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Why are cities of refuge different — vhPR MYH RIW ORN

OVERVIEW

The X713 cited a ¥n»72 which states that the master is not obligated to feed
his slave who was exiled to the v?pn »¥, however the 17 qwyn of that slave
belongs to the master; proving that the master can tell the slave °1°X) "ny qwy
731. The X3 rejects this proof saying that we are discussing a case where the
master said TMNT2 TT° OWYA KX, and when the Xn> 12 states that the 7wyn
17> belong to the master that is referring to the extra 17> qwyn, that is more
than his need for food. The &7 then asks so why mention v7pn >y, this rule
applies everywhere. mo0In explains that if we would maintain 217 1787 912
731 91K "y 7wy, then it would be understood why ©v9pn v is mentioned.
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The explanation of the question (02pn Y2 w'"n) is as follows: if we assume

that 737 “1°RY 7y WY 72¥7 M 2771 9190 then it is understood why the xn»1a -
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Teaches us this rule (of "1 "ny 7wy) by uwpn »w; for even though the
‘Merciful One’ writes regarding one who is in an v?pn v that 'm',

meaning that you should give him more sustenance which would therefore
lead us to assume that in an v%p» 7°v the master cannot tell his slave 21 "ny nwy, the
Xn>72 teaches us that -
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Nevertheless the master can say, etc. 711 "rx) "y vy -
$15957 12TYN NN M DIVNT 7YY ¥NRWN XY NOTYN Iy YaN
However if we assume that the master cannot say "1 "»¥ 7wy, and we are

' mooIn explains that if we maintain 731 XY *ay 7wy 1> 297 912° then it will be understood why the xn»12
finds it necessary to mention v2pn »y; however if we maintain that the master cannot say "1 *ny 7wy, then
(the 7wpn assumed that) it is not understood why the Xn>12 mentions v7pn .

% In 2»,7 (ANXY) 2127 the P05 reads: *M PR 23 NAR 9K O3,

? The Xn>™2 is teaching a novelty that even though one may think that the 72y has more rights in vopn W
than elsewhere, nevertheless the rights do not extend to this case. If we assume that usually the master has
the right to say 121 "ny nwy, then we may have assumed that by v2pn "y where the 7710 writes M, that the
72y has more rights than usual and the master cannot say 121 °ny 7wy, for then it will not be >m. The &n»72
therefore teaches us that this is not so and the master can say "ny nwy even in v7pn »w. If however we
maintain that the master can never say 121 "y 7wy (he can only say 121 77 7wyn X¥), then (according to the
Jwpn), it does not seem to be even a X", that the 72v should receive the 797v7 in vopn °y; for 797V is not
considered "m.
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merely discussing the 7197¥7, it does not seem to the jwpn regarding 757w,

that on account of 'sm' the 757w should belong to the slave, therefore there
is no wTn by vopn .t

SUMMARY

The difference between the jwpn and the jX7n is whether we may have
assumed that the P09 of °m teaches that the 19777 (in an vop» V) belongs to
the slave (the 7X7n), or not (the 7wpn).

THINKING IT OVER

The %70 assumes that (without the Xn»91) we would have (mistakenly)
derived from “nY, that the 97971 should belong to the 7T2y.” When the X7m3
previously asked that it is Xvwd that the 757V belongs to the master, why
did not the X723 answer that it is not Xv*wd at all, since the "m' P05 may
teach us that even the 797V belongs to the 72y (as the X i subsequently
answered regarding vopn »13)?1°

* The x 3 concludes, however, that without the Xn*72 we would have assumed that >m teaches us that even
the 797v71 belongs to the 72y (see ‘Thinking it over’). Therefore it was necessary for the Xn™92 to teach us
that the 197977 (even) of an 72y who is in an v2pn 7y, belongs to the master.

3 See footnote # 4.

% See (718:7) X"wm and 2",
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