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I  Dispute ®17/7aR of efficacy of a prohibited act (continued)
a  challenge (to #37): v1pn a RN animal to nvan pTa (per v. 1 —nam =1"n12)
i answer: same source which validates namb n”ya wipn validates 2”172% DN VPN
b challenge (to ¥27): o (if followed by mw) —v. 2, yet he acquires it and pays n%'mn nyw>
i answer:v.3 -9 IWR- determines payment as per no’1n nyw
il 22x3 51 WK limits wmn to his own theft, to the exclusion of father’s theft (and, as heir, he is repaying)
¢ challenge: taking a pledge from a poor man; per v. 4, it is prohibited, yet mwn rules that he must return one that the
1y needs at the time and keeps the other (if, e.g. he took two)
i answer: v. 5 2>wn 2wn — he must continually return (in staggered form — 1 at night, other during day)
ii ~ »7ax 1wn 2vn teaches that he must return; else, we would think that he violated m1mo'r (by taking) but isn’t obli-
gated to return it
d  challenge (to »aX): nRa —v. 6 prohibits clear-cutting, yet per n:X Nk ®navIN, he can still give at a later stage (*13 ,0MnY)
i (note: per HYRynw "7 — even from the dough)
ii  answer: 2N x 2 (vv. 6, 7) extends mxn past nnp
iii ~#27 extra 2Yn = another “abandonment” like this:
1 a7z if he disowns his vineyard and the next morning gets up and harvests it
(a) then: he must give all »y minn, but is exempt from 1wyn
e  observation (?wx “75 N277 7173 NNN 77): since we have an answer for each position to every challenge, where is exactly
the point of dispute between »ax and x17?
i answerl: nx1xp N1 (preset, agreed-up n’a7) as to whether it may be recovered in court
1 per:ty5R ™, it may be recovered, but n°a7 par (which is ©”1n) may not be recovered
2y /7 even NXIXP N°17 may not be recovered
(a) assumption: they have same disagreement; jany "1::7aR (= 127 not recoverable); R"::R27
(b) rejection: they disagree about n'p1va, per pny’ ™.
(i) a2 77's reason (per pny? 7): v. 8 - punishment is w”an, not to return (via court)
(ii) ar12 77's reason (per XTN 72 ANK 77): v. 9 — given to the lender’s conscience, not for return via 71”2
(iii) 27 vv. 8-9 juxtapose n’272 MYn to murderer; just as N7 cannot make reparation, so too n’a1a mYn
1. And: "v's reason — v. 10 — he must be allowed to survive (=>allow him to sue for n»a1 back)
ii  Answer2: whether nnp »v (theoretical question: does violating the law — v — “work”)
1 (alternative explanation: practical na%n of nnp Mw)
f  Alternate version (in answer to XN ’7's question):after these defenses — they only disagree about returning n1¢p n»
i Positions: »aR — no return; X117 — return
1 Challenge: »aR rules that n"11 is recoverable — per his dictum that if someone is suing for 4 nr in n’171 and he
is given an item worth 5 — the "% may reclaim 4 of it, but the extra 1 is considered a ninn
(a) ~37 we return all five, as the entire pledge was taken as n19
ii ~ Rather: they disagree about nnp " (as above)
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