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I Further investigation into the nature of nxin
a  (am’7 owa) Ra7: if he is wTpn with money (which he doesn’t have) and gives her collateral — nvmpn nyr
i Reason: there’s no money here and the collateral isn’t a gift to her
ii  Challenge: ruling that nwmpn N2wWNa VIPNRN
iii Answer: that case is when he uses a 1awn that he collected from another debtor — it’s his as per v. 1
iv  Story: par 72 81N 7’s sons bought a nnaw for a n copper coins; they didn’t have the money and left a strip of
silver as a nawn. Before they paid up, the price of mnaw went up and the sellers wanted to back out
1 Ruling ("nR "): they hadn’t paid, so the 119wn had no value — they could act on their remorse
b xm»al:if he gives her 8”» and she throws it into the fire, the sea etc. —not nwnpn
i implication: if she threw it in front of him — nwmpn (?!)
ii  rather: if she threw it in front of him - clearly it’s not pwvyTp;
iii  however: R™v if she threw it in the fire (e.g.) it's valid; she knows that she’ll be liable for it so she intends
PWVITP and threw it away to test his temper — 9"np
¢ RmM12: giving money to family members
i if she tells him to give the money to her father or his — nvmpn IR
ii  however: if she says “on condition that my father or yours accept it” — nwmpn
1 note: RvM uses “my father” to show that even in that case its invalid; 20 uses “your father” to show
that if she makes it conditional, even “your father” is valid
d xma3: giving money to others
i if: she tells him to give the money to X — nwmpn nrr
ii  however, if: she tells him “on condition that X accepts it” — nwnipn
iii  justification: if we only had:
1 am7722: 8™0 only there is it valid if she makes it conditional, since she relies on them to fulfill mmn»w
2 xp2733: R™o only there is it invalid if just a directed gift, since she has no relationship with X
e  Rma4: placing money on rock
i if: she tells him to put the money on a rock — nwnpn NIR
ii  however, if: the rock is hers — nwTpn
1 question: what if rock is owned by both of them? 1p’n
f  xpiaba: giving bread to a dog
i if she tells him to give the loaf (with which he offers Pv17p) to a dog — nwTIpn MR
ii  however, if: the dog is hers — nvmpn
1 question: if the dog is chasing her —
(a) lemmal: with the benefit he gave her by saving her she accepts ywy1p or
(b) lemma?2: she can tell him that he’s obligated in any case to save her nmn 1 —p'n
g  Rmabb: giving bread to a poor man
i if: she tells him to give the loaf (with which he offers pv11p) to an ny— nwmpn IR
1  even if: it's a poor man whom she usually supports
2 reason: she can tell him that he is equally obligated to support him
h  cases of peddiers “using” their wares for pwrr in response to a request:
i ineach case: the peddler was asked by a girl for his wares (glass, cup of wine, date) and he offered it if she
would be nwTpnn to him — her response “nan’n Nan” etc. was ruled to be a non-acceptance of PVITp
1 question: if she just said “throw it” etc. (single word) — nwTpn?
(@) Ruling: nwTpn IR
I Final rulings on issues raised in the nyno:
a  Ruling: quo3 v doesn’t require appraisal (as per N1, contra 9oV 7, above)
b Ruling: as per 1nn1 "1 DW1 X171 - NOWNI WIPN is invalid

www.dafyomivicc.org 7 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2008




