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I x1v's question: does ¥2 pr1 for MM get paid from 2v'n or from the body of the p11’s animal?
a  Argument for 11 we never find %2 pt1 being paid from anything but the sale of the animal (on)
b Argument for 775y. we never find “normal” damages being paid from another but 20
¢ Suggested source: dispute as to whether fowl “dancing” and shooting out rocks that damage is 71 (parallel issue)
i Rejection: that dispute is 13237/02m0 about mm¥ as Y2 pn
d  Suggested proof: ruling about a dog that takes a hot cake and takes a coal with it; while eating it, starts a fire
i Ruling: 05w pn for the cake (1v); ¥2 pn for the fire (8" dissents — full payment for both)
1 Assumption: Y2 pn is for mmx
2 Additionally: Rn13, commenting on ruling, states that the %2 pn is paid yann = 19110 MR prioxn
(a) Rejection: k™ couldn’t require 1910 5w pra!
3 Rather: the enflaming must have been an unusual form of p1 (a la on); 8" follows V" re:prIn MWYI1 (ON) 1P
4 Rejection: 09w pn is due to ©1IMV’s approach (MMIX pay nYw pr) and he follows »’s approach to 19p 'mbwn:
(a) /777 "7 when paying for nT»n 17p, ¥2 comes 19mn since the on “1/2” remains = &8™ rules that %2 is 1910
(i) Rejection: nmn "v's approach is reasonable with on that became 79n; this is 7y from the start (m1x)
(b) Rather: X" must find liability for n® pra when the animal has been attested (1v1n) for this kind of nmyx
(i) And: the dispute is whether there is any nXTyn (attestation) of mx
1. Challenge: ®21 posed the question if there is m717%Y NXTYN — should simply be dispute nnan/x™
2. Answer: X211 asked his question according to 1327 of v1amD (1/2 pra for MIX); 11271 R™ accept VMO
a.  And: 111 (of X") find V% liability since there was no nX1yn for this unusual pr
b.  »”rholds like v in re: pr3n MwIa on 1P — full damages
i.  Challenge: v"1 maintains full damages — but why would we think that he avers 191n?
ii. Answer: indeed, he does — since he derives the liability from on 19 (yann); v >1000
iii. Challenge: v rejects the limiting principle of 17
iv. Answer: v" only limits 171 when it renders the 1"p useless — which isn’t the case here
I Revisiting X27's question re: attestation for mmAx
a  Argument for ANTYT. MMIX are compared to 197 - which is the model of attestable-behavior
b Arqument against ANTY. MMIX is a subset of 931 — no NRTYN
¢ Suggested parallel: dispute if secondary damages coming from fowl-dancing is 7vn
i Assumption: there was a pattern — only if we accept m %5 nR7Yn do we consider this v
ii  Rejection: reference is first time — dispute follows 13127/01m10
d  Suggested parallel: if an animal defecated onto dough: nmn’ 11 finds full liability and 8" — 2 liability
i Rejection: 1 time — dispute follows 1327/012mD
1 Attempted block: this is nwn (unlike m ¥ which are merely secondary and inadvertent)
2 Answer: it was a narrow place and the animal couldn’t move away
ii  Challenge: why don’t mRMnR simply align with respective mxin (e.g. N1 21 should state: 1m0 N2HN)
1 Answer: we might not have applied 17227’s approach to this case — since the feces come from its body — not mx
e  Suggested parallel: dispute among wR1NR if an animal’s screech breaks vessels — nYw pra/pr *xn
i Rejection: 1%t time — dispute follows 1127/013m0
1 Attempted block: this is nnwn
2 Answer: there were seeds in the vessel, so the animal sticking its head in there isn’t n1wn
III »wr'v’s questions about Mmx
a  “odd mmIy” —is payment ¥4 damages (1/2 of what “normal” mmx would be) or ¥4?
i Suggested solution: from R17's question about myM1¥Y NRTYN — which is only possible if “odd” mmx pay %
1 Rejection: X171 posed his question as provisional — if there is no %4 -payment for “odd” nmx
b  According to v1an, is tertiary damage (103 n) where the animal kicks a stone, which knocks another stone into a vessel
and breaks it — considered %2 pn or full?
i Argument for ¥ - perhaps 01am0 received the tradition of m1% but one step removed (= in this case, 1)
ii ~ Argument for full — perhaps he never received the tradition of m ¥ at all - yp'n
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