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I Continuation of our analysis of n”1 v. 1221 vis-a-vis N210 on NawY
a  Dispute between R121/8nR 17 if naw nwyn are prohibited n”nn
i Position: n"nn — following v. 1
ii  Position: o™ -reads v. 1 as exclusive: ®'n wp and not its results
1 question: why do n™1 1327 exempt if someone else did nawa nnY? (it’s MR NVLNY)
2 Answer: they only exempted regarding the other 2 (1"y and Ypoin M)
b Analysis of “other 2"
i /9 amay: once you've cut a bit, 7081 >then it’s not the other fellow’s when you complete nn»av
1  answer: intent to worship only at completion of nn»av
ii  Spoir m.
1  position 1: circumstance — animal damaged while under care of 1MW and was stolen from there
(a) n™adopts apy? *v’s position that if a 1MW returns such an animal to the owner = “returned”
(b) he also adopts w"’s position that indirect financial liability = jyn
¢ na7: (different take on why n"1 doesn’t include 1) n”3 accepts the principle that nbwm nn 1w (but nYwm NPY)
i exceptions: these 3 are excepted, since the v1p is a w1T'n
1 support: na1 - if you stole before naw and did nawa nn»av — a»n (since the v1p isn’t “included” in nnn)
2 However: if you stole and nav on naw, Mva since the N2 is a necessary prerequisite for n"10 and naw=nnn
3 Parallel: stolen and then ninnna nav —arn;
(a) Justification: naw is forever, nInnn needs no NXRINN
(b) Extension: X987 —a YR becomes 2N at moment of MM?2v, not retroactively from moment of nyxw
(i) ®17 on inherited nYRY
1. they may use it until the end of its term — but aren't responsible for it
2. if they thought it to be father's and killed it — they pay "low rate"
a. addendum: if father left them real estate, they pay full
b. interpretation: some read the addendum as appended to #1 — v" it applies to #2
i.  in which case: it opposes ®a3 1 (i.e. sees moment of borrowing as defining moment)
c.  interpretation: some read it as appended to #2 only
i.  in which case: it supports ®aa "1, and moment of Nv’nw defines status of P
I  Analyzing dispute between 11nv " (reconciles by attributing our nwn to a case of no NRINN) & 9" (assigns our NwnN to N™)
a  Bassis of dispute: 130y 1 — mpYn 2vn (w/o nRInn) does not exempt; ™ — even w1 it exempts
i note: attempt to assign same positions to mwa nnn »avn (v. 2) fails
i reason:
1 nv "2 nnen »avn (Pm/anw) are compared (v. 5), not mpon »avn
2 5™M:the nmin stressed the comparison of nnPn 227N:MPY 727N
(a) Source: »an: vv. 3/4, ®a1: vv. 5/6
(i) A27 even though it refers to nban, it is unneeded for that->apply it to nv1Ma MW 12 PRY NYan
(if) challenge: in that case, he isn't exempt due to ;>nn &Y, rather due to the minimal amount
(iii) answer: case where he caused ancillary damage along the way — exempt due to pynn &8>
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