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I ’a mwn: disputes about liability between n5&w and ma7w
a  If: someone borrows, then rents a cow (%2 day/: day, or 1 day/1 day) Or: Y®w 1 and 191 another (from 1 owner) & it died
i Scenariol: owners claims that the death happened to borrowed one/ at time of no>xw
1 Response: 1w doesn’t know
2 Result: liable
(a) Note: this seems to refute 1’s position of Xnwy 1 (n"ynn)
(b) Block: as 1™ answered (elsewhere), he is liable when there is already a n»12w 1vn and he can’t swear
(i) Example (837): when A claims 100, B admits to 50 but doesn’t know about the other 50 — 2»n
(ii) Applications:
1. in this case: if there were 2 cows, lender claims both died during time of n>&w and Y81 cedes to one and
claims that he doesn’t know about the other > since he can’t swear, must pay
2. in next case: if there were 3 cows, 2 given as n9®w and 1 as 12w, and he claims that the 2 dead ones
were the mM"RY; YR W cedes that one of the MYRY died but doesn’t know if other was n9Rw or NV
a. note: according to n”a3, who requires n7°93 nN¥pNY NRTIN NX¥PN to generate 01NN N1V, add one
cow to each scenario, and in each case, YR utterly denies liability for one of them...
ii  Scenario2: 1w claims that the death happened to rented one/at time of renting
1 Response: owner doesn’t know
2 Result: exempt
iii ~ Scenario3: both claim *8™ to their benefit (lender claims 1918V, user claims nW)
1 Result: 1mw takes an oath that it died as n719w and is exempt
(a) Question: why take an oath at all? Respondent isn't addressing claim at all?
(i) Answer: via n»12w Y19); lender makes user swear that the animal died n3773; not naxYn nnnn
1. And: once he’s taking that oath, he can administer the oath that it was a 715w
iv  Scenario4: if neither knows
1 Result: split (as per vIamD: PPYIN PaLR HLINN NNN)
II  9nn 91 RaR 1's question: if he borrowed n'5ya3, then, before returning it, rented it m*%pa1 X5>w — what is the status?
a  Lemmal: is the m75w a new obligation, and there is no exemption of 1y 19ya OR
b Lemma?2: is the mv2v a continuation of the original one, and the presence of the "9y is continued
i If: we follow lemma2: what if we flip the order (rented first n’>pa3, then borrowed without o'%y1) and it died n2772
1 Lemma2a: since the liability for death can only be associated with nY&w, the »*%pa1 m715w doesn’t continue OR
2 Lemma2b: since there is some carry-over liability (n7ary na2m), the presence of owner also carries
(a) If: we follow lemma2a (no carry over), if borrowed p*a3, rented w/o »’%ya then borrowed again (w/o 0’5»1)
(i) Lemma2ac: does the original no&w return (and it’s m9ya1) OR
(if) Lemma2ap: does the mvow interrupt it
(b) And if: if rented D*Yy21, borrowed w/o D’ then rented again (w/o 09ya)
(i) Lemma2ac: does the original m75w return (and it’s o'9yaa) OR
(if) Lemma2ap: does the norw interrupt it
¢ Answer to all: vprn (but see n”an7 below who, as per his general approach, accepts all 1m5 »xnn DR as na%n)
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