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1. The mwn tells us that there were two nin'ta 271 in 7w, What is the objective of telling us
this fact?

2. Further to the above, the miwn lists m7x first, but then describes what jan did before [InTx,
why is the order reversed?

3. The xna (according to '"wn) writes that if a nnna destroys someone’s sapling the nin'ta T
D"7wNaw said that if it's one year old he pays qo> 1w etc. Why did the xna cite this
example? Isn’t this a regular case of 7' that should be treated like any instance of damage
caused by one’s animal.

4. phow 701 N e writes 1mn 'ononnl because they were not busy in their work. Why
didn’t he simply say that this was their compensation for being na"7.

5. XTnIw nna a7 e writes X 'ROT OX 2NN X7w, why did he pick this example which
unusual, as opposed to saying, please make sure that | prevail even if | am wrong?

6. The xna says that xanj7 would be violating the q10'x of Tniw if he took money from both
parties. What is the concern if both parties pay him the same amount? He has no bias to one
versus the other?

7. The xna says that yu'7x 72 7xynw 1 received man n'wra from someone who had a min 1
and wanted to use him as a |"71. He refused and still found himself thinking about this man’s
claims. He then said “I who didn’t receive anything and if | did it was mine..”. Since the 7xw!
can give the man n'wxn to any [n> and choose to give it to him, than he did receive something
tangible. In fact the xana considers nxan naiv as [INn.
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If you have any comments or suggestions, please email Rabbi Grunhaus at Ygrunhaus@gmail.com
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