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I Analysis of division of n1wn — example of n’11 given
a  Q:isn’t everything until this point also a1 (i.e. why define “what is n’27” exclusively here)?
b Answerl (1728 “1— also #37: until this point ("7v1”) is Rn»1IRT 29, from here on (the case with the fruit) 3297 n>ay
i And: even until this point, v. 1 applies (exempting son from returning his father’s n»11)
ii  Clarification: until this point, we are dealing with n¥1¢p n»a3; from here on — n»a7 par
1 Practical difference (8#79): only in the case of n¥1¥p n>11 does 71 force him to return it
2 Dissent (721712 79): even n¥¥p n°17 is not forcibly returned by 7”2
(a) Reason for »*7s position:
(i) pny 77 v. 2 - rY 'mindicates that n’11 is only atoned for with death — not payment
(if) /7378 72 X78 ’1. v. 3 indicates that it is geared to fear of God, not coerced return
(iii) a7 v. 2 itself declares — at the end — that it is comparable to a murderer
(b) »7217: reason for X™’s position — v. 3 — make sure that he can live (by returning usury to him)
(i) 7 reads 7y 'm as per »™'s response to the dilemma of the single bottle in the desert ("m102 12)
(c) Challenge (to »*): ruling that if sons inherited n»13, they aren’t responsible to return it
(i) Implication: father himself is responsible to return it
(if) Block: father also doesn’t have to return it — sons mentioned in apposition to ruling if father
leaves a distinct N1 — e.g. a cow — they must return to honor their father’s name
1. Challenge: v. 4 indicates that honor is only due someone who is ethical -
a. Answer: father may have demonstrated contrition before death — but didn’t have time
to return it before dying
(d) Challenge (to »*): 91 (=usurers), even though they already collected, must return (the usury)
(i) suggestion: it is a dispute among XRn:
1. pn2 71and »7ax7: a mdn and an 17 (who cooperate in a n’a1-loan) are exempt (from mpn)
a. Reason: they have a nwy mp (= it is a VYD prn IRY)
b. assumption: the nwY is returning the money
c.  rejection: this is before it’s paid — the nwy is destroying the 10w
i.  reason: the R of Tw1 V5P YN RS doesn’t apply until the 70w is collected, until
that point they are bound by the "nwy” to destroy it
ii. and: they hold that »nT 1233 8% M3y MY VW — but it teaches that the assessment
made for the loan is itself a meaningful act, generating liability (>must tear 7ow)
iii. support: mwn (R:n) rules that all of these violate: lender, borrower, 17y and p»7y
iv. Note: 0v1p didn’t do anything except to participate in kmw = X0 kNN RMY
I ®190 "7’s rule: commitments that, in “their” court obligate payment from nn% are returned by nmn by force of 7"3;
commitments that they don’t obligate fulfillment we don’t coerce be returned
a  Challenge (»ax 9o ’7): nRva NRY, which they obligate to pay, we don’t obligate return
i Answer: they consider the nko of wheat (e.g.) to be a 7Tp9, not a loan
b Challenge (827> »wx “7): a non-deducted collateral (e.g. if the Ny makes his vineyard collateral for the loan and
the m1a eaten won’t be deducted from the loan = n»11); they force nm% to pay to non (if N ate), but we don’t
coerce payment back to N>
i Answer: they consider it a (temporary) sale
¢ Question: what is the import of 8190 "7’s statement?
i Payment: regular na7 (N 1¥p na1 —e.g. “4 for 57)
ii ~ Non-payment: pre-n»11 and post-n»ay (» nwn)
1 Pre: sending a gift to potential lender to appease him
2 Post: sending a “thank-you” to lender
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