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There is no concern of ¥a77 P — RWS3 RIWSH W% 713 DO

OVERVIEW

X117 27 12 727 stated that anything which is said in the presence of three people
there is no concern (anymore) of transgressing the prohibition of ¥171 1Ww5.! Our
Moo explains the reason for this ruling and resolves an apparent contradiction to
this explanation.

mdoIn explains the reason for this ruling:
— 241w 1910 1Y IN NYDT

For since there is publicity (if it is said in the presence of three people) so
ultimately he (the subject in question) will know of this conversation.

mooIn anticipates a difficulty:
— INPYN 1 NI 1IN OMTY NN ITPON N JY MYNYT ) bY 9N

Even though that by an oral loan (which is not documented) the m>» cannot
collect from the buyers even if the loan was made in the presence of many

witnesses -

— (xanqm JAPY MNT *RYD 1Y 1997 DIVN NNYD)
And the reason the 7% cannot collect from the MIMpPY is as the Xna states later,
because a "V 7% has no publicity; but this seemingly contradicts what Mmoo just stated
here that if it was said in the presence of three there is a 917, so why on one hand the m>» cannot
collect from the mmp> (for there is no 7?), and on the other hand it is not 1"7% and it is a valid
nxmn (because there is a 919)?!

mooin replies:
- 4‘]’?’ NYINI POVT INDT DIVN NNRYL NN ONNT

For there (by a 8"y m%n) there is a reason why there is no 91, since the one who

' See the XKn»7 77 0"2w1 (on the "X TmY) and the following ('277) n*> "7 Moo for a more detailed explanation of
this ruling. See also »"n1 on 3 71"7 X,057.
* See footnote # 1.
? The rule is that a Tvwa Mmv» can be collected from the Mmp> who bought property from the m> after the loan;
however a 9"y 7791 cannot collect from the mmpY. The difference is that by a 9"y m>n there is no 7, so no one is
aware that the m> owes money, therefore it is not ‘fair’ to punish the innocent buyers that their purchase should be
taken from them by the m>n. However by a quwa mo» there is a 217 and the mmp? knew of the risk they are taking
that their properties may be taken away from them by the m>», therefore they are not being hurt ‘unfairly’.
* A person does not want it to be known that he owes money for this will affect him adversely in his business
dealings. See ‘Thinking it over’.
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borrows, borrows in secrecy therefore the witnesses do not publicize it,” however by (1"
or) Xy, where it is not a loan, if it is said Xn>n 582 there is a 7.

Mmoo offers an additional distinction:

129TNAY NN ARNM Y157 IND 9N 2990 93199 19 11919 NP 31 PYT PN ONNT I
And in addition, there by a loan, the witnesses do not know who will buy the
property of the mY, so that they should inform him that your seller owes money
and the property is indentured, however (regarding 7xrn) whoever knows of the
nxrn will tell the i, since the mxm» must include who is the current P>rmn.”

SUMMARY
Something said in the presence of three is publicized (except for a loan, since he
borrows secretly).

THINKING IT OVER

What would be the ruling (according to the first explanation of mooiwn) if the m>
tells the (three) witnesses that they should publicize the loan;® or (according to the
second answer of mdoIN) if the witnesses are aware who is purchasing property
from the .'iﬁ,9 can the Mm% collect from the 2>723Wn (since it is publicized and/or
they are aware who is buying)?'

> See 1 M 7"210 that the witnesses understand the s’ need for secrecy and they do not publicize the loan.
% See “Thinking it over’.
7 See previously 2,07 that a proper fXm2 is when he says 121 )7 X325 X2199.
¥ See footnote # 4.
? See footnote # 6.
' See X 7"10.
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