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Analysis of pr1 »mYwn as per 2" clause of MwnN - 1P H3 TWINI PN MMHVYNI NIN

a

Phrase pr1 'mbwn (in lieu of “pn1”) teaches that the owner keeps the carcass (of his dead animal)
i Sources:
1 V.1-read mn9w (make up the difference)
2 V.2-read “n%®’ 190 TY” - but not the whole namv
3 V.3 -he keeps the carcass, “he” being the original owner (else, no need to add the phrase
it Justification:
1  If: we only had v. 1 - 8”10 since it’s unlikely (that a man damages an animal), but in a common case (e.g.
N97MY) - — ptn keeps carcass and he pays full - 9"np
2 If: we only had v. 2 — R"10 since it was due to negligence of 1mw — but in case of active damage (v. 1) — p>m
keeps carcass and he pays full - 9"np
3 If: wehad vv. 1-2; R"10 due to their oddity (uncommon/negligence) — but where his pnn (111) did damage...
4 And if: we only had v. 3, 8”10 since it is (only) his property doing damage, but vv. 1-2 where he does the
damage himself, — p1 keeps carcass and he pays full - 9"np
(a) Challenge (to 27): without v. 3, we would still consider the n%21 goes to pr3, since he could pay (as per
v. 4) with a few ma»v (or any other goods)
(b) Answer: verse needed for n511 nna (depreciation from time of damage until payment — is p11’s loss)
(c) Suggestion: n%21 NN is subject to WRIN NPYNN in interperetation of v. 2 — Ty MR
(i) p"n: bring testimony (that the 75w 1MW wasn’t negligent)
(if) 9Ww Rar: bring the N1y (carcass) to 7”2 (we assume — for appraisal)
(iii) rejection: all agree that it belongs to pr; dispute is in re: who has to trouble himself to bring to 7”2
(iv) support: k11 —the Man HYya must lift out the ox that fell in — v. 4 (nnm »Hya 1w)
1. question (X275 »2N): carcass is worth more outside of the 1a. Isn’t the p 1 working for his own gain?
2. answer: it may have the same value in both places as per the adage

SR1NVY’s ruling, limiting 1523 nna to Ppn

a

b

C

SRIMW: courts don’t generally calculate n%21 nna for a 1913/213; he adds “also for a Y8 and 11 concurs”
i question: does he mean that YR also gets n%2) nna or that YR is also excluded?
1 Resolution: case where a YR broke an item and 11 ordered him to replace a new one
(a) Challenge: from »oR 17 and X132 '7’s reactions of amazement at the ruling (and 17’s subsequent silence)
N7 owa 851y we do figure n%a1 nna for a 1o/,
299 /7. we don’t (in accord with HYRnw)

d final ruling: we don’t figure in 1521 nna for 1137233 but we do for a YR as per *ox "1 and Rind "7’s protest
tangential listing of other rulings reported by K51 in the name of N7

a

0

if a placenta comes out over two days, we begin counting nnv " MRMY 1 from the first day
i challenge: this is a X1 that leads to a R)p — beginning n1nv " a (possible) day early
ii  rather (837): we are wwn from the 1t day but only begin counting from the 2nd
1 Challenge: if this is teaching that every segment of placenta has some 191 in it — already taught:
(a) If: a placenta (of an animal) comes partially out (before nv'nw) — the nv'nw of the mother doesn’t permit it
(b) Defense: that only teaches that there is room for a N1’ of some of the placenta against all of it
A nmino nnna M1 that becomes a nov during 1t 30 days isn’t redeemed, as per v. 5 (18 limits n7an n7a)
A nox nnna is acquired via N2wn as per dissenting opinion recorded in PwI1TP (DMIN vs. W™ vs. p'N)
Brothers who divide estate — we estimate what they are wearing (towards their portion) but not what their children are
wearing (so as not to shame them to come to 1"2)
i Note: 91 — sometimes we don’t reckon what they wear (eldest brother; allowed to use funds for clothing to give “clout”)
If 1w (even w"W) entrusts NP to another 1MW (even Dan 1MW) — he is exempt from damages, since he gave it to a ny7 12
i Dissent (X17): even a min 1MW entrusting to a v"w is still liable — Tpan claims that he doesn’t trust the 2nd ny1awa
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