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I xmwn: rules of sale of "Nk NTW during period when Yav is in effect
a  If: he sells nmnr n7v, may not redeem until at least 2 years have passed, per v. 1
i Note: language of nwn — “may not redeem” - he is also forbidden from attempting to negotiate —
1  And: even seller violates the nwy of vv. 1-2
If: some of this time was a season of drought or blight or nv'nw — aren’t reckoned towards years
¢ But if: the owner left it fallow or plowed it — they do count
i Justification: "0 that the original owner would have to pay him for the expense of plowing — >"np
d  ~77:if he sold it to him in the summer — just pre-harvest, buyer could theoretically have 3 crops (within 2 years)
i ap773 8™ -v. 12091 may not demand that he return it ready for harvest as he bought it
I Validity of sale during Ya» itself
a 37 saleis valid
b Srxmww: sale is invalid —1"p, if an already sold field reverts to owner at 9av, certainly cannot sell then
i Challenge: 21 accepts this type of 1’p; he rules that 1na 79911 when she is a N1 - sale invalid (same reasoning)
1 Defense: the daughter can never be resold; this field could be resold again after Yav
ii  Challenge: Rn»92 ruling (from v. 2) that it can be sold close to — even far from — %av, but not during 9ay
1 Defense (27): not sold for “crop years”, but sale is valid and then it immediately reverts to owner
2 Challenge: in that case, why not let it stay with buyer until 2 years into Y21 and then revert
(a) Per: ruling that if he got to use it for 1 year before Yav, he is given 1 year after Y2y before reverting
(b) Defense: in that case, he already began using it (before 521) — we let him complete it; unlike our case
c /7 reports 2 maon from YRINY; in one case the money is returned to buyer, in other it isn’t — didn’t know which
i Cases: our case (selling field during Ya» year) and selling an 3"y to non-Jew or to yIRY y1n
it~ Solution (901 27): from &’n»2 — if he sells his 2"y to 9"n, he goes free and we require 11INWY V) from buyer
1 Implication: buyer is a real buyer (sale is valid) and money isn’t returned
2 Implication: in our case (selling during 91v), sale is invalid and money returned
3 w27 hadn’t heard 8n>1 and reasoned that YR1nw may consider money a gift,
(a) Per: his approach to ymnr wTpn (27: money returned; YR1W: money is a gift)
iii  Question (»715 »ax re selling 5’¥): why fine the buyer (lose money), why not fine the seller?
1 Answer: per aphorism — without mousehole, mouse cannot steal (i.e. w/o buyer, seller couldn’t sell)
2 Challenge: without mouse, hole is useless (i.e. seller is main instigator of violation)
(a) Answer: stands to reason that we assess the fine where the “problem” stands — 5"y is with buyer
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III 2 mwn: Using original/resold value to benefit of original owner (both using v. 3); limitations on owner’s buy-back
a  If: originally sold at 1 mn and then resold (to 3" party) at 2 — owner may redeem at 1 nmn
b And if: originally sold at 2 mn and then resold at 1 — owner may redeem at 1 nn
¢ ~p77x confirming our mwn as *17’s opinion
i wvariation: N1 12 ROYT "1 — per 9T (v. 3); if sold at 1 and it appreciated to 2 or opposite — redeems at lower rate
ii  point of dispute: if it was worth 2, lost value and was resold at 1 then re-appreciated to 2
1  »27 redeem at 1 — per lowest sale price
2 771 redeem at 2 — both original sale price and redemption time — at 2
iii Question: how do we know that these verses should be read 5% (charitably for original owner)?
1 Answer: vv. 4-5 compare (via YR3) redemption of NNk N7V to redemption of »ay T2y
(a) And: redemption of »1y 72y is always done charitably (based on lowest worth) per vv. 6-7
(b) And: we extend this to "y who is sold to non-Jew, per vv. 8-9 (173v::15v)
(i) Reason: we interpret these verses charitably for 72y — per v. 10 which supports »ay Tay
2 Challenge: why not be stringent with him, per homily of X110 92 0 "3 (vv. 11-17) (note the "r1n "1 v n°n”)
3 Answer: the text “restored him” (enabled and commanded to rescue him), per v. 18
(a) challenge: that may be limited to a case where he is enslaved to n"3y; but perhaps his 112 should be mmnn?
(i) answer (»727): vv. 6-7; there aren’t “big years” and “small years”
1. rather: it means that if he appreciated, we use the “years”; if he depreciated, we use “inpn qoan”
2. challenge: perhaps it means that if he worked 2 years, he is redeemed per qo3, if 4 — 1710 a3
3. answer: if so, it would state Dw m17 7Y DR, not DIV — meaning, if he appreciated during years
d  Limitations: owner may not use other field (e.g. more distant or poorer) to buy back (e.g. closer field)
i Nor: borrow money to buy back field, nor pay in installments
i source:v.19:
1 rp arws: he must own recovery funds (not borrow)
2 nypr excluding something which was there at time of sale (e.g. far or poorer land)
(a) challenge: ®3n (in v. 20) has opposite meaning — something that was always there (1n2y nx ®¥nn5 VI9)
(b) answer (837): each is contextually driven; in our case, parallel to Y n»wn (new acquisition),
(i) there: parallel to ™" —just as forest is always there, so too he had to have been in harm’s way first
e  However: these limitations do not apply to redemption from wTpn — here, the citizen is “stronger” than wTpn
i source: v.21 —9x» HR1 allows him to borrow for redemption and to redeem in installments
ii  reason (v”): since the law is charitable in re: nninr n7v; if he sells it and the buyer is w*pn, reverts to owner at Yav
1 therefore: the na%n is stringent about the method of redemption — no borrowing or paying in installments
2 but: wTpn is severe — if he was w*7pn his NNR ATV it is lost at Yay
3 therefore: it is more lenient vis-a-vis redemption from v1pn
(a) (note: ™M is, per his approach, conjecturing as to the rationale behind the law — 8p7 Xnyv w7)
4 min712 one allows for borrowing and installments and the other does not
(a) resolution: lenient one is W™, stringent one is 13121
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