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I 'R mwn: status of nY1y after 1913 dies

a

If: a man stole and gave some of it to his heirs or left it for them, they aren’t obligated to return it
i ~pn 22207 implies that heir is like a buyer (because father himself was liable)
ii ~ #27 not necessarily — in this case, they already used up the nbm
1  Block: from Rav0 (see below), seems the nbm is still around
2 Rather (X27): case is where father gave them 021 nvanr (land which could be used for payment)
(a) Block: »a1 taught his son that m» Nk may mean even if he left a cow and the son was plowing with ite.g. -
they must return it to protect father’s dignity
(i) Rather (#27): understands mwn like RYWIR "1
1. if father fed them n1 - they are exempt; (not a refutation of X7on "3, this may be vIr» INRY)
2. if it is still around - liable to pay (not a refutation of n"a1 — this may be wir» n4a5)
3. If he gave them p>031 NnInNR — liable to pay
iii ~Alternate version of n”171 v. X271 — comment on ruling that if father left them n»14, they need not repay
1 Reason: as per v. 1 — so that your brother may live with you — warning to n’a31 mbn, not his son
2 Note: if we read n”"17 as commenting on 1’13, 1"p he would make same observation on 0%t (where no such
reasoning applies); but if we read it on N1, he may agree with x21 in re: n»an
Note: if it had nvInR (see below), they are obligated
Note: ®ToN 27, who maintains that without v1r», anyone who takes from the 151 is himself considered 1511 from original
owner, must interpret our Mwn as a case of the original owner already having had wix»
RNMI2: as per our Mwn — but if nY1 was still around, only adult children are liable to return
i However: if they claimed that they were familiar with father’s accounts and no debt was left — exempt
Alternate 771 if father fed them - exempt; but if it was intact- both DV D913 must pay back
i Challenge: how can nnvp be considered liable?
ii ~ Answer: means if he had left it before them while they were nnvp, they are liable (when they reach majority)

I ~a27sruling:

a

Part 1: if father left them a borrowed cow, they may use it until the end of the period of n>xv; if it died, they are M09

b Part 2:if, in such a case, they thought it to be father’s and killed it — they pay as per price of cheap meat

i addendum: if father left them land (021 nINR) — they are liable
1  Note: addendum may be attached to part 1 = 1"p to part 2 (more liability) — contra 8™ (see below)
2 Or: addendum may be attached to part 2 - but not part 1 — simpactico con 8" (see below)
ii ~ n99 7 if he had stolen a cow on "y and slaughtered on naw — liable (no n"ap)
1 Reason: liability for 17p came before naw; all mwoap follow that
2 But: if he was a YR of the cow and he slaughtered on nayw — exempt (n"a%p)
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