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Note: we have already encountered X778 0¥ and NINVSN 0¥, anNn> 77X allows the creditor to search for properties of the debtor for
seizure; a NINVS1 confirms the right of the creditor to keep properties seized for a debt
I ynv v's ruling about finding n"ow (contra YR1nW) - reported by 1naxr
a  Even if: it has a pain (notarization), may not be returned — we are concerned that it was already paid
i Challenge (to 1738 *7): VI 10 772 nwyn 9!
ii  Answer: not all cases are the same; in our case, the 1% is known to be a liar (1793 prmin)
1 Block: if he was found to be a liar one time, we assume that he never pays?
iii Rather: 72 nwyn Y3 refers to RNRVIM RNITTR VW (see note) - where 119 isn’t possible (as above)
II  Tangent: while discussing 1193...
a 71 owaprip 12 9op 1. if court orders MY to pay and he says that he paid, he’s believed & we don’t write Rna7TR
i Butif: the court finds him liable and he says that he paid, he isn’t believed and we do write an Rn27TR
b 27 pwa 7ar 73 in either case, he is believed and we don’t write an ®na7TR
i But:if 72 told him to pay & he claimed he did & >y testify that he didn’t — considered 1193 for that payment
ii ~ However: if 71 found him liable and he said he paid and o>y testify that he didn’t — not considered nn 1MRY 1993
1 Reason: he’s stalling, until the 7”2 looks into his case
iii ~ Parallel ruling of »77. if A claims that B owes him money and B denies it, then o1y testify to the debt and then B
says he paid — we don’t believe him — nn yMRY 17193 prmin (supporting story of 'Rnaw’s Naind)
iv  Parallel ruling of »77. if A claims that B owes him an oath and B denies it, then 0>y testify to that and B claims he
already took the oath — we don’t believe him; n»aw nmr?> 1793 prmn
1 »73x 71 should only apply in 772 n»1aw, but if he obligates himself, sometimes people act this way (at first
refusing then complying) and he isn’t considered in contempt of court; confirmed by 1’ar "3 (who reported it)
III Ruling of j3m "1 (quoted by rox ") re: finding a n"ow
a  If: the now has a pman and it is dated “today” (i.e. same day as it is found) — may return it
i No concern: that it was already paid; people don’t generally pay back on that day
1 Challenge (¥7r “7to »ox *7): 13y " ruled that a 70w that was already used may not be reused for a loan
(a) Reason: the Mayw has already been forgiven (and can’t be automatically regenerated)
(b) Note: it must be attempted to be reused on the same day, else it fails as an “early” n"ow ("n:» myaw)
(i) Implication: we see that sometime people pay back loans on the same day (as the 10v)
(c) Defense: it does happen but isn’t common
(d) Defense #2 (n2775 “): in our case, the "5 admits to the debt (n 1 27n)
(i) Challenge: that is obvious
(if) Answer: concern that it was already paid and the nn% intends to reuse the 90v and save the 1:0-fee
(iii) However: the non won't use this 10w as the T1ayw has been forgiven — no lien
1. Challenge: why is this different than our nwn, which we posited as a case of n1n 27n; we don’t
return the 70w since we are concerned that the loan was made later and the n5n would seize
property that was sold prior to the actual loan; why would the n1n use this 70w?
2. Answer: in that case, the nn has an advantage of property that was sold in the meantime
a. However: here, he has no advantage to using the old Yow
IV jnvy 7's ruling about a claim made of payment of 772 *Rin — not believed
a  Reason: any 772 °Rin (e.g. n1m3 and N2> Rin) are considered as if they are written in a 70w
i Challenge: taught in mwn (v:0 M2INd) that if she produces a v, she can collect her nayna
1 Answer: perhaps that’s in a place where they do not write ma1n3 and the v3 is the namn>
2 Block: if so, how would an pPoy1Rn 11 1R ever collect her n2n3 — can’t be with nnm »1y, since the heirs will
claim that she was paid
ii  Note: source for n21n3 for an POYPRN 10 NINOR:
1 Could be: ®:n mam3 — that an NYR, from either PRIV or POIVR, collects “it all”
(a) Block: perhaps only if he wrote it (taught contra »”ax1 who only allows collections of 100/200 for nan5x)
(b) Proof: phrase “collects all” implies that he wrote one (otherwise, would only be 100/200)
2 Rather: from ruling of ®»n "3 that an no1IR inherits her fiance’s nan>
(a) Block: perhaps ony if he wrote it (taught for corresponding “if she dies, he doesn’t inherit her [goods]”)
3 Rather: »aR infers from wording of v:0 MmN — the V1 doesn’t state 100/200
(a) And:she won’t allow him to tear it up when he pays, since she needs it as proof that she may marry
(b) And: he can’t write “still valid but paid” since not everyone collects in 7”2 that they can write this
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