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I 27 mwn: the 12y marked for collection
a if an 72y was made an *p>mar (vofnyn : assigned collateral for collection) and was freed
i properly: the slave owes nothing
il however: v9YN NN Nan, they force the master to write a 1INY 70w and *he* writes a 70w for the slave’s value
1 Dissent: 3"av1 — *he* writes nothing, the "liberator” writes the 70w (and owes the money)
iii  The players:
1 37 (doesn’t consider the 2" “master” to be a "1Anwn”, therefore the 15t master must be the one to write the n"ow)
(@) 777w the 1% owner (i.e. the borrower) freed him
(b) properly: the slave owes nothing, since 1IN W1pn ,pan trump 7YY
(c) however: so MmYn won't seize 71y, we force m9n to write MINWY V3 and TaY writes n"oW for his value (lost to MYn)
(i) dissent: the slave doesn’t write it, rather the 99nwn (borrower) writes it
(d) crux of dispute: if someone damages another’s T1ayv, is he 2»n? (3”21 - yes; n’non — no)
2 N5 (doesn’t consider the 274 “master” to be "111”)
(@) 777®. the 274 master (the lender)
(b) properly: the T2y isn’t obligated in nnxn (since the lender never owned him to liberate him)
(c) however: since he’s already known as a freeman, we force the 1% owner to free him and the 72y writes a
n”ow for the surplus (beyond the debt)
(i) dissent: the liberator (2n4 master) writes a n”ow for the surplus value of the slave (above the debt)
(d) crux of dispute: whether intangible damage is pra (127 2R prn) —3"avn -itis; p"n—itisn't
b more on the s7’max: if someone assigns a field for collection and it’s flooded
i if he merely assigned it, the lender may collect from other property (but not for namn3, according to 3”aw~)
ii  however: if he said “you may only collect from here”, the rights to collection are lost
II  'nmwon: the 212y, Y2 pinja
a  n"a2-he works for himself every other day, for his master every other day
b w”a-that leaves him unable to marry (contrav. 1) - rather, we force the %2 master to free him o%wn Pp'n »an (0”1 agreed)
III Efficacy of freeing % a slave:
a 11 -valid (Y2 is freed)
b ©non-invalid (nothing is freed)
i frame of dispute:
1 7727 only if freed by 1vw (but if freed qoi3, all agree that it is valid)
(a) 227 v.2equates 10V::qUI; just as qud works halfway, so does 0w
(b) omomr use NY:nY to equate TaY::NWR; just as an NWR cannot be %2 divorced, so too an 7ay (freed via 70V)
(c) suggestion: dispute revolves around preference for wp’n or w1 (n%::nY)
(i) rejection: all prefer v
(i) rather: this w1 could be challenged — an nWR can never be divorced via 9o3, unlike an 72y
2 9o ‘1 only if freed by qoa ("owa - all agree that it is invalid)
(a) challenge: explicit dispute about freeing %2 a slave 10wa
(i) possible 2 challenge: implication that they agree about qo2
(if) 9o» "7 perhaps they disagree about both and dispute about 70w was taught to demonstrate the extent
of »27’s position (which is preferable to show as 41y X107 N3)
3 challenge(s): v. 2 indicates that may be somewhat freed - via qv3, extended to 70w via n%::n% (vv. 2-3)
(a) extended: to %2 free via 10w through wp'n (nTan€nwain)
(b) analysis: this works with qov 1 (after his adjustment) — 8n>1 authored solely by 237 (who allows %2
freedom via both mechanisms);
(i) however: according to n11, the Xw» is consensus and the 20 (VW) is 727
(ii) response: indeed — the R is Y50 »27 and the 820 is only 729
(iii) perhaps: qov "1 will have to assign our mwn exclusively to 729
1. defense: case could be 2 owners, where even 1127 will agree that freeing V2 is valid
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