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I »v'sinstitution of the non nyaw for 50 191
a ‘N /mwp: rules that if defendant denies all, he is exempt
i 277 nonetheless, we administer a non NY1AY
1 Justification: no one makes an absolutely baseless claim
(a) Challenge: we already have a nptn that no one denies a debt to his creditor
(b) Answer: indeed; but he may be denying it since he has no funds, rationalizing that when he does, he’ll pay
2 Alternatively: 's ruling was about 89’0 — when pam admits to 21, then claims he already paid
(a) Note: this approach would exclude first; 1%t would certainly apply no’n nyaw to this
3 Distinction (between n’p 13w and this): rights of yawi to “flip”n»maw to yamn (only in v”nn NY1aWY)
(a) However: to *w& "1 92 1, who allows for “flipping” even in n"nn ny1aw — distinction is 7”2’s right to seize property
(b) Note: »ov "7 (from his ruling re: ©*1n 7113 Y1 from YWnN) — even 12177 21N3, 7”1 seizes property — what is distinction?
(i) Answer: we don’t apply rule of Y011 yaw1 ,n»awn 5y TwN 1Y, which is, itself, a mpn
(if) However: to *ov 17 1117, how do we extract payment?
1. Answer1: we put him in »7 until he pays
a.  Challenge: this is too harsh for a 131297 ny1aw
b.  Rather: we put him in »m for 30 days (minimum), then give him man and he is “clean”
I 9"'s ruling: if y21n brings n"ow and yani claims that he paid, we ignore his response
a  But:if yam demands that yain take an oath before collecting, we enforce it
b Question (?&» "15): how is this different from 170w Dna (when 90wn Ypa comes to collect part, admitting that some has been paid;
and he must take an oath to collect that part)?
i Answer: 10w nna has an automatic oath, even if yani doesn’t demand it
ii  However: if the yain is a n"n, we don’t force him to take an oath
1 Challenge: shall we allow n"n to take without an oath?
2 Rather: it means that we don’t force the oath (he gets nothing but may seize; or he may take oath if wishes)
III  Responsibility of MY to repay in front of ©r7y; (YR1NW1 YOR ")
a  ’or " (version 1): if he borrows o1y 193, must repay before 01y (i.e. not believed to claim 7ny»19)
i SNww's response: he can claim he paid before n»1v who have subsequently traveled abroad (or died)
ii  Proof: our nwn rules that if he admits to debt (n7y »1912) and the next day claims he paid - believed (contra ror )
1 Defense (’ox ’7): only ruled that way if original loan was By %91 (2> didn’t trust n?)
b or "y (version 2 — qov 1) — if he borrows 7y 193, need not repay before n»y;
i But:if he made repayment contingent on 01y — then he must repay before o7y
ii ~ SNW's response: he can claim he paid before b1y who have subsequently traveled abroad (or died)
iii ~ Proof: our niwn —if he said o7y 792 RYR 2y79n 58, not believed (if he says 77 'nn1) = refutation of YRnw
1 Defense (5x10v): it is subject to DXin 'nn —
(a) If:lender states “I lent you before 01y, do not repay without n»1y”
(i) %7 must pay or bring proof that he repaid
(ii) 2727 he may claim that he paid before 1y who have subsequently traveled abroad
2 Challenge (8’A "77 71772 XnX 77): perhaps this case is only if he made this demand at the time of collection — to wit
“since I lent you 0>7y 1193, pay back 071y 1191”; but all will agree that if he made this stipulation at the time of the loan,
must repay with o7y
¢ Final ruling: s88 "1 (quoting R11) — as per first version of or
i Dissent: R98 7 (quoting R11) — per 274 version, including requirement if he makes it a condition of repayment
1 And:9Rmnv’s “out”; if he claims he repaid before n»1y and they are gone — believed
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