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AT

'oniwn A" TN
1) msoin
a) Xwp
1) why does &7n2 X221 noon follow Xy xx &332 NdoN
b) oKXW

1) Would you ask this Xwp even if Xy ¥ 822 and &7n2 822 weren’t part of the
larger noon of P11

c) mawn
1) Yes

i) just as in the beginning of My12aw the X713 needs to explain why mn is
followed by myaw

2) X"wann
a) Xowp
1) but m2o»n and My12w are also part of P11 770

i1) so how is the X7m3 in M¥12w proof that we need to explain the order of Nnndon
that aren’t part of the larger Xn>on of 1p*n

b) yn

1) because it’s possible that the X713 in My12w doesn’t agree with the X7 187
that P11 is one large noon



77122 0" TN
1) mwn
a) 1293 NNa% wmw opn
b) 17T AN 930
C) DY 'AIMI N oMdY A M T ribbs
d) "21a%AM 0215V 1M1 TN AN 0110V 1M1 7T DT
2) Xwp of Moo and W'
a) Once the mwn says m1°7A7 A713 937
b) Why does the mwn give 01w for 73 and n°ma
3) v nof mdoIn
a) Both the 3711 and the Mv°w are important
b) Because the 2m> must be as wide as the lesser of the 3711 or the Myw
4) y1°n of w"R"
a) The 2m> must be as wide as the 7w no matter what the x7n is
b) What depends on 3717 is only whether the %m> is made of 21 or N1 or so on
5) here is a "X to the nv*w of W"R"
a) amwn at .7 A7 says the mx mn need to be four Mnk high
b) And the X7n3 explains at .3 77
i) That the reason that the 7w for n°1 is 5 2oL
ii) is that 5 o>nov is needed to support a >m>3 that’s four nMax high
6) X"wn
a) Nwp
1) how does n1901N respond to this "X
b) v
i) introduction
(1) MooIn at .3 77 at AR ¥yaIx 7"7
(a) Xwp

(1) It’s a fact that a n°1x wall can stand four n»X high even if it’s not 5
oo wide

(b) 1

(1) the wall won’t stand for as long as people expect a n°13 wall to
stand

ii) y1n



(1) similarly m»o1n in our X713 means

(a) that if in a particular place it’s the 3711 for people not to expect a wall
to stand for a long time

(b) then less than 5 o°’rov can be used



72'97 A" TN
1) mwn
a) "xna
)  YXNR2 DMOT DR PN 0NN MWY? W Ponmw
(1) omaw 5w oe3aRm Dpnn 2Moa 291 X 7%
b) nypaa
) IR P2OMA PR..AYPI
(1) yaman norm awIw 1mry? an
(2) 12w D°1aRM 2M57 1 OX 729
i) oW nYTH WY oR PR
(1) XM 1827 71 NOT PR
(2) omaw Hw 0o2aRm PN 951 ok 7270
iii) Xmx at ;777
(1) xwp
(a) 77 R 77 R? NOT WYY KD DMIW NYTH WY OR 7Ypaa
2) X
a) Nnp X9 on Txn
i) when the mwn says 73X MYy 1%
(1) The 73wn means the Pomw agreed to build a 7n>
1) Because
(1) without this agreement to build a 7n1>
(2) 1onw who divide a 7¥1 needn’t build a m>
(3) because pPrn "W IR? PRI PN
iii) And since they agreed to build a 7>
(1) "q2o0%"
(2) If the >m> falls the neighbors split the stones
iv) Xwp
(1) but maybe
(a) there was no agreement

(b) and one neighbor decided to build a 71> his own and on his own
property
V) 717N



b)

(1) In this case we happen to know that they agreed to build it together
vi) Xwp

(1) but maybe they changed their mind afterwards
vii) PN

(1) they made a 1p to make their agreement binding
viil)  Xwp

(1) But that agreement was made long ago when the wall was built

(2) Now that the wall has collapsed many years later how do we know what
their agreement was when the wall was built

ix) y17°n
(1) we’re dealing with a case where we still remember
X7N2 XD on I¥A
i) The 7311 in the 73w has no 77171 1°7
(1) Meaning that because of its small size
(a) neither AnMw can demand 17171 without agreement by the other

(b) And of course neither AN can build a wall unless both first agree to
divide the 7xn1

ii) when the mwn says 7% MWY? X7
(1) The m1wn means the 1o agreed to divide their 7xn
iii) And
(1) Once they reached this agreement to divide the 7¥n
(2) they need to build a 7> even if they didn’t agree to build a 501>
(3) because 1o "nw PRI PT
iv) And since they must build a 2m> together
(1) "go057"
(2) If the >m> falls the neighbors split the stones
V) Xwp
(1) even once they’ve agreed to divide the 7171 17 72 PRY 180
(2) why can’t it be that they changed their minds
vi) y17°n
(1) they made a 7°1p to make their agreement binding
vil) Xwp

(1) now many years later



(2) how do we know that they once made a binding agreement to divide the
axn

viil)) 71N
(1) if they didn’t make a 7°3p and they then changed their minds
(a) so that the 7¥1 remained undivided
(2) the wall would never have been built

(a) since no AMW can on his own divide the 7% or take away from the
other AMW access to any part of the 7xn

3) X"wann
a) in short
i) for xnp XL

(1) "92°92" and its required split is based on our remembering now that there
was an original agreement with a 13p to build the wall

(2) And on the 7°7 that neighbors must build a M3 once they agreed with a 1°1p
to make a 7¥°mn

ii) for X7n2 XL
(1) "92°9%" and its required split is based

(a) on our deduction that there must have been an agreement with a 11p to
divide the 7xn1

(b) and on the 777 that former 1"®mMWw must build a M3 once their 131 is
divided

4) mooin (as explained by X"wmn) on a YM> between property of 12187 and 1ynw that
collapsed and whose stones fell into the mwA of j21%"

a) generally
1) when Nnw claims property that lays in the mwa of 12187
i) TWwnw is a 117ann XX and "X VY
iii) But
(1) where 12381 and 1Y»w were oMY in the property
(2) And the property doesn’t lie in 12187 M for 72177 A1
(3) We say 7718 *79p R? Pomw so that 1winw doesn’t count as XX
b) where each had set up a n°11 on the m> that later collapsed
i) this is absolute proof that they built the 7n> together
ii) and even without "72°55"

(1) meaning even if the "7 were not that 12187 could demand that 17w»w join
him to build a m> together



(2) 127 isn’t believed that he built it himself regardless of any 1°n
i11) But if the stones were 712177 97 7Y in the MW" of 12187
(1) 121%7 wins if he says “yes we built it together but I bought it later”
(2) Because
(a) he’s supported by X371 vH¥ 170 XXM
(b) and this claim isn’t contradicted by the n°117 that "w»w put up
c) Where neither set up a i
1) This supports the claim that they were once 1"omw so that
(1) Where 7217% 11 7w RO
(a) we apply the rule of *771% 9P K7 oMW
(b) so that y»Ww isn’t a 17°2Mn KX
(c) And j2%1 isn’t believed
(1) Whether he claims “I built it alone”
(i1) Or whether he claims “We built it together but later 1°nnp?
(d) And we don’t need 72°9% to decide that PP
(2) Where m2a17n 11 7w
(a) There is no rule of >777X >79P XY PoMW
(b) TWnW is a 1772 XXM
(c) 12%0 is believed if he says »nnp?
(1) because this claim isn’t contradicted by his not having a n°mn
(d) If it weren’t for 72°97
(1) 721%71 would also be believed if he claims “I built it alone”
(i1) Because
1. although this claim is contracted by his not having a n”n
2. it’s supported by 131 he could have said vnnp?
(e) but
(1) 12%" loses anyway in a 7817 where there is a 7297
(i1) Because *7770 71X that a person
1. does not build a 5n15 himself
2. if he has the right to insist that another join him
(ii1)and this *7770 738 overwhelms the 13°»
d) Keep in mind that in a 7vp2 there is no 72°5% so that
1) Where neither made a n*111 and the stones were 71217 07 77w



(1) 12%1 wins
(a) whether he claims “I built it myself”
(b) or he claims “we built it together but later »nnp5”
i1) Where each made a n°117 and the stones were 7217 127 77w
(a) 12981 wins only if he claims we built it together but later »nnp%”
iii) there is a always P21 where the stones weren’t 721 11 77w
¢) In short

Py intalh ta i) 72771 AT ROW 72759 ROKT T2
NPT NIVL2 7977 1R P I WY PN
NP NIYY2 7917 72N iraly 1 K9 737 KD DO WY RO

"5 v 9290 nann Yar
SIR NIYYR M1 NITY N
MYV PIWY

72170 a1 72777 AT ROW 79999 X7 nypa2
NP NIYYLA 7917 12NN raly WY 177N
SNAPY NIYY2 7937 12NN RN T R?Y AT RD DT WY XD

nAnn 7997 92907 RN
SIR NIV 2"3 7307 1N
XY PIOWY

5) X"wamn
a) Xwp
1)  Why for 7¥p2 does the X3 ask that neither ought to set up a n*im
i1) We just showed that

(1) if the wall should collapse and the stones should remain on the property of
12X%" for a long time

(a) 121871 wins with a 73w of “I built it alone” if neither has a n°mn
(b) 72187 doesn’t win with this 71w if both put up a n*mn
b) yn
i) If the stones lay a long time 11wnw would still lose if 121%7 should say "“nnp>

10



i1) So the main remedy of the 2mMw in any case is for each AMw to keep in mind
quickly to ask for his share of the stones if the 91> should collapse onto the
other’s property
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2 qT

Xn7y2 09'0na X2'nX Aln 2" Tn

1) mwn at

a)

YXNAR2 DMDT DR PN 7Y MWY? W 2w

2) X

a)

b)

d)

NP RIS

i) when the mwn says 7¥mm MWy 1%
(1) The mawn means the 1M agreed to build a 7m>

ii) Because
(1) without this agreement to build a 9015 and a 1P to make it binding
(2) oM needn’t build a wall at all even once they’ve divided their 7xn
(3) because P71 AW XY XA POA

XIN2 RIW7

i) when the mwn says 7¥m MYY> 137
(1) The m1wn means the oMW agreed to divide their 7xn

i1) Because

(1) The 1%n1 has no 771217 1°7 and neither AMY can demand 7171 without
agreement by the other

(2) And once Pomw divide their 7
(a) even if they didn’t agree to build a >n>
(b) they need to build a m> because P17 nw X P
Xowp for Xnp R
i) if 7% means a wall and pri7 "nw X5 PRI P
i) instead of saying
(1) Pomw who agree to make a 7¥°m» must build a %012
ii1) the mwn should have said
(1) Pomw who agree to make a 71X must build 1N
(2) Where 1m& refers back to the wall implied by 7¥°mn
Y17°n according to 2"
i) This isn’t a X°wp for the WY that p1om "W “XI P
i1) if the m1wn were to say “INIR”

i) I might mistakenly have thought that

12



(1) "mxomn mwy? 13w odmws”
(2) Means (see 0" and 7w 0"n0)

(a) Pomw who agreed to split ("1x72") and as a result need to make a
oooon ("axenn MwyL") to mark the split

(b) build it ("MK 12") meaning the 05°0n
(3) and this is what the 71wn teaches
(a) oMW can agree to divide a 7121 1°7 12 PRY X0
(b) And if they do divide the 7xn
(1) although
1. they needn’t build a 7n15 since P17 "W X7 PRI P
(i1) they do need to build a 09°0n to mark off the new division
iv) and to show that this isn’t what the 71wn intends
(1) the mawn says outright that what they build
(a) isa®m>
(b) not the 09°0n that might have been implied by "1imy"
(2) so that it’s clear that
(a) what they agreed to with their "x1" is to build a 2>

(3) And so that the 71wn can go on to teach what 1mw need to do once they
agree to build a m>

3) nmoon
a) Xwp on the 7w of *"wn
1) why might we have thought that our 71w needs to teach that
(1) Pomw can agree to divide a 7121 1°7 12 PRW %0
(2) and that if they do they need to build a 05°0n
i1) we already know from a mwn at .x> q7
(1) That yomw can agree to divide a 2xn that otherwise has no npY?m 17
ii1) And we know that once property is divided
(1) there must be at least a 09°01 to mark off the 7p1%n
4) R"wn
a) Xwp on the X°wp of MooIN

1) you’re right that I’d know without our 71wn that either AN can demand a
05°0n

i1) but I wouldn’t have known that he can demand to build the 05°0» on the
boundary

13



b) here’s proof
i) in yxnX2 Hn197 PR P2 "IN
i1) M»doIn suggests that
(1) for the 7"n that prm "nw X1 pri
(2) Our 7awn needs to teach that the 513 is built y¥nRa
(3) Because otherwise we might have though that

(a) Although a amw can demand that the other nmw share the expense of
building a 7n1> to protect against "X P

(b) The first Amw can’t demand that it be built on joint property
c) Two x1n
1) First y17°n

(1) Don’t compare
(a) aon> for the WY that P "W X1 P
(b) to 0201 for the MW that P "aw WY "X P17

(2) Unlike a 5nm>
(a) that’s built to protect against "X 7

(b) and that protects just as well if it’s built at the edge of the property of
one AN

(3) aoooon
(a) that’s built to mark a boundary against trespassers
(1) "m0 Yoy oonI RW 7"

(b) Won’t mark off all trespassing unless it’s built precisely on the
boundary

i1) Second y17°n
(1) You’re right that
(a) in our mwn that doesn’t use the word "Pp2n"
(b) We might not have known "vx¥nR2" if the mwn didn’t say vxnxa
(2) But the word 3211 does imply the precise middle
(a) so that the 71wn at .X> 77

(i) that says 7®MWw can agree to be P2 a 7xn that otherwise has no 7
iraivist

(ii) and that implies that there needs to be a 09°0n to mark off the P17

(b) also implies that the ©9°0n needs to be built on the precise point of
amon

14



XY 791 A" TN
1) mwnat.197
X) INN127 INIXR 1°2%11 HOIW %7 PNd
2) X
X) Xowp
i) if prm nw WS BRI pra
ii) Why must the Ponmw rebuild the Sn>
1) 71N
i) CIRw 991
(1) *"wn
(X) because the oMW originally agreed to build a 7>
(2) mooIn
(X) because while the m> stood the Pamw became accustomed to privacy
(2) so that in this case all agree that prn "nw "X pron
3) X"wm
X) noRw
1) why does n1901n disagree with *"'wA
J) mawn
i) because
(1) if the 7xn is large enough to have a 7171 P71
(X) it’s not obvious that the 1"5mw once agreed to build a m>

(2) because maybe one Amw insisted on dividing the property and then
built the M3 on his own property

ii) {note that if the 2x¥n has no 7p7n 17
(1) once amw agreed to divide the 7
(2) Then
(%) even if they didn’t agree to build a >n>
(2) and even if P nw WY PRI PN
(3) They have to build a ?m> to mark the division (see the next 11"7)
1) Xwp to the Xwp of MdoMN on >"wA
1) go back to the mwn on .21 77
(1) YXNR2 YN0 DX 1112 A% mMwy? 1XW 2°oMws

15



(2) omaw Hw 0°1aRM DPR 2N Ho1 oK 790°

ii) For the 787 187 that prn "nw WY X prn we explained earlier that
(1) when the mwn says 72ms mMwy? 1%
(2) The mawn means the 1M agreed to build a 7m>

(3) And when the %m> falls the stones are split because we still remember that
agreement

ii1) so why can’t we explain for *"w9

(1) that the 71wn at .71 77 also deals with where we remember their agreement
'aRbe
i) the mwn at .2 77 refers to 171 which means they agreed to build the 2m>

(1) so we can extend this and say we still remember that agreement when the
oma fell

i1) the mwn at .7 77 says nothing about a prior 1¥7

16



AqT

7"np 'xn "N
1) Introduction

a) There are two potential sources for the 21’17 to build a X712 between neighbors or
persons who were once neighbors

b) First source
1) To avoid X1 pri for the 7"» that prn nw "R2 P
(1) This 21 applies
(a) in a 7?91 1°7 12 WOw 180 even where
(1) only one neighbor insists on a 772
(ii) and there is no 1% or agreement on 7171

(2) this 211 also applies in a 7171 1712 7PRW 187 where the Ponmw agreed (137)
to do pon

(3) For this 2vm a X7 with m19m is no good because it doesn’t block &1 pri
c) Second source
i) Even if p1o7 "nw X% X1 pro

(1) There is an independent 21°11 to mark a newly divided %11 to reflect new
boundaries

(2) This 2rm applies only to 1o who agree to divide a 7
(3) The 2111 doesn’t apply where there is no X9
(a) Namely

1) where one amw ina ;'l|7177 177712 W0 XN insists on a split without
p
X9

(4) we’ll discuss below what kind of X7 (09°0% or 2n2) is needed for this
purpose
d) in this X310
i) 2m> means a wall of 013 etc. (but not of 0°1p) without N>
1) There are two sorts of 09°0n
(1) noma %w oooon
(a) That differs from 2m> only because 05°01 has NN%n
(2) 071p Hw ¥173 02°0n
2) mwnat.2n7

a) V¥R OMOT DR P12 OXm MWL 18w 20mwi

17



3)

4)

TN at .R> A7
a) "o {ApIPn 1712 PRWI 03} 19 MIND 179DR PP 1w jara”
X3 and N1vOIN
a) wpn
1) introduction

(1) The mawn at .x> 77 that says 1?17 implies that there must be at least a 09°0n
to mark the P90

(2) Now
(a) for the 7"n that P "nw IR? "RI P
(b) I can accept that the 7iwn at .X> 77

(i) teaches that there’s a 2111 to build a 773 where the 1onmw are 1% for
anpon

(c) but from that 71wn standing alone it’s possible that a ©9°0n can be X7
n is enough since PIoT DHW XY PRI P

(3) And the mawn at .2 77 adds that a 773 based on %7 must be a solid 7>
without 1711 based on 7377 37

i) Xwp
(1) But I have this X’wp for the 7"n that pri "nw X? "X P
(a) Although both the m1wn at .2 77 and the m1wn at .X> A7
(1) Refer only to 1"
(i1) And so base the 21°11 to make a 773 only on 1% and not on "X pri
(b) Still

(i) it can’t be that the mawn at .X> 77 allows a 09°01 of n°1a that’s X9
nmnon

(i1) because that 09°0n wouldn’t protect against X7 P17

(c) So the m1wn at .2 77 doesn’t need to add that the 773 must not have
mnon because of 7177 AN

(d) So ®11n
(1) What does the 71wn at .2 77 add
(i1) That we don’t already know from the f1wn at .X> 77
b) 1¥Nn

1) you the jwpn acknowledge that the 71wn at .X° 77 doesn’t prove that "X P17
P Y

i1) So why don’t you answer that this is exactly why we need the miwn at .2 77
(1) Namely

18



(2) to go beyond the m1wn at .X> 77 and to teach that P "nw "X P10
(3) and that there is a 21°17 to build a 773 based on X7 P
c) Twpn
1) your y17°n doesn’t work because
(1) If the mawn bases its 21°17 on "X P
(2) It could have taught the same 21°1 even where there is no %1

i) so it must be that the 21°17 in the 73w is based on 171 for 1Y and not on P1°7
R

iil) so my X°Wp remains

(1) What does the rawn at .2 77 teach that we don’t already know from the
mwn at x> A7

d) 1xn
1) the mwn at .2 77 with its emphasis on 1X¥7 teaches that
(1) 1% is binding once there’s a 7°1p
e) Twpn
1) but we already know that a 7°3p is binding from .X> 77
ii) Where that mawn says 1°X10 1730w 1212 there must be a 7pYon
f) %N
1) I still say both n1awn base the 772 21°17 on 7°X17 177w
i1) But from the 71wn at .X> 77 I might have thought that
(1) even a o°1p W 173 09°0n without MNon
(2) is enough to mark a 7171 where %11 27w
ii1) That’s why the 71wn at .2 77 has to teach that based on 712772 271
(1) we need a no1a 5w 9015 without MN%n where 1P¥17 07w to divide a xn
5) mooin first RO
a) introduction
i) " at11217"70 on 277
(1) This m»doIN assumes that
(a) the 21’11 to make a 772 in the mwn at .2 77 is based on P17 "nw X1 P10

(b) and that the X7nx hasn’t yet heard the last y17°n of the j¥7n that finally
explains that the 772 21°11 of the 711wn can be based on X1 oW

(2) And that’s why "1 asks and answers this Xwp and y17°n
(a) xwp

19



(1) if the m1wn at .2 77 bases the 21°17 to build a 773 on "R7 P17
(i1) Why does it apply the 2111 only where 1¥7

(b) yn
(1) you’re right that the 21 also applies where there’s no 1¥9

1. but the 71wn mentions the 21°17 only for 1% to teach that where
X7 a MY can’t say

a. Build the 7% nn yourself
b. Tagreed only to divide the 7xn
c. Ididn’t agree to share in the cost of building a 7x¥>1n at all
b) xwp
1) So why didn’t the 7¥7n use this approach and say
(1) The n1wn bases its 21’17 on "R7 P17
(2) The 17 of the 7awn therefore applies both where 1% and %7 X?
(3) The mwn emphasizes 17 only to point out that the second Amw can’t argue
(a) “T agreed, etc.”
6) X"wn
a) Xwp

1) "7 adopts this approach before we developed the approach that the 71wn bases
its 21°1 on P17 1¥7 and that the 17 in the 7wn actually applies only to 1%

ii) but now that we’ve developed the approach based on npY7n
(1) where the 2111 is actually limited to 1¥7 exactly as set out in the 71wn
i11) why would we adopt the approach of the *"2
(1) where
(a) the 21°17 is based on &1 prn
(b) and the m1wn isn’t precise because it actually isn’t limited to 1¥7
(c) and it refers to X7 only to emphasize that a X1 X177 is wrong
7) mooin second ROIA
a) nooIn doesn’t ask that the 1¥7n should have used the approach of *"
b) instead NN says the X3 actually adopts the approach of *"7 and says
1) The mwn bases its 211 on X1 P17
ii) The 17 of the miwn therefore applies both where 1%7 and 1% X?
iii) The m1wn emphasizes 1% only to point out that the second AmMw can’t argue
(1) “T agreed, etc.”

20



8) X"wamn
a) it must be
1) that the *" didn’t have this X073 in the X773

i1) Because otherwise *"1 wouldn’t have asked a ¥*wp and y17°n that the X2
itself in effect itself asks and answers

21



AT

NLO"7 2 a"an "N

1) XM

a)

b)

An existing N01277 N2 can’t be destroyed until its replacement is built
1) Because we’re concerned either
(1) My ws own
(a) that the replacement no1377 N°2 might not be built
(2) Or "> own
(a) That there be a 750 0 when the first N0 n°2 is removed
Where there already is an alternate 7750 D3pn

1) The rule doesn’t apply if the reason that a replacement nN91371 n°2 must be built
before the existing 2"112 is destroyed is 7% 2wn

i1) But if the reason is XMy ws own

(1) Then in this case too the new no1377 n°2 must be built before the existing
one is destroyed

(a) Because we’re still concerned that Xnyws o1wn the replacement n2
noi1371 might never be built

a1 and X701 N
1) would destroy and rebuild their summer n015:1 N2 in the winter

ii) and they would destroy and rebuild their winter n01377 n°2 in the summer

2) mpoIna 7" as explained by X"wAnn

a)

There are two possible approaches to 1 and X 11
1) First approach

(1) There was only one no1>77 n°2 that was destroyed and rebuilt every summer
for winter and every winter for summer

(2) it must be that

(a) the winter cold didn’t allow the summer format of the nd1>77 N2 to be
used in the winter

(b) the summer heat didn’t allow the winter format of the no137 n°2 to be
used in the summer

(3) because otherwise why would the no1371 n°2 have to be destroyed each
season

(4) the heat and cold that didn’t allow use of the "2 count as a X71nor a
serious structural defect
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(5) a no1371 N2 can be destroyed if there is a 871’0 even if there is no
replacement Nd137 N2

(6) and this explains why 77271 and X707 71 didn’t have to build a new 3"
before they destroyed the old

i1) second approach
(1) There were two N1012 °n2

(a) One was used in the summer and when it needed repairs was destroyed
in the winter and rebuilt for use next summer

(b) And the other was used in the winter and when it needed repairs was
destroyed in the summer and rebuilt for use next winter

(2) When the summer "2 was destroyed

(a) it wasn’t because it had to be rebuilt to be useable in the winter

(b) and it wasn’t necessarily because a &71°n made it unfit for next summer
(3) When the winter 2"172 was destroyed

(a) it wasn’t because it had to be rebuilt to be useable in the summer

(b) and it wasn’t necessarily because a Xi1°’n made it unfit for next winter

(4) so there was no X1°n of heat or cold nor was there necessarily another
Nn

3) X"wann

a)

b)

Xowp

1) So why didn’t 9n°7 7 and X701 % insist that a new 3"172 be built before each
old 2"12 was destroyed

v17°n by w'"R

i) T and R0 7 say that it’s 1% Dwn that a new 2"12 needs to built before
the old is destroyed

i1) the rule doesn’t apply here because one of the two 2"172 was always available
for n%an

717°n by 1" {qor Pl
1) 1 1 and X7V 7 say the reason for the rule is XMy wsd D1wn
i1) the rule doesn’t apply here
(1) Because either
(a) there in fact was an actual RN
(b) or they could still be %25n» in the remaining 3"72
1) Xwp
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(1) but doesn’t our X3 say that the wwn of Xmyws applies even where there
is ™M7¥% XNT

iv) Y17°n
(1) Yes

(2) but only where the remaining place for 7%5n isn’t a 3"712
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17T

nnE Da "
1) mwn
a) Ru™M
1) IR P2OMA NTY WY 2R 7R 1
b) xo0
1) IR 12707 PR MTA? ROW NI D3P IYpaa AR
2) XA
a) Xwp
i) The RXw> says that a 973 must be made in a 72>} where there is a 21737 2711
(1) This suggests that a 772 needn’t be made in 771°3 onND

ii) The Ro°0 says that a 773 needn’t be made in a 7¥p2 where there is a X7w 37
M2

(1) This suggest that a 772 need be made in 77¥2 onNd

ii1) How can it be that the rule for 7v2 ono in the ¥5°0 is stricter than the rule for
71°3 ONO in the XY™

b) y°n
1) Read the xwn this way
(1) IMR P27 NI 1AW 2PRA YR 1% ON0 1)
c) Xan
1) XWwp as explained by """
(1) If the ®wn already dealt with the 7vpa

(2) Why does the &5°0 begin with "nvpaa Hax" that suggests we hadn’t yet
discussed vpa

€ X9°0 shou ave rea s wa
3) The 89°0 should h d th y
(a) MR 72M7 PR N2 KOW {712 13p0YW 7YPI M2} MW 21pna DI
3) nmooin
a) NWp to »ax
1) Review the X" and &9°0 as explained by »ax
(1) X"
(a) MR 727mn NTA? WY DIPR2 VPR 7% ON0 1
(2) x9°0
(2) WMIR 12707 PR MTA? ROW WY 2P 7Ypaa AR
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b)

i1) You’re right that this approach resolves the X*wp from 712°3 to nyp2
i11) But it opens a new problem for 7vp2 itself

(1) The xw™ suggests that there is no 2vn for yp2 anod

(2) The %90 suggests that there is a 21°11 for 7YpP2 ano
¥7°n

1) 2R also adjusts the X9°0 as highlighted by the [brackets] so that the Xw>1 and
X9°0 read this way

ii)
(1) xw™
(2) IMR P21 NTA? AW 2PR2 YR 1% ONO 1)
(2) XD
(2) IR P27 PR MY XOW wmw apr[] Avpa [ano] sax

4) X"wann

a)

b)

Xowp

i) Then why does 21 ask that the &5°0 should begin with X>w 171w 01pna HaR"
"N

ii) The &5°0 needs to begin with "nypa ano aK" to teach that nvpa ono has the
same 7 as NTA? ROW 13T 2pn

iii) Because the ending of the X9°0 "72% Xow Wmw 01pna PaR" deals with 722
YN

i) X217 means that the &5°0 could have begun with "ano 2ax"

i1) Without repeating the word "7vp2"
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1T

NO"MX X7 N2
1) mwn
a) Y2an NI oawIy 0l oW -nnb 01D AX7 OX ... A¥PA2
b) IX9®) X2 NI PRI YXARA DM DR TN QAW DY WY OX
2) XM
a) Xwp
i) Where 12381 and 1wnw together built a 9m> between their two M7w
ii) Why need both put up a n°m1 to show that they built the 5n5 together
ii1) Why not get the same result by saying that neither should put up a n*mn
b) y1n
1)  When the m1wn says that both should put up a n’n
i1) The m1wn means that where 121X has already put up a nmn
i11) 1w should protect himself by putting up a second n1n
3) X"wann
a) Nwp

1) A person who builds a wall places his 0117 on the side of the wall that faces his
neighbor and that’s on the neighbor’s property

i1) how could 712187 have put a n°111 on the property of 11vnw without getting
permission from NvAw

b) Two ox1°n
1) First y17°n by 1" {701 *pna}

(1) The mwn advises NYAW to put up a n°11 in the unlikely event that 1217
somehow manages to put up a n°1n

i1) Second y17°n

(1) The mwn advises NYHW to put up a n°1 if 12187 has put up a n°mn while
7217 and 7wnw are entering each other’s property to build the wall
together
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NN nX Qyma " T Men

1)

2)

3)

q1wn
X) NN 72700 TR DOWOWM P ANWKRIT DR TN 1PN WHOWH 1720 DR PR
2) 957 DR YHY PRI NV NR VT TAY OR WK 0P
M"Y
X) If m7w of 12387 surround M7w of YW on four sides
1) And 7231 builds a 773 on three of those sides
i1) Nynw doesn’t have to pay
1) This is because
i) the general rule in a 7YP2 is that 1287 can’t force NY»W to join in building a
separating wall
i) so it follows that if 12187 goes ahead and builds on his own he can’t demand
that NYnY join in paying the cost
70 *P1°1 as mentioned in X"Wnn as """
X) Xowp
i) Under the rule of Mwn2 X5 17020 77w N7 7710
(1) where a 77w is y©°2 "Wy and the 2"7v2 isn’t 7mn
(2) if 72381 improves the Mw"2 R>w 77w and benefits ynw
(3) 1vnw has to reimburse 121X
(4) And mavoyn 9 Nwaw v T
(X) Meaning that 1'v»w must pay j2X1 the standard charge for the
improvement that 1211 made
i1) Why doesn’t the rule of 77177 apply here
1) 71N

1) 71ynw didn’t get a benefit within the meaning of "77111" so long as there is no
wall on all four of his sides

i1) And in fact
(1) The reason that "w»w must pay if 12387 extends the wall to the fourth side
(2) Is because "7711" then applies to the benefit 12187 gave to Nynw
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X9'0 Nn'X n"T "W

1) mwn

2)

3)

4)

a)
b)

MR PR PR DWW PIWT AWK DR TN PN WHWR 1A0 IR 9pni
9077 IR 1Y PYARA DOV DR TTA TAY OX IR 0 '

"1 on the mawn

a)

Don’t be 07
1) 2077 DR 1HY P2A2AN NV DR TR ARt TAY OR IR 01 1

X713 as explained by w1

a)

b)

the ¥np Xin says the APl needn’t pay if the 7°pn makes a 773 only around three
sides

this implies that if the 7°p»n completes a 7172 around all four sides, the 7°1 does
have to pay

And the same is true for *01° '
i) Who

(1) although he says that the np°1 must pay when the 7% is 971 the 4™ side
("apa NInT")

(2) Would also apply the same rule if it’s the 7°pn who completes the 4" side

X"wAnn

a)

b)

c)

WP

1) How does this *"w1 on the X3 fit with the >"w1 in the 71wn that says not to be
0T "1 Ty ox" for 01 "

N
1) As discussed in a 77"37 on *"w
(1) When *"w1 on the X n2 says for °01° " that 7°1 X1n
(2) >"wn means only that 7ay o refers to the 71
(a) Because 7y oX suggests
(1) that the person who “arose” to build the 773 on the fourth side

(i1) Is a person other than the 7°Pn who had built the 773 on the other
three sides

Two nmwp
i) First xwp

(1) It’s a pm7 to say that *"wA in the X na refers only to a P17 when the actual
words of >"w" are "np°1 Ran"

i1) Second Rwp
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(1) »"wn in the 72wn isn’t 0713 the word nP°1 7Y oK to explain why the X na
later says that 01 ' agrees with X»p Xin that Ap°1 pays if 7°p» completed
the fourth wall

(2) but
(a) since "W anyway says later that
(1) Although o1 "1 implies that the 7?°1 pays if he completed the wall
(i1) He also agrees that 7> must pay when 7pn completed the wall

(3) why not leave the X073 in the 71wn as 71 7MY oX and give a similar
explanation later

(a) although "01° "1 says outright that the np°1 pays if he completed the
wall

(b) He also agrees that Ap*1 must pay when 7°p» completed the wall
d) yn
i) Must be that we’re not 07 in the first >"wA the words "1 729073 kD"

i1) And that these words are a 71"7
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X7 n'w'hwl v a"1n

1)

2)

3)

4)

mwn
a) N P21 PR MPWHwm PIwm ANwRIT DR TN PMMI wOWR 11710 IR 9°pni
b) 937 IR 1OV PRI NPT IR TN TAY OR IR V01
aTabl
a) introduction
i) Because

(1) the Xnp Xin says the 7p°1 needn’t pay if the 7°pn makes a 773 around three
sides

(2) We imply that if the 7°pn completes a 172 around all four sides, the 72
does have to pay

(3) And "1 would certainly have to pay if he himself completes the 4™ side
i1) And the same is true for °01 "

(1) Who although he says directly that the 71 must pay when the a1 is 7713
the 4™ side ("°1 1npT")

(2) Would apply the same rule if it’s the 5p» who completes the 4™ side
b) Xwp
1) So where do &np Xin and "o " disagree
c) 717’0 according to one X1°R NN
1)  Where the 7°pn completed the fourth side
(1) Xnp XIn
(a) Only requires the 71 to share the cost for the fourth side
(2) "o1 "
(a) Says the Ap*1 must share the cost of all four sides
g7
a) The reason that X»p Xin says the 7p°1 pays only for the fourth side is that
1) "7"22°ROT 01 R¥® 920 MNWRIT NT boa
1) Meaning

(1) Since 7P couldn’t recover for the first three sides before he completed
the 4™ side

(2) He can never by his own action change that prior 17 for the three sides
mooin (as explained by R"wAnn)
a) Xowp
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b)

d)

1) This reasoning goes too far

i1) Because even at the point that 7°p»n had completed all but a rov of the fourth
side

(1) He couldn’t have recovered for any of the work he did including his
partial work on the fourth side

i11) So why would X»p Xin say that when 7°p» completes the fourth side he
recovers for the whole fourth side

v) {see w"w"}
'aRbe
1) Must be that this is the reason that for p"n he can’t recover for three sides

(1) Recall that we said earlier that to make 1 pay for all four sides means to
apply rule of Mwn2 X5w 1770 77w NS 77177 to benefit 1772

(2) xmp Xin says Ap°1 argues that he has no real benefit from three walls
because for him °171 72 Xn7°v1 is enough

Xwp
1) So why for Xnp Xin does he pay for the fourth wall
'aRbs

1) once a person is already surrounded by three walls

i1) *770 73X that the person would invest in a fourth wall to upgrade his protection
on all four walls

ii1) so the A°pn did benefit the 71 by building the fourth wall
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N7

17 X22'NT X7 ‘N1 A"TN

1) mwn
a) NN 7NN TR DOWHWM DI ANWRIT DR TN MM WOwn 17°a0 IR Qriah
b) 9571 PR 1OV PYARAN NPT DR TN TAY IR IR 00
2) X
a) If the 7°pn builds the fourth wall
1) AP’ must pay
(1) A minimum of Xn7°v1 N7
(a) If we follow 7127 according to 21 72 X1
(2) And as much as fpn VW 71 07
(a) If we follow 01" "1 according to X117 27
b) MTY of X1°27 surrounded a 77Y of X111
c) X127 built a wall around X117 and offered to accept &n9°w1 "»7 from X°17 in full
payment
d) xan
1) Unless you &°117 accept what &1°27 offers
ii) I’ll rule with X117 27 according to "0y " that you need to pay 7°pn 73w 772 %9
3) npoIn (as explained by X"wann)
a) noRw
1)  When X211 said “and if you don’t pay &n7°v1 73X I’ll rule with 81137 27 and make
you pay q°pn 1T n voh”
il) Did ®an
(1) Mean that the 115777 follows X317 27 according to *01° "
(2) And that unless X111 settled 827 would apply the 7357
iii) Or did X2
(1) Hold that the 11277 follows Xnp 10 according to 27 92 X*°11 that X°111 need
only pay Xn7°01 73K
(2) And 17119777 said “unless you follow the 75777 per ®»p Xin I’1l have you pay
as demanded by X117 277
b) mawn

i) If X217 wanted to threaten X117
(1) He wouldn’t do so by threatening to rule 713777 ROW
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(2) Instead he would threaten XITOX? 723K K2 XY or RT Y2 RDT AR12°02 T2 K11N
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X7 "1a"
1) X
a) First case
1) A 77w of X°111 was surrounded on all four sides by M2 of 8121
b) Second case
1) X1 bought a 77w on the boundary of a 77¥ of 81"
i1) X1°27 claimed he had the first right as a 7x¥» 72 to buy the 77w
iii) X2°> 277 "2 X190 M ruled in favor of X111 because "R?9¥% "7 X7x5 7"
2) "uA
a) The M7 in the second case had nothing to do with the M7 in the first case
3) npoIn
a) Nwp

1) &7 would not have brought the second case here if it weren’t related to the
first case

b) y1°n
i) n"now

(1) The second case happened before the first case when X°117 was still
surrounded by X1°27 only on three sides

an°n 20w AT
Ry in i/

X117 7Ipw 7w
PwIY

(2) ®°111 then bought the 77w that X127 wanted to buy
(3) &1 ended up surrounded on all four sides once he bought the 7w
(4) "RP9%7 '7 RP¥Y '7" means that

(a) Just as you X127 want to buy bordering property

(1) because it has more value to you than it does to a stranger because
as a neighbor you can work the property more efficiently

(b) The same applies to X110

35



(c) And it doesn’t matter that you’re attached on three sides and he’s
attached only on one

il) o772 " now
(1) X°111 was an 0°X to X3°27
(2) And %750 21 ruled that X°117 as an 07 also has X7¥1 72 rights
4) R"wn
a) Xwp
1) For the 7v*w of o77ax " how is the second case connected with the first
b) y1n

1) The second case happened before the first case when X117 still owned no 77w
and was an 0°IX in M7w of X127 that surrounded the 77w that X°117 now bought

i1) X111 then bought the 77w that X1°27 wanted to buy

ii1) ¥°117 ended up surrounded on all four sides once he bought the new 77w
772 02K 7 RU0T R MY

X1 7Ipw 77w
VWY

c) Xowp
i) For this nvw what did X790 'Y mean by X7%% 7
d) yrn
1) X127 argued that
(1) although an 07X can have rights as a X7¥» 72 elsewhere
(2) he can’t have rights any better than someone who owns ¥pIp 912
(3) so that
(a) where there can be no one who claims X7%» 72 rights for ¥pap 71
(b) the o™X can’t claim X1¥» 72 rights
i1) X790 21 answered

(1) Yes, but you X127 yourself claim &7¥» 72 rights for ¥p7p 713 on all four
sides ("X?%7 '7")

(2) So he too has equivalent &7¥% 72 rights as an 07X on all four sides "1")
("RP9X

e) Note that 0772x " nOWw
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1) Can disagree with n"1 nv*w

i1) And hold that a X7%¥» 72 on three sides has greater rights than a 7% 92 on one
side
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N qT

|TY0™ X771 D' D A"
1) mwn
a) Xy
i) Where a >m> between the M1z of 12187 and 1Wwaw collapses
ii) 123X%7 can demand that 1Ww»w join him in building the M3 up to nwAX "7
ii1) Nynw is believed if he claims that he paid his share
b) xo°0
i) 71211 can’t demand that 12wnw pay for the cost of the 2> above nnar 7
ii) But
(1) if wvnw builds a second wall that can make use of the portion of the first
wall that is taller than nx '7

(2) 1nynw has to pay his share of the entire cost of the first wall including the
cost for the portion above NNk '7

(3) And he’s not believed if he claims that he paid his share of the excess cost
2) wpL v
a) JARIINR CINT N2 °NYId
b) A person isn’t believed if he claims “I paid my debt before it was due” (1111 71n)
3) Xam 7ax
a) A m?is believed if he claims he paid his debt 111 7in
b) Because
1) It will certainly become due anyway
ii) So
(1) if the Mm% has the money now
(2) he can decide to prepay now to avoid the trouble of repaying later
4) Rwp to wph wNM
a) the mwn says that vnw is believed in the Xw™
b) There’d be no w17 if he’s believed only where he claims to have paid 1172 j121%7

c) So the mwn must teach that 1nwnw is believed even where he claims that he paid
AT N

5) Xwp to X271 "ax from the X570
a) The mwn says that Nvnw isn’t believed in the X5°0
b) If nwnw claims to have paid 11112 why wouldn’t he be believed

38



c) Must be that he’s not believed because he claims that he paid 117 710
6) mMoon
a) Xwp for X327 MaN
1) aperson isn’t believed
(1) If he claims that 117 710 (before 30 days) he was 7719 a 7122
(2) Or if he claims that he paid rent before it was due
i1) Why isn’t this a X°wp for 271 »ax
b) yn
1) N27 2R agree that a person doesn’t prepay a debt that might never become
due
i1) And
(1) a 327 170 won’’t be due if the 7152 dies before he’s 30 days old
(2) Rent on a house won’t be due if the house collapses before the end of the
term
c) Nwp
1) Then even for X271 *ax
i1) Why is 'vnaw believed in the X to say he prepaid 1m7 70
iii) It’s possible that j21%7 won’t finish the 501>
7) X"wann
a) Xowp
1) Go back to the X950
(1) where nynw isn’t believed that he paid excess costs if he builds a second
nearby 7M1
(2) And where the X773 asked this X*wp for 8271 2K
(a) If Pynw claims to have paid 11112 why wouldn’t he be believed
(b) Must be that the 71wn teaches that 1w isn’t believed that he paid 70
ihtal)
ii) Why didn’t m2oin ask that
(1) the &3 should have answered that
(a) in this case X271 2R agree that Nynw isn’t believed that he paid 1n1 70
(b) because nwnw might not complete the second %013
b) yn

1) 71ynw knows what he himself plans to do
(1) So that if he says he had in mind to complete the nearby wall
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(2) That should explain why he decided to prepay
(3) And that’s why the X713 says the X5°0 is a X*wp for 8271 X
i1) 1ynw doesn’t know what 12187 in the Xw"1 plans to
(1) And that’s why n1901n asks that the Xw"1 should also be a Xwp for X271 ™K
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Xn"7'N n"1n

1) mwn

a)

b)

{7k
i) Where a ?m> between 32181 and 1wnw collapses
ii) 7237 can demand that 1wnw join him in building the M3 up to nAR "7
ii1) wnw is believed if he claims that he paid his share
N9°0
i) 1237 can’t demand that 15w pay for the cost of the M3 above niak 7
ii) But
(1) if wnw builds a second wall that can make use of the portion of the first
wall that is taller than mnR '7

(2) 1vnw has to pay his share of the entire cost of the first wall including the
cost for the portion above nnK '7

(3) And he’s not believed if he claims that he paid his share of the excess cost

2) nooIN at 'K MY at 73R NINR ¥aIRn 0T

3)

4)

a)

b)

Xwp (as explained by 0"mn)
1) In the X9°0 why can’t 'v»w claim “I myself built the section above ninx '7”
TaRk1

1) In the X9°0 there are 0°7y that saw 72187 demand that 119»% join in building the
5010 and that saw 1ynw refuse

X722

a)

b)

woph v

i) 37T TN YD QIR PR P

NXwp to WP v

1) the mwn says that "vnw is believed in the Xw™

i1) There’d be no w11 if he’s believed only where he claims to have paid 121X
121712

iii) So the m1wn must teach that 1nw»w is believed even where he claims that he
paid a1 N

meoin

a)

Xowp
1) 770 1R {X"w"nn will explain an inconsistency with what we said earlier}

(1) in the sense that we as 7"2 can assume the same as if there were o7y
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(2) that 12387 built the M3 in the X2 and triggered an obligation by ynw to
pay 121X

i1) Now
(1) If there were no 13T 1N Y119 QIR PR AP

(a) It would be possible that 11v»aw paid 12187 immediately once 2187
started building so there never was a moment when Nynw owed 121X
anything

(2) But since w°p? w1 does hold this npim
(a) We assume that 7vnw didn’t pay this obligation immediately

(b) So 7"21 are in effect o>7v that there was a loan outstanding for at least
some time after 12187 began building the 7n>

i11) So we might have thought that
(1) we apply the rule of 2>7y2155% ¥ 0*7v2 11an% Monn
(2) and 7wvnw isn’t believed even if he claims to have paid 1112

iv) And maybe
(1) this is why the 71wn needs to teach that 1wnw is believed
(2) namely because we don’t treat this as °7va Mo

v) So why do you say it’s a X0wd

5) X"wann
a) Two nrwp

1) First xowp

(1) Why does mo0In need to say >770 IR that 1218 built the M3 in the Xwn

(2) Here are two proofs that there are in fact actual °7¥ that saw 12187 demand
that w»W join in building the Ym> and that saw 1wnw refuse

(3) First proof

(a) we saw earlier that there were 07V in the X5°0

(b) and why would we think that the X1 is different from the X5°0
(4) second proof

(a) if there are no 0*7v and if we say 7T 01PN 131 (the XMA considers
this below)

(b) then even for wp? w1
(1) we ought to believe 1ynw when he says that 1117 710 he paid 12187
(i1) 2 if he were lying he could have claimed “I built it myself”
i1) Second Xwp
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(1) Once we know there are 0*7v that Nv»nw refused to join 121X

(2) We know that in this case there was a “loan” outstanding at least for a
moment even if "11°7 13 ¥157 WK T2V

(3) So why does the Xwp apply only if 127 730 Y719 27X X
b) y17°n to the second Xwp

1) Although we know that nynw at first refused a demand by 72187 that 'w»w join
and build the wall together

i) Still
(1) because of the combined effect of
(a) the 2vn that both build the 2nm>
(b) and "11°7 13 Y797 WOIR T2V

(2) We would not treat the case as a 2>7¥2 IR1977
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mn'n 17'ox1 0" TN
1) Introduction part 1 on the 17 of 2N "2a
a) Ifam>n has a claim against a npw Mo
i) He can use a 2w to recover the claim from 2773 PIn°
b) noRw
i) Can the m% recover the claim from o°1vp PN
c) mAwn
1) X9927
(1) The m%n can’t recover from 0°1vp PRIN°
(2) Because
(a) n"va ny»o is only a Mxn (see 0"nNM) and 0°10P "MN° aren’t NXNA 20
1) Y¥I7° 277 M2 KRNI 2N
(1) The m%n can’t recover wherever it’s possible that

(a) “oonX ™% meaning that the Mm% gave a 115wn to the M9 for the claim
before he died

(b) so the fact that the m%n still has a "vw doesn’t prove that the 7% hadn’t
in effect paid him by giving him a 112wn»

(2) and the m%n can recover only where

(a) The m> was 77 before he died that the debt was owing and there was
no "X

(b) Or the Mm% died while he was in 2711 for not having paid the loan
d) At wp 77 the Xn3 says that the 7527 follows Yw17° 297 92 R 27
2) Introduction part 2 on the 17 of 171 T\n ¥719 QTR
a) X990 27 and YY1 277 12 KA 2
1) Both agree with X271 »2X that 117 710 ¥y719 07X
b) wp? W™ says
i) 37T TN YD QIR PR P
i) "nnom 19or"
¢) Ata minimum the words "»»n°» 17°9%" mean that
i) Where the m? dies a1 70
ii) The m%n can use this P11 to recover from 0°7173 PN without a 712w
d) The 7397 follows wp? W
3) Introduction part 3
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a) Don’t confuse
1) The mww of 95 27 and Yw1° 277 12 K117 27 on recovering from 2°1vp 27N
i1) With their 7v°w on 12»7T 70 ¥7115 Q7R

b) So that
1) There can be a W

(1) That agrees with X955 27 or YW1 "7 72 X177 27 on recovering from 110
P

(2) But that agrees with w>p% w1 that 31 730 Y10 DX TR
4) Introduction part 4
a) MooIn assumes that
i) WP w1 who says 1371 71N YO DIR PR ORI
ii) would also say that 1371 710 there is a 7pn that M7 isn’t *17% 0»DNX
b) see w"R
5) moon
a) noRw
1) Foranww
(1) that
(a) agrees with wp% w that 121 70 yM0 OTR PR

(b) and agrees with Yy 297 12 X117 21 that a MY can’t recover against
0°1vp 0 AIN° because maybe 05N 71X

(2) can the mn recover from 0°1vp 12 10° where the M? died a1 70
i1) In other words

(1) Do we rely on w°p% w1 who says the P11 applies "0 120R1" to decide
that there was no 127 710 *17% even for D%vpP 1PHRIN?

(2) Or do we say that there is no recovery from 2°1vp 120" because
(a) wp“ w1 applies his P11 only to 2173 PN
(b) But for o°1vp we’re stricter and we are *7%? Wn even 1127 TN
b) First 72wn based on .25 12y
i) Partl
(1) "ox "
(a) A m°n can recover from 2°1vp 1M only for loans that pay n°a9

(2) The reason that a m%» can’t otherwise recover from 2°1vp PN’ is because
we either agree with

(a) X995 '1 who says 1171°1 ¥ 7°2Y°1 212 XY N
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(b) Or with yw17> "7 92 R 21 who says 1737 10w»n
(3) ®°Wp to OR "
(a) xn™a2
(i) ov owhw Pmnn aw
(i1) a m°n can recover against 0> only after 30 days
(b) now this Xn»12 can only refer to a HXW> M7
(1) Because a 0"y m9n won’t listen to us to wait 30 days
(c) Since a P8 W 797 is involved there can be no n°an

(d) So you see that after 30 days the m>» recovers even where there’s no
DA

(4) First y17°n
(a) 7 0P X hpw
(b) The xn»12 deals with 2™y i'"va
(1) Who has agreed to wait 30 days
(i1) But hasn’t accepted not to take n°21
(c) And it’s because of n°27 that the m%» can recover from 0°1vp PRI
(5) Second y1°n
(a) the Xxn>12 deals with 77 27nw>
(i) the mY was 77 before he died that that the loan wasn’t paid

(b) and that’s why the m>» can recover from 0°1vp 10> even where
there’s no N2

ii) Part2

(1) Since 771 2°nw3 is relevant only for ¥¥173° 277 72 81177 27 and not for 27
hb)

(2) It must be that "ok " agrees with the fv°w of yw> "7 "2 R17 27 on
recovery from 2°1vp PaIn

ii1) Part 3
(1) Since the 7571
(a) agrees with w°p% w1 on 134T 71N ¥ DIR PR

(b) and not with X959 27 and YW ° "7 72 X117 27 who agree with 8271 2R
and say 1127 710 ¥ DR

(2) we can assume that >oX " agrees with w°p w1 that 111 70 Y70 DX PR

(3) and we saw earlier that this means that "oX 'Y would also say 9°5nn 27X PR
22T N X
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iv) part 4
(1) if woph w™ says 1227 710 ¥ 27X PX also for 2°1vp I
(2) Then he would also say that 111 70 there is no wwn of ¥ for a°1wp oM
(3) xwp

(a) why did the X3 first need to accept the Y170 pm7 of 5200 X917 220pw
7

(b) Why not say instead that in the Xn>92 the Mm% died %t 70

v) Part5

(1) Must be that the P11 of wp? W doesn’t apply to 2°1vp 110 13T N
Second 72wn
1) We can reach the same conclusion even without the &n>72 of Pminn ow
i1) Because 111 " in 127

(1) disagrees with "ok "1 who says only a n°2°32 Mm% recovers against 1210

(2) and says that for 7w& n1nd there is also recovery from 7210

ii1) the impression from the X713 is that these are the only cases where there’s
recovery against 2°1vp 1PRIN°

iv) so it must be that there is no recovery where 13271 710 nn m?

6) X"wnan part 1

a)

b)

Introduction
1) In the first 72wn

(1) m1oIn needed to prove that *oxX " followed ywi° "7 12 X117 27 on PN
instead of X955 27

(2) And mooin didn’t want to rely on the fact that the 73977 follows 12 X117 20
YT T

ROwp

i) So why in the first 723wn did NI rely on the fact that the 713777 follows W
v p? to decide that *oX " agreed with wopH W™

TaRk1
i) moon
(1) needs to prove that *oX "1 disagrees with 95 '3 on 21
(a) because the fv*w of X9 17 is mentioned earlier in the 8723

(2) and we might have thought that *ox " follows that 7v°w even though it is
9770 ROWw

ii) does not need to prove that *ox "1 agrees with w°p% W™
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(1) because the X773 doesn’t mention the VW of 1211 70 ¥710 QTR
(2) so mpoIn can assume that *ox " follows the 71377
7) X"wann part 2
a) Introduction

1) M>dOIN in its second 721wN assumed that *oX " and 717 " together list all
possible cases where there can be recovery from 1210

b) xwp
1) But the list is obviously not complete

i1) Because they don’t list 777 2nw> where all agree that for "7 ™72 X117 27
YW a mn is PRINT 1 man

c) First 170

1) This rule is a Xv°’wd and it’s understandable that "ok '3 and 73m° " don’t
mention it

d) Second y17°n
1) The rule for 777 2»nw> can be derived from NiN*12 mentioned in 127Y
i1) And that’s why "oX "7 and 73mM° " don’t mention it
8) Return to MooIN (as explained by X"w"n)
a) Introduction
i) At .u% p"athe X3 asks
(1) xwp

(a) For 13m° "1 who says we’re only 107 12 721 where 172 192X 0" or
for WX n2N>

(b) Why is it that a P11 can be P> 1 72 if the i1 happened after the
death of their v

b) xwp
1) Now that we’ve established that 1371”1 agrees with y¥177° 277 "2 Xm0 ™
(1) That a m%n» doesn’t recover against 2°I0p 1IN because X7 1w

ii)) Why does the X3 ask that there should be no recovery for a pri after the
v died

iil) The reason the 11 recovers is obvious: the w*71 was obviously not 7% 0507
to a person who was P11 after he died
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