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I 27 mwn:Who is believed regarding nmn that could be man-made (nwn is abstruse; requires clarification — see below)
a  SN7Y T are believed
b o275 w17 are not believed
¢ 27aw7 he is believed about his fellow’s (animal) but not about his own
d  »”rregarding anything he is not believed about (for his own), he may not act as Ty or 17
I Analysis: 91y9R "1/13nv "7 (unknown which took which position in interpreting niwn)
a  Omne: YR N (believed) means '987w’ shepherds of nnn2
i Reason: we are not concerned that he’ll deliberately make a D, counting on getting some of the 7131 to eat
ii  And: 0103y (not believed) means 02113 shepherds working for "o&7%’ owners; he assumes he’ll get the 1132
iii  Then: »"aw1 adds that he may be believed even about another 1n3’s animal - no concern of collusion (y5n1)
iv »”% then opposes this position and states that since the jn3 is not jnRi1 about his own — not jnX1 about another’s
b Other: 587w " (believed) means o213 working for YR1w’ owners
i Reason: they figure that the '>87» will give his 7131 to a n"n 113, not to him
ii ~ And: 0103 91 (not believed) means &1 shepherds working for 2103 — concerned they’ll have interest in 825
iii 72727 as above
¢ Analysis: support for “other” position; n™ (in opposition) says that 0’3 are not believed
i But:according to “one” — why is n" agreeing with p"n?
ii ~ Answer: they disagree about the role of 0103 who have no direct interest in this 1133,
1 Per: dispute "0y "1/3"2w1//RD1p 12 YOI '
(a) P77 2 outsiders must testify about o (but 0’113 may testify — this is p"n’s position contra n™)
(b) 472w even his own son or daughter may testify
(c) ’or “1. none of his household members may testify
2 Note: p"17’s position is adopted by n” — if Y981w” has a 7132 pav botn into his flock, needs 2 outsiders as D1y
(a) 277 even the owner can testify; else, how would n™ ever solve a n of Ywyn (anyone could be owner)
(i) Challenge: 7wyn carries built-in MnR), as he could have made a o in the whole flock beforehand
(if) Rather: 131 pav could never be solved according to n™ (i.e. n”y must limit TN to ©’n2)
(iif) And: we know n™ allows for a “fix” for 1131 pav, as per n:2 (above)
1. Rather: n" only has Twn for 0213, not DORIY
3 77 nabn follows »"aw7; K11 disagrees and rules like »ov "7
(a) Challenge: X171 ruled that when owners are outside and the animal enters house n>» and comes out
with o1 —no 7wn on family members
(b) Answer: in that case, all family members had to be outside — no Twn that they acted deviously
(c) Final ruling: follows 3"aw1 — but only daughter/son — not wife, who is 1915 and considered nYya
d  Question (7arn5 977): n" disallows any Twn to be 7 for that thing; he also holds Tnx 921% TYWN is n"n2% Twn —
i Then: how do w3 ever act as 0171? — (but they do, per v. 1)
ii ~ Answer: he only generates wwn, but doesn’t invalidate them
e  Question: is Ty »an 7y valid for 7192 MTY? (2>1°8) *OR 1 — invalid; "R 7 — valid
i Challenge (»wx *75): 1y *an 7y only valid for nwr myTy
ii ~ Answer: means — valid for any myTy that a woman can give (e.g. 1132)
1  Note: 17 "7 allowed 7y 2an Ty for 133, and the navn follows him
I ®y%R "3:if a man comes forward with an unknown animal, tells us it’s a 71121 but it has a Dy — believed ('nnw na Torw na)
a  Challenge: we already learned that principle in re: & nwy M”01 YR NWR
b Answer: from there, we believe her as she could have kept silent; here, he had to speak up to have nnnn see on
i Reason: we believe him — he could have made an obvious om (no need for nnnn)
¢ Challenge (8”12 7p): how is this different from the man who rented his donkey etc. — and we don’t believe renter
i Answer: in that case, we have “n»1y” (our own knowledge) that there is always water there — here we have none
IV pr1x 77 nwyn: he (1n3) fed his animal barley and it cut its lip — asked yw1» 7 whether 7an is different than 0"y 103 and is
believed; 17 3 confirmed, 3™ denied it and in public, v’ 7 presented 3"1s position; 3 ridiculed him and this be-
came one of the reasons that the D*1'non eventually ousted 3™ (see N3 m>72)
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