was 1"v7 bmw.
Seemingly as soon as there was a slight act of v’ nw, the animal became X172 7OX
(for it was offered 1"v2) and when he completes the v nw it is no longer the owner’s.!
mooIN disagrees with *"w1o regarding the issue of Mo ¥ A20NA TVRWL U2

mooin disagrees with >"wAo:
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And even according to the one who maintains m102 X®X 7w IIw» K, nevertheless

the animal, which is slaughtered "%, becomes forbidden with the first slight nick -
= 40VNYa XD NYYNI NN NDINNY

For the prohibition of 1"y n2177n depends on the act, but not on the 7w —

mooIN proves this:
= SP90N KXY 19530 HHNAY MINHVNN MMINRY 2) DY 9N (x,1 917 pon) ONIYNIL 12999NPT

As the X 1) states in ¥mw P19, even though it says, ‘one who bows down to his
neighbor’s cow, he did not make it forbidden’, nevertheless -

= 90N NYYN Na NYY
If he did an act of 1"V on his neighbor’s cow, he made it forbidden. Therefore,

regarding 7"V MO°X, it takes effect as soon as Xn7d 72 LAY -
=711 79 92U NA 29N NY NN NININ)

However, for that Xn"1p he is not liable for the '/ '? payments -

Tt is assumed that making even the slightest nick in the animal makes it 1"y n217pn which is 78372 Mox. However, the
arn of 'm 7 is when it was a proper 7vnw (which means cutting the 211 of both 0°12°0).
2 Whenever there is a legal act which requires 0°nw, there is a dispute whether the legal act takes place the entire
duration of the v nw (which is called m0 71 77107 Mo NS 71w°), or do we say that the legal act is accomplished at the
very end only (71027 RoX 70 MW7 PX).
3 This is in opposition to 11°2 7"7 *"w1, who maintains that this assumption of 770XI Rn2 72 LAWY 113 is only if we
maintain 710 T 72007 7UTWS 73w°; however, Nvon disagrees and maintains that even if we say 71027 ROX 7072 PR,
nevertheless 7170X1 X179 72 bYW 1°2.
4 We do not require a ‘proper’ v nw for an animal to be considered 1"y NP, rather if an act of offering this animal
is performed, even if it is only a slight nick, this act makes it 1"y n21pn.
5 One does not have the right to make something M0x if it does not belong to him. However, this is only if he did not
make a physical change in the animal; he merely bowed down to it.
® The X3 there clearly states that it is 790X even if he was bmw only one 12°0 (which is not a proper 70 nW). See >"vA
there 1n°71 17"7, who writes 12°0 “Xr2 17"77 XP1T IR AR 79°0 ORI,
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And this is valid even according to the one who maintains 7% mnn mwInwh M
me T -
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As the X3 states later that we require 721 should be completely in a forbidden

manner, only then is there a 'm '7 21°1, however here, once it became X172 70X in the very

beginning, there is no longer a monetary M0°X of slaughtering your neighbor’s cow, since it is no
longer his, for it is 7X372 710OK.

Summary
The rule that it becomes 77X1772 0X when 80719 7°2 vnw, and there can be no PMI?wnN

'm '7 when he was 1"'v% vmw, is true whether we maintain 71027 X7X 70 WY PR or 7IW°
M0 T 72N TNwh.

Thinking it over

It appears from moon that if not for the w7 of XMO°R2 7°210 172w, and if we would
maintain 210 7Y 72000 7UNWS 71w, there would be a reason to hold him liable for
"M '7.1° However at the very moment that we want to impose the 'm '7, it is already
X172 MOR simultaneously; how can he be 27°1?!

7 One might think that if 710 791 72°1nn LMW 73w, the very first nick is part of the 7w°MW, so it should be considered
that he was vmw the owner’s ox, and be liable for ' "7 *m%wn. See ‘Thinking it over’.
8 x,2v.
® The 71N writes (in 12,83 [@wown] Maw) regarding "M '7 that 121 W2wY 7w R MW WX 213 2. We expound the word
172V to mean that the 2L was XMDR2 1712.
10 See footnote # 7.
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