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I 7 mwn: further issues of ownership and liability (part 1 of the niwn)
a If: an ox owned by a competent person gores an ox owned by a y*wn - liable
b However, if: an ox owned by a y"wn gores an ox owned by a competent person, he is exempt
i Furthermore: if an ox owned by a Y"wn gores, 7”1 appoints a trustee in whose presence n®TYn is done
1 Contradiction: identified — whether or not a trustee is appointed
2 Resolution: only after 3 times do we testify in front of ©1917019R so that next time he pays v"
(a) Question: who will pay v in this case?
(i) 1nv " from estate of (incompetent) orphans — else no one will accept trusteeship
(if) RrIn92°0v " from vIOIVIOR —and then they collect from heirs when they reach majority

1. Challenge: 13nv '3, concurring with statement that we rarely collect from ©'nin’ 'o2), adds that we also
do so for a 70w that includes n»a1 or for payment of N>
a. Answerl: reverse positions (X310 92701 ' states: from estate of orphans)

b. Answer2 (827): don’t reverse - pPpn are unique
3 If: the incompetent came of age or otherwise became competent:
(a) »77: animal becomes pn again
(b) ’p» ‘7. animal maintains its status
I Dissenting Xn»12 (RD1p2 92 AT’ 1 quoting ©IIMY), in re: appointing a trustee for NRTYN for purposes of collection
a  If the owner has become deaf (etc.):
i vIMD: remains on until owners are able to be included in nrTYN
ii  ©non: we appoint an DIAIVIAR for NRTYN
b  if he becomes competent (again):
i o1mo: he reverts to mnn
ii ~ »ov "1 maintains status (of Tn)
¢ analysis:
i vPMY’s position in first clause must mean that we don’t collect from on
1 arqument: if it meant that there is no nXTyn, how can he maintain (2"! clause) that the animal reverts to on?
ii  Disagreement in 2" clause: whether change of mwa changes the status of the animal
III  Related 8r7»7:
a  If an ox owned by vwn gores, apy’ "1 - pays %2 damages
i Question: what is the circumstance?
1  Explanation: cannot be on, that is too obvious; must be 71
2 If: he watched it properly, should be exempt
3 However, if: he watched it minimally, should be n%» pm
4 Answer (827): he had watched it with nmnannw:
(a) And: 2py "1 accepts N’ '7’s position on 2 issues:
(i) 712 only needs minimal nnY (= exempt from v")
(ii) 7y is still Y% on, a segment that it retains even as on (> still pays 1"n)
(b) and: 2py’ "1 must agree that we appoint an ©¥911v19R for collection from nmn»
5 Challenge (»ar): apy> "1 disagrees with nmn> "
(a) Xp»3x an ox owned by vwn — N “1 says “27n” and apy» ' states “3'n”
(i) note: 2py’ "1 may be disagreeing (»ar) = N’ ’7’s “2n” means DYV pn;

1. if so: disagreement is in case where there was no n1nv, following nmn’ "1 that every Tmn is %2

a.  disagreement: if we appoint 191 01aR to collect 19N (2py’ "1 - only %2 from 2vn collected)
(i) Or: apy’ 'y may be explaining nT’ "1’s "27n” as being 1"n (X17)

1. question: (acc. to X17) why explain Xn»12 as case of T1; why not explain it as case of on which wasn’t
properly watched ("1 — nmina nPnw; »”ar1 — no NN at all) and apy’ "1 is teaching that we do
appoint ©1917019R to collect from the animal itself (a1n mM23%)?

2. Answer: X211 can teach several points —1py’ "1 agrees with N7 "7 in re: mnn 1%, and in re: VINTVIAR

(b) 3 approach to dispute (81227): case is where he was incompetent and then became competent;
(i)  3pwy 7 reverts to on (MVN MWYI)
(ii) /777 71 maintains status (Mwn NPR MYI)
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