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13b (871 708) 2 14D (75 D5WNY 7970 1N)

Note: in our mwn, n”1and opondisagreed about the status of a oY without 7110K; in the second half of this 71v®, S8Y provides an
explanation for 1337's position — 8177 7910 v MK, meaning that if 77108 was omitted, it wasn’t intentional, but an oversight of
the 1910 and should be understood as part of the contract.

I Analyzing the parameters of the dispute between n'nan/n™
a  N":dispute only if the nm% doesn’t admit to the debt:
i n”: if there is no m»INR, they won't collect at all — even from 110 "2
i onon:if there is no mM Ny, they’ll still collect — from o 1ay1vn
iii However: if the nn% admits to the debt, all agree it should be returned — no concern it was already paid or collusion
b v dispute only if the % does admit to the debt
i n”: if there is no m» IR, they will collect from 1710 »2 but not D 1avIVN
i o'non: they collect from o 7ay1wn even if NYINR isn't written in
iii However: if the 7775 doesn’t admit to it, all agree that it isn’t returned — we are concerned that it’s already been paid
c  Rpa:supports 13N ), challenging one part of X™’s position and 2 of YR1MW’s position (above — RPN NYI9Y VVIN RY)
i if he found n"ow:
1 if: there was m»InR, he shouldn’t return to either, even if they admit to validity (>we’re R1p% NyIa5 wYIN)
2 if: there is no nyny,
(a) n7r if MY admits to validity, return; else, don’t return to either, since without m»ny, they collect from n”a
(b) oporif NnY admits to validity, still no return — since even without m»ny, they collect from n>7ayyVn
ii ~ Challenges:
1 To x”r who said that according to n™, a 90w without n»InR doesn’t collect even from n”a
(a) And:according to both n” and 1317 we aren’t concerned about ®mjp (collusion)
(b) But: xn»9a taught that w/o ny»nk we still collect from n”a and we are concerned about ®’mp, since when
both admit to the debt, we still don’t return it (if there is n1InR — since MMp may be defrauded)
(i) Challenge: this is two blocks against 8™ (and the X7 claimed it was one)
(if) Answer: it’s all one — X™’s position on the mwn led him to both interpretations
2 To 5n1p®. one as per above (challenge to ™), since he also interprets nwn as a case of N7 M>n PR
(a) And: he ruled that if a nR1pn 90w is found in the p1v, we may return it — no Y19 VYN
(b) &r7772 rules that even if they admit to it, return to neither, as we are Y199 YWIN
(i) And: certainly in YRW’s framework, where the N5 denies it - we should be ny1a5 wwn
d  YNnw: 1a27's reason for allowing collection from nr1ap1wn even without N INR written — X1 9910 MYV NYINR (see note)
i Challenge: Y%1nv ruled that a 1970 has to check with a seller if he is including n1»InR in his n72an Y0V
1 Proposed answer: different versions/traditions of YR1n¥’s ruling (no need for this answer)
2 Answer: distinction between nX15n 90w — where a person will not give money without a guarantee (n»ny)
(a) And: npn 70w, where someone is willing to buy land even if it may later be seized
3 Story: where YR himself ruled that a npn 70w without NNk carries no guarantee and he explained it the
same way — 1910 mpv M INR only applies to NXNYN VY, not Npn VY
II 2 rulings of 7ar in re: selling land with or without nyanx
a  If: Asold land to B m»nra & then a creditor of A’s came to collect, he can’t ignore A, claiming B is his 17 5pa
i reason: A argues that if he seizes from B, B will then sue him
ii  some say: even if the land was sold m»nra 8%, since A doesn’t want B to have ill will towards him
b If: A sold land to B my»nra 89w and then A’s ownership was challenged
i if: B hasn't yet taken possession (steps onto the property) — he may renege on the deal;
ii  but if: B has taken possession, he is “stuck with a bag of knots”
iii  some suggest: even if he sold the land nvanra, A needn’t take it back until it has been seized by the claimants
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