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7.5.3
37a (1 7wn) 2 38a (77vi7 MK 2537)
Note: only 1 mwp is analyzed here; we will present 7w on p. 30 along with its analysis

I. 2 mwn: status of animals and tools which change possession on 210DV vis-a-vis Pmnn
a. Animals: follow the mInn of their owners, even if handed over to his son or herdsman on v
b.  Tools: if they belong to only one brother — follow his mnn
i. But if: they belong to all equally, they follow the common oinn of all brothers
II.  Authorship: apparently against RoyT "3, per Rn»9a:
a.  Nn»1a(perhaps SIN® NN s the authority quoted): if someone buys an animal on v"Vy,
i. Even though: he only took possession on v"v, follows mnn of buyer
ii. And: same rule applies to handing it over to herdsman
b.  Block: perhaps Xoy1 1 would agree — in our case, there are several herdsmen in town
i. Therefore: unclear which one will take possession —no possibility of nn»aw p before v
ii. However: X011 "1 was referencing a case where only one herdsman in the town
1. Therefore: it is clear where the nnaw will be and it is n1pa before the onset of V™
2. Support: presented in parallel to buyer (who is known on v"1y)
c.  n72a7 e 1 ruled in accord with RoIT
i. Challenge: 3nv "v’s dictum — mwn Bnod N2Yn seems to rule against ROYT "
ii. Save: we've already reconciled o177 with our mwn — case of one herdsman
II. xn»a highlighting the “pulled Dnn” problem and the application of 1172
a. If: 2 people borrowed a cloak together — one for evening use, the other for day use
i. And: one made his Pninn 2171y to the north, and the other to the south
ii. Then: the “northerner” may not go further than the “southerner’s” mynn and vice-versa (Yn1 1nn)
1. And: if they extended their pminn to the maximum possible — the cloak stays put
b. Related »87p°p: if 2 bought an animal or barrel of wine to share on v but they have distinct pmnn
i. 27 the barrel may go to each mnn, but the animal is limited to the common BN
1. Challenge: if 11 allows for n113, both should be permitted; if n71a PR — neither
a. Answerl: he allows for N1713, but the case of animals is unique
i. Animals: each part, fit for its own DInn, is sustained by the other parts
ii. Challenge (’ox *77 82715 77): if we aren’t concerned about np» for n¥pn
1. Then: we shouldn’t be concerned about it for pnnn
2. 17 was silent (had no response)
ii. SNpw. both are limited to common DNn (77772 PR)
1. Parallel dispute in 587®7 pIx: RYWVIR 1 — there is 1973; 13N 7 — 1772 PR
a.  Challenge: RYWIR " rejects N7, per his explanation of n"2’s position in a1 MmYnx
2. Rather: reverse our report — janv "1 allows for N2
a.  Challenge: 3nv "7 ruled that if brothers split the estate, that’s considered npn
i. And: the property reverts at 9av (i.e. can’t be judged n112 of nV1Y)
ii. Proposal: perhaps 11nv "1 only allows 011 in a 13297
1. Rejection: 3nv " only allows for n7112 in case of Py
a. If: the non had already arrived before naw
3. Rather: do not reverse our report — X’YWR 1 is the one who allows for n1Ma
a. However: he only does so in re: 2277 110’8 (DINN), not n”nn (NnN YR)
iii. Practicum: X707 n ruled according to XRYWIR "1 (171712 » >both nvan and nnna are oIMn)
iv. Related ruling (581®): a noa Y MW (person who fattens up animals for sale) follows oynn of buyer
1. But: nym 5w 1 follows oinn of residents of that town
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