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A monetary interest Rt IxeT

OVERVIEW

The X3 differentiated between the case of X29X, where 1" ruled 123 2°%87 92, and
the case of M2 719 7°%nna where the mIwn rules 2177° Regarding ana 799 fponnan
there is a X17n7 X777 (for each party); however by X27X, it either belongs to one or
to the other. MooIn clarifies the distinction.”
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The explanation of X117 X777 is that even if we remove the claims of the
litigants from the discussion (the litigants would not know what occurred),

nevertheless there is a doubt by 7''92 to whom the calf belongs to; depending -
— 991V NN IN 9919V DNP ToN ON

Whether the calf was born before the trade (it belongs then to the original %va
7797), or if it was born after the trade (it then belongs to the new 7797 Hv2) —

nooIn offers a similar case of XR1IMNT RIANT:
— (X, 97 NP Na3) *nrya 921y N¥1I N99D HNX NNV 91V 1

And similarly in the case where an ox gored a cow and a dead fetus was found

beside the cow, where 013m0 also rules 151" in that case as well -
— DAY INNRY IN DT DNNY 0P OX NYYN NN PN 17 %2 DIPIVN DNIYL Y3

Without the claims of litigants as to when the 79 aborted, there is this doubt by
7''s2, how the story happened; if the cow aborted before the goring, or after
(and as result of) the goring.

MmooIn offers another case of X117 XII7:
— (x,n9 0w) PN NN MY 9NN 9719 9IY1 1)

And similarly in the case of an ox chasing another ox and the chased ox was

wounded -
—PY Y502 XN IN PN 1IVA ON PONDIY VI

There is also the doubt, whether he was wounded by the chasing ox, or he
tripped on a stone and was wounded.

! X777 may mean a sort of connection or entanglement with the money.

? Seemingly by 7mm2 779 7 it is also a case of 121 917 XY 17 K. See “Thinking it over’.
? See previous *Xn 71"7 (X,7%) '01n footnote # 14.

* The o°non disagree and maintain 7"y277. See previous *Xn 7"7 '0Wn.
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And similarly wherever the 3129 and 212210 dispute whether we say 7"vn7 (the 1327)
or Y2171 (the view of 019mD), it is always a case of IRIMAT RTT -
99 DYYNT Y3 1399N POV N2 JIMIYV 29 HYY SMAN YW MmN N1a XN YaN

However here by X27% where each one claims, ‘it belonged to my fathers’,
where the doubt arises only because of their claims, everyone (012210 and the
1127) agrees that we rule A'"R7>.

SUMMARY
X117 X777 means 727 PO0 w0 oPNIYY X727 (and the nPY9nn between 71271 D190
is [only] by a X1nn7 X977.

THINKING IT OVER

According to m»oIn (that X117 X177 means 7"°2% PHo W° o7 NIV X927), why does
the X3 repeat itself and say, X117 RT3 DR R RIANT RIT 39 DR ORAY,
when it should have said X1m»7 %7177 w* ana?!® Similarly why does the Xma
conclude (regarding X27X), 97 X% 7 X1 M7 X2 7 °X X577;” when the X3 should
have concluded R117%7 X777 829 X3777?!

> In the three case cited by 'own (which are 121 maw W 191 72900 and A7 PAw W), whoever hears the facts to
which all agree to (that there was an exchange and the calf was born either before or after; there was a goring and
the abortion took place either before or after; an ox was chasing an ox, and the chased ox was hurt either by the ox
or by a stone), it is evident that each party has a rightful claim (a ¥1n7 &777), because the facts bear it out.
Therefore 013210 maintains Y21 for it is as if 7™2 is telling each party, you have a rightful claim. However, by
X27X, if the litigants were not here, there would be no issue (to compel 7"2 to get involved) at all. Therefore we
cannot rule 171 (since the facts do not accord each litigant a rightful claim), but rather we rule 3"&75. According to
the 2°no1 (who maintain 7"¥ni7 even if there is a X177 X777) the difference is that by X279 there is no 111 and no
X% therefore we rule 3"R72 (but not )%, since there is no X7 RI17).

% See ona "7 X,72 0"2w", who explains X1n7 X717 different from oI, and according to his vws it is justified why
the X713 states 1% RIVANT RIIT I12 RIAAT RIIT.

7 This can be misleading; see footnote # 1.
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