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a 17 invalid - since a mYn is given for the borrower’s use (NN’ Nr¥NY MYn) >she receives nothing
i challenge: apparent dispute between worin if it is valid — (but all agree that as a vehicle for nvan it’s valid)
1 correction: dispute is in re: his own loan (debt) to her if the promised amount was short
(a) wvalidity: she isn’t ashamed to claim the rest
(b) invalidity: she is ashamed to ask for the missing amount
(c) challenge: XM rules that if he promises 100 for pwyTp and gives her 1, it’s valid and the rest is owed
(i) answer: she’ll never be ashamed to collect 99/100 of the debt, but 1/100 — she may be embarrassed
2 challenge: if he gives her a nN1pa and then declares it to be used for pwyrp — if it was lost or destroyed but there
was a 9" left — nvTIpn
(a) dispute: whether this rule applies to nk1%n (8”2w7) or a loan doesn’t even require a 5"» remaining (p"n)
(b) response: the ruling in re: nNTpa is also unreasonable:
(i) if: she accepted nvany, then it’s the same as a loan
(ii) if: she didn’t accept NNk — then the ruling should be qualified — “only if she didn’t accept m»nr”
(c) rather: invert rulings: p"n — even if a 9”v remains, invalid (MYn2 V1pR); R"2V7 equates to NTPS
(i) core of the dispute:
1. students of 27 whether a mon (that hasn’t been spent) is in the domain of the lender
a. and: the same applies to ponR (if the mYn was destroyed or lost)
b. positions: nan - domain of borrower (2>NWTPNR NPR MYNA YTPNN); R"2W1 — domain of lender
2. 727 re: ponR all agree that it is owned by the borrower; dispute only re: nn
a. Challenge: "nn "7's ruling - nYRw only becomes property of YR when used - is this n'xin 'nn?
b. Answer: all agree in re: n"9RW that is returned as is that without use, it remains D’%y1 mwa
b Suggestion: 27’s ruling is subject to RN N;YNn — 21N VWA VTN is disputed (isn’t this her own n"ow to him?)
i Rejection: this is in re: 11 70w of others (that owe him, and he transfers it to her); 'nn in re: 70wa M>n & na Yva mhHn
1 Dispute re: 70w1 mn
(a) May be: whether we accept 27’s leniency that n7ona nmiapy nvmr OR
(b) All accept o'nom. (and 10w was signed over) — do we accept 8”1 —a sold n"ow must include “m>mayw 93” OR
(c) All accept 971 (and that was written) — do we accept S®1nw that the creditor can Ymn the 70w after selling OR
(d) All accept 58mw. (he could be Ymn) — does a woman rely on his not forgoing debt?
2 Dispute re: 1o 5 mon —
(@) Do we accept: 27's ruling in re: INw5w THYN and extend it to NkNYN (or does it only apply to Tpa?)
¢ Suggestion: 17's ruling is subject to dispute about PwyTp with a 70w (9" — invalid; X" — valid; Dnan — only if paper is a"v)
i Rejection: case is POYIR 70V w/o 071y (D'naN are unsure if to rule like n™ or 8™ in re: NnNN *1Y/NON 1Y)
ii  Or: case is PVYTP 0V written NHWY ®YY — do we accept 5™7’s ruling (per v. 1) that it must be written nnw%?
iii  Or: case is p"oW written NnWY but without her consent — dispute among later nrMNX if it’s valid
d  Suggestion:17's ruling subject to 'nn re: PWITP where she requests work on his part: is it valid before she receives it
i Rejection: dispute is whether m7175v is paid along the way or only at the end (91029 X5&8 M72VY NPR)
ii ~ Or: all agree that MW is paid along the way; dispute whether artisan owns the appreciated value
iii Or: all agree that artisan doesn’t own appreciated value; in this case, the artisan added some of his own material
1 Dispute: pwy1p on a loan (the *92) and a nv1a (his added material) — does she focus on nn%n or NV
2 Note: follows dispute between »27 and Dnon+jm "
(a) o2pon+n2 1. disagree if Mm12w is paid along the way, agree that she focuses on nx1>n
(b) 227 she focuses on V1Y, therefore if he adds anything to it — nwTIpn
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