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This is according to w''2 — K577 ORRR N2 %1 N7

OVERVIEW

XY?°R "1 maintains the by ?°X nwy1 1770 there is no payment of ' '7 since the thief is
np through "°w. He is contradicted by a Xn»72 which states that there is a
payment of M '7 by a R 7wy 79v. nww 17 answers that the Xn>»12 follows the
view of ¥"2 who maintain (concerning j1nX) that "°w is not 712 (and therefore
there is a 210 of "1 '7)." Our MooIN will analyze the answer of nww 1.
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This answer (that ¥"2 who maintain N0 XYY oA is 127P% MOR, are those who
maintain that 7177 13°X ") is not valid according to X329 who maintains in the
beginning of X»p »1357 PO -

= DINNANT OIVN INNIY 592 290N MY NPT
That w''2 forbade this ‘changed’ 110X only for ‘upon high’ (to bring as a 127p) since

it is despicable (that a 1277 should be brought from something that was involved in a sinful
act); however generally even "2 agree that 711 "11°w. According to X279, the answer of WY 17 is
not valid. Even ¥"2 (may) agree that 7 *11°w, but by 70X it is 70K since it is T227 O*RX.

nooIN asks:
= 9" YN NN Iy INT 311’5 9793 990 9NN ON)

And if you will say; how is he comparing them; what connection is there

between 313K and %1%, When we are discussing "W it is in regards as to who is the owner;
however when we are discussing jInX there is no question as to who owns the flour (it belongs to
the 717 as were the °vn), it is a question of MoK, whether the MO X of jINX extends to a change in
the status of the 7InX, but there is no issue concerning the ownership as there is by "1°w.

nv0IN answers:
= NN MY NN XIN MINT 19 ONX NP MY IRT 930PT 9D YN

And one can say that nww 27 maintains that if 11’2 would be ;7232 then it would
be fitting to permit an 310X that was changed -

' "2 maintain that if he paid the 717 with 2°on (for her 13nx) and she ground it into flour, it is still 290X to be brought
as a 1N J27p as if it were the original 130X (a sheep or flour which is forbidden to brought as a j27p), for the 1w
does not change its status as 717 JINX.
? X2 argues that we cannot infer from the ruling of w"2 concerning 11nX that they maintain 717 X "w. The can
maintain that "W is 711p, however by 11X even though there was a "W in the 70X it is still 7109 for a 127p since it is
0°Xn to bring such a 127p.
? See “Thinking it over’.
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For the changed 710X should be considered as something else (not j1nX), for it is
not the same thing that she received as an 311nX payment and therefore it should

not be considered despicable. However, since w'"2 maintains that it is still considered as
7K, this proves (according to nww 27) that "W is not Anp.”

SUMMARY

X127 maintains that even if "1°w is 712 the changed 710X cannot be brought as a 7277
since it is 222 ©X1X; while NWW 27 maintains that if 71p »°w, then the changed
item is considered a different item and would not be considered 7237 D°Xn.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Is MooIn question directed more towards NWw 27 or towards X217 (or equally to
both)?°

2. How can we explain the np17rn between X217 and nww 27 that even when there is
a 1w there is a still dispute whether the idea of 0°XnX can prevent it from being
brought as a 127p?

3. What would be the ruling (according to X¥?°X 27, according to nww 217) if she
received a 1190 for her 130X and it turned into an °X; can it be brought as a 1?’

* If we maintain 717 "W then the thief is not required to return the ‘changed’ object; since we cannot apply the
injunction of 713 WK 72°137 NX 22w, for it is not the 713 WK 79°13 but something different. The same should apply to
710X that if it changed then it is not the 1nX. See ‘Thinking it over # 2.

> X271 obviously disagrees and maintains that even if 7P "W, nevertheless it is forbidden to bring the flour for a
129p since it is 71237 DRNX.

® See footnote # 3.

" See oW YR
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