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I 'y mwn: status of 1R as a 719W 1MW or DIN MY
a If:heisaregular imr - v"W
i But:once he’s done and tells the owner to come pick it up — n"»
b If: they agree to watch things for each other — v"»
i Butif one requests that the other watch for him and he responds “put it before me” — n"w
II  Analysis:
a  Attempt to align Nw7with 0™
i Challenge: n™ maintains that a renter is like a n"® (contranmi’ '7) (and 1mMR::121 —gets benefit of being paid for work)
ii  Defense #1: benefit that 1R gets for getting the work - akin to v"v
1 Block: same can be said for 127 (benefit that owner agreed to rent to him)
iii Defense #2: he’s getting a bit more (impossible to give exactly what his work is worth) —that nxin > v"v
1  Block: same can be said about 199w (if owner rents at a bit less than others, n" still considers 151w > n"v)
iv  Defense #3: he gets benefit of having item as surety against being paid (not true about 121v)
1 Alternatively: as per n17's “flip” of the positions — n™ holds that 121::0"w
b Backdoor:
i (n p73) mwe if someone requests a NYRW be sent to him, liable as YR from time it’s picked up :: when returning
1 n77 only applies if he returns it during period of n9rv; if afterwards, he is exempt (as n"v)
(a) Response vl (challenge- 899 92 377): our Mwn, implying if the ;MK said “I've finished” — still liable as v"v
(i) Rejection: inference is if he said (rather) — “bring money and take item” - still liable
1. But: v — exempt
a.  Challenge: if so, why not mention ynini explicitly in nawn
b.  Answer: to teach that “come take your item” is still a n"w (liable for ny>wa)
(b) Response v2 (support- 97217): our mwn, including »Ynn3
(i) Rejection: “take your money” isn’t the same as nn)
ii 91790 72 N7 raised contradiction between mnwn, answered as per n"’s answer (during vs. after period)
iii Question: in that case, where he returns n»Rv after period, is he (at least ) a w"v or “less”?
1 91970A: reasonably — should be v"v, as he did get nxin
2 Supportive 81772 if someone takes vessels from jmr on spec and returns them — liable as per v"v
3 Possible challenge: ruling of 1 in case of someone who took wine on consignment, didn’t find buyer and was
DIR) on way back — 1" found him liable (as YRw)
(a) Defense: in that case, even while returning still considered n2*5n 777, as he may find buyer then
¢ Analysis of X0 — 15 MMWVRY *Y NV, both considered v"v
i Challenge: in that case, the owners are present during part of the 1w (108 — DHyaa NPNY)
ii  Answer (9”7): where each took a specific day to watch; on each day, 0’ova wasn’t present
1 Note: this answer works for Rn»11 — 19RWRY *9 1MW etc. they become v"w to each other
2 Story: aloe-workers who took turns baking for each other asked 1 to bake, which agreed to do if they would
watch his cloak; his cloak was stolen and 9™ found them liable
(a) Challenge (students to 97): this was ©'9v11 nvnw — should be exempt (9”1 was embarrassed)
(b) Follow-up: turned out that “baker” didn’t bake (was drunk) - no o’5p1a n’nw - 2™ was correct
(i) Note: if we hold that 27n ©%aa ny>wy, he was right — why was he embarrassed? Rather
3 Story (correct version): it wasn't his day to bake, it was stolen w/o ny'wa (held them liable as 13w »mw)
(a) Challenge (students to 977): this was @911 nnw — should be exempt (9”1 was embarrassed)
(b) Follow-up: turned out that “baker” didn’t bake (was drunk) = no D’9y11 nPnw > 9" was correct
iii  Related stories:
1 The washed-away blanket: 2 were traveling, 1 on donkey with blanket, other by foot; when they got to river,
walker took his cloak and placed on donkey, taking blanket — which got washed away
(a) Ruling (837): liable
(b) Challenge (students to ¥27): this was D91 n7nw — should be exempt (X171 was embarrassed)
(c) Follow-up: turned out that the walker took the blanket w/o asking 1%t and liable (X127 was correct)\
2 Wrong way donkey: man rented donkey, owner stipulated that he must take road A, where there is no water, and
avoid road B where there is; he took road B, donkey died, but he swore that it wasn’t due to water
(a) Ruling: X217 — should be believed as per 1pw5> »5 nn (could’ve said he took road A)
(b) Dissent (»aK): 7pw% *% nn doesn’t trump 7Y (we know that road B always has water)
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