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I Continuation of analysis of '3 nywn — exit alternatives of an »1¥13 72y and the dispute n’nan/n"y about money

a

b

n": must come from outsider; 'nan — may come from him; as long as it is owned by others
suggestion: perhaps their dispute revolves around the purview of an 3" (::nwR) of financial autonomy
i rejection: all agree that 2"y (::nwR) has no financial autonomy
ii ~ mww "1 dispute is in case where another gave him money on condition that his master has no control over it
1 »7%: condition is invalid, money goes directly to master
2 opom: condition is valid and may be used for redemption
iii ~ 7rvox 77 all agree, in such a case, that the money goes to master
iv  dispute: in case where other gave him money on condition that he use it for freedom
1 »73; condition is null and master acquires money
2 opom: condition is valid, since slave never owned it either — goes directly to master for freedom
v contradictions between positions of n”1 & wnan here vs. positions in re: redemption of v"yn by wife
1  n" - she may redeem without paying wmn (i.e. she is not considered owner)
2 onon - she must pay wmn (considered owner)
(a) answer 1 (7ax):
(i) case cannot be his money and his w”yn — then she’s just doing his agency
(ii) case cannot be her money and his w”yn — then all would agree to no wmin as per v. 1
(iii) Case must be: an outsider gave her money n"y it be used only for v”yn 1179
(iv) positions: must be switched here
1. ™ (now 7227): condition works and she is an “outsider”
2. 1227 (now »”): condition doesn’t work and she is “owner”
(b) Answer2 (X¥37): no need to switch
(i) Case: v"yn was inherited from her family
1. »7 maintains that w”pn is Mmax pnn (=V1pn) — never acquired by husband -it’s “others’
2. p227. maintain that w,yn is V1’10 1N — acquired by husband->owned by husband

II 2" leaving via P» 1v (and p™aR 'OR7Y) - v. 2

a

source (for other limbs): inferred from Py 1w, which are not 0'21n3 "W as each is necessary
i if: we only had v, ™70 that it even applies to baby teeth
ii  if: we only had py, 8" it only applies to that with which he was born (and doesn’t come in later) —x>x
iii  explanation: ANYY? PwanY/PYY W/ 23 is a H93/019/993 — follows example of (07)v1a
1 justas: py1 10 are exposed D'mn, so too all exposed omn
(a) Challenge: why not read (n?)v19 more narrowly — they don’t return and cause work loss
(i) Note: if he pulls on his slave’s beard and disjoints the mandible — he goes free
1. answer: 1YY expands to include this as well
2. challenge: if so, why not send him free if he hurts his arm but it will restore
3. answer: Y1 ¥ are there to limit to permanent, irrevocable injuries
Requirement of 17Inw v1 in this case — dispute among D'Rin
i ny1an—inre: P 1Y, no need (as per V™) — explicit; in re: others, required (as per ™) as it is D'nan W™
1 arguments: m5w:mYv from NWR —need v);
(a) counter: »an? is written before 15w’ > he’s already free and needs no MINW oY
Range of injuries
i If the master makes a loud sound (e.g.) and deafens him — doesn’t go free
1 Note: unlike animal, (damage via sound renders owner liable) — since people generate their own damage
ii  Partial injuries: if he injures but the limb is still usable — doesn’t go free; if it was injured and unusable and he
knocks it out — doesn’t go free (i.e. standard is if injury causes loss of function) justified
iii If: master is a doctor and slave requests treatment, during which he is maimed — goes free
1  Dissent (172w7): based on nnnwy, doesn’t go free
(@) counter: nnnw excludes master who is ob/gyn and maims baby during delivery (3”av7 — from n+nnw)
iv  If: he was blind and master knocked out his eye — still goes free as 728 701NN (parallel — ma )
v 37 if he had an extra digit and it was in line with other fingers and was cut off — goes free
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