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And if you will say; the first following the fling — 707 R X2 92Y

OVERVIEW

The X713 cited our 71wn to prove that it cannot follow the view of 012m0. Our 71wn
states that if the animal broke a vessel and the flying shards broke another vessel,
he is liable to pay a "1 for the first vessel (presumably the one the animal stepped
on, for it is %A1) and a 1"n for the second vessel (which was broken by the flying
shards, for it is M711X); proving that we pay a 111 for N1717X in opposition to D13110.
The X713 anticipated a response that it may even go according to 012110, for the
first does not mean the vessel the animal stepped on, but rather the first *3 which
was broken by shards from the stepped on "3 (which is m™x)," and the second "5
is the one broken from shards from the previous 22 (which was destroyed by
M 11%).> Our MdoIN comments on this possible explanation.

mooIN anticipates a difficulty:
- 15y % oYt XN 290 WY 7Y NYT 23 YY N

And even though it is not possible to explain in this manner, the X092 which

is cited later, which qualifies our mwn; the xn>>12 states —
= 290 PINNRND DY 9109 PYNIN DY 0290 NIV DAN PN MY 02N 02937 Hna

When is the ruling of the 71wn valid (that he pays a w"1 for the 7wX1 and a 1"17 for
the 177nR), if the incident (of stepping on the °73) occurred in the domain of the
»1°3; however if it occurred in the 92''719, the rule is that he is exempt from

payment for the first °>, and liable for the last >>> -
- NG PYNA SN
And if wN9 means the first *95 that was broken after the fling, as the xm3 is

suggesting here, the Xn» 72 will not be understood -
— AtNNY %Y 193 792390 MY N 6??’)7! MY IN NITNNY PYNRI 7DD 9152 15

! According to 01m0, there is w"1 payment for (direct 112) Mm%,
* This would be 1 12 (indirect 112), which 01910 may agree that he pays only a 1"f.
3 Later on this Tny.
* We must bear in mind that this Xn™12 is qualifying the mawn. It is therefore assumed that the terms 1wX" and PR
in the Xn°*12 correspond to PNIARY WX in the m1wn.
> If we assume that WX means the 3 the animal stepped on (37), it is understood that if it was stepped on in the
7"717 one is 7wy for the WX, and the NINR (which is M717¥) you are 211 (because we can establish that the shards
broke the 171X in the P17 MwA [and the X072 teaches us that *"792 AR T 1"772 7Arna is 220 (for the MMNY), since
the damage took place in the P17 Mwn]). However if P and 17nX are both m™17x¥ (post fling), why is there a
difference between them?!
6 They (the w1 and the 111X) will both be 2171 because it is P37 XM 7AR°17 1"772 MM 3000,
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The mtn% 1WRA can be just as easily either in the P37 2w or in the 2''1717 as

the mnm® ’:W;S they are both m17%; what applies to one applies to the other. How can the
xn>»12 differentiate and say that if 2"7772 71°07 the rule is that 2°°1 19ART 59 MWD NWRIT y.?

mooIn responds:
1991 RYAID 929V 281 PNINN DIPN YN

Nonetheless, we can rightfully interpret the mw» in this manner (and disregard
the Xn™3).

SUMMARY
We can interpret a 71w (in a X"7) in a manner which may not be consistent with
the s'®n>>72 understanding of the mwn.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Must we say that the proposed interpretation of the mwn (7Tni? WXRI) argues
with the Xn»93, or can we reconcile the proposed interpretation with the xn»122'°

2. mooIn (seemingly) asks, why differentiate between WX? and MR when we
should differentiate between P17 mw and 1"77."" However we can possibly argue
that it is more likely that the "WX1 was in the 2", since that is where the °%5
which was stepped on was, and the NnX 22 was further away in the >"77. The
Xn>11 is teaching us a novelty even though the 171X *23 was destroyed on account
of the first *22; nevertheless he is Mo on the first and 2>17 on the second. We may
not have known this had the &n»92 just distinguished between 2"772 7p°17 and
"2 !

" They will both be M, for it is 7"772 MMAX.
8 The xn>2 did not need to distinguish between WX and "1 (to teach us *"7172 AP 1"772 AN is 27), but rather
it should distinguish where the 11p°177 took place; in the 7"737 it is wo and P37 MwN1 it is 20 (regardless if it is 2
MR or NINX). See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
% Tt is therefore obvious that in the X112 we cannot interpret 7Tn7? WX, and since the Xn>>11 is defining the mwn, it
would seem that the 71wn can also not be interpreted to mean ntn? WX How does the X713 entertain the thought
that WX means 7TNAY WK,
10 See (M MR *"2) 0" and TMONT WIDR DR # 103.
' See footnote # 8.
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