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20.3.04; 30a (72 mwn) 2 31a (na prmm 1727)
I 2 mwn: liability for damages caused by leaving dangerous objects in 1”0
a  water: if someone spilled water into 1”17, he’s liable for damages caused
i 37 only if his clothes were damaged by the water, but not if he tripped
1 challenge (81771 7): why isn’t the mud that his water generated also considered his responsibility?
2 Response: case where the water was limited and was fully absorbed in the ground (no mud)
3 Secondary question: why teach same principle twice? ('R nwn also gave case of someone tripping on the water)
(a) Answer: one for summer, one for winter (when you have the right to pour out water into 1”n)
b Thorns (and glass): if someone buries thorns or glass, makes a wall of thorns or his fence fell into 1”n71 and damaged - 2»n
i pnr 77 only applies if he shoots the thorns out into 7”07, but if he draws them in — exempt
1 reason: people don’t generally rub up against walls
ii  related 8n»»72: if someone buries his thorns in another’s wall and the wall collapses and the thorns cause damage:
1 Ruling: if the wall was weak, the thorn-hider is liable; if strong, the wall-owner is liable
2 Implication (8¥127): if A covers his pit with B’s pail and B comes along and takes his pail — A is liable
(a) challenge: the analogy is obvious
(b) defense: X"10 - there, A knew B’s pail was there; here, the wall-owner didn’t know about the thorns — 5"np
iii  Related 812772 D1WRY Do used to bury their thorns v deep in the field, so as not to interfere with the plow
1 Practice: " would throw his in the fire; X217 would throw his thorns in the Tigres
2 Note: someone who wishes to be a 1on should fulfill P17 *91 (others: M39a7 "9 ,MaART *9M)
II 7> mwn: continuation from 'a mwn —status of pPpn left in 9”17
a  If A takes his straw out to 9”11 for compost (i.e. he wants people to trample it) and B gets hurt - A is liable;
i Note: seems to be contra nTi’ "1 who permits leaving a1 in 9”01 for 30 days during that season
1 Response: ™ agrees that if there is damage, there is liability
2 Challenge: *" exempts store-owner for fire damage caused by his candle left outside if it was 1211 71 — permitted
(a) Answer: he exempts in case of Mxn mMw3, not 772 MwI
(b) Block: he explicitly exempts in case of 72 mw"
(i) Answer (ypn277): our mwn is in case when he put it out off-season (not when o*»ar are put out)- nmn> 13
(if) Answer (?wx 77): our mwn is only in case of straw (not ar) as they are slippery (more likely to damage)
b  Additionally: the 1an is 9pan and anyone may claim it
i 27 they may claim the entire stack; both the appreciation of 1”07 as well as the jan itself
1 reason: the owner is fined for the 91 as a precaution against the appreciation
ii ~ »7yr they may only claim the appreciation of 1”n7; the stack itself belongs to the original owner
1 reason: fine only applies to appreciation — owner isn’t fined to lose the 91
iii  challenge: final clause in our Nwn omits rule of ...0TPN Y3 >no decree against 1 (993 doesn’t appreciate in 1”17)
iv  answer: what is stated in 1¢t clause applies to final clause (..nTpn 3)
1 challenge: regarding the last clause, ruling that they are forbidden as 91 (we assume — from original owner)
2 answer: Y1 refers to anyone taking it from the one who picked it up (na1n)
(a) Challenge: in re: our 2 cases, 1 case is ruled Y1 DYwn MmN (in re: taking it) and last clause — 513 DYWN MOR
(b) Answer (»7277): things that don’t appreciate (e.g. 993) - no decree; something that appreciates 1911 YoR naw 1
v Questin posed: according to 19, is the 91 fined (confiscated) immediately or only after it appreciates?
1 Answer: from the inclusion of 993 in our discussion - immediately
(a) Rejection: we accept »”117's answer and %) is no longer part of the equation (no solution)
vi  Suggestion: this dispute parallels dispute n'nan/n™ of status of 13p in a loan written with n’a3 (n" — entire loan is lost)
1 Rejection: 1121 could agree with 17; in that case, the 17p was permissible; here, the “compost” is already a p’m
2 Rejection: n™ could agree with »pyr; in that case, the 70w was written with n»a3; here, who's to say there’d be pr?
vii Suggestion: this dispute parallels a different dispute Dnan/3”2W1 in re: our case (taking jan out and someone is hurt)
1 owom people may take, but there’s an Y11 1108 (= must be 511 on the 911 and anyone may take naw — »y1a)
2 37w there is no "1 (the entire item is 9pan- 213)
(a) note: Y1 must admit that 32w~ disagrees with him
(b) However: 27 could interpret dispute as in re: whether we publicize and instruct to take the entire item
(c) As per: dispute between (27) 8110 17 and R”ar7:
(i) Challenge: both ®1n "7 and R”ar1 declared certain items 9pan in similar circumstances
1. answer: this was a case where the owner had been warned and didn’t remove it in a timely fashion
¢ 27w this is true about all dangerous things left in 7”07 (even if not placed there to benefit the owner)
d Additional ruling: if someone turns over a Y93 and another is hurt as a result — the “overturner” is liable
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