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Rabi Yochonon — RWINS MRS °2 WINY %15V I°2 ;192197 720 1A 029
maintains; his liability is both before Yiush and after Yiush

OVERVIEW

13M° ' maintains that there is an obligation to pay '™ '7 whether the 0°9v2 were
wX»n before the 77°2m1 72w, or whether they were not wX»». Our MdOIN reconciles
an apparent contradiction in the accepted rules of establishing 175%:.

nvoIn asks:
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It is astounding; for seemingly we establish the ;10977 like 1727 that 28> by itself
is map -
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And we establish the 7077 like "' where he argues with "9, so his obligation to

pay 'm '"7is even after 2N -
= 999 NI ITWI NIV NXIN 1YY 23D WINT 1999 WIN? 9NN 2991 ININ)

But why is he 297 if he was 7011 12w after the owners were wx»», for since the
1297 is that "1p wINs like 1727 ruled, so it turns out that the thief is slaughtering his
own animal and selling his own animal?!

N1B0IN answers:
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And one can say; that it is possible that in this instance we do not establish the
79271 neither like 7727 that °1p 70 x> and neither like "' that 121 wx° *19% P2 7arn
WIR® NRY; the reason for this departure from the norm is -
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Because there are many 2’8718 who argue regarding these two issues, of v
73, and when the 21’17 of ' '7 is applicable (before or after wIX).

' See 2,27 "2 and the 0"awA there Xn>?m 7"7 that in the disputes between 70 27 737 the 7397 is like 727 (except
for three disputes). 101 27 7127 argue whether 17 72 WX or not (on X,10 77).
? See X2 Mn2 where X2 stated that in the arguments between "1 *", the 71297 is like " (except for three
disputes).
3 13 " and X2 (on R,10) argue whether WX is 71p. On X,n0 77 there is a dispute between nww 27 ,3a11 " and '
q1y9% when the 21n of 'm '7 applies (before or after wIX®).
* The 79971 is like 7727 against A0 27 (and like *" against ") only when it is these two disputants that are arguing
(only 7121 against 701 17, and only "1 against "), however when other 27X enter into the fray, these rules are
suspended, and therefore there is no need to reconcile 727 with *"1.
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SUMMARY
Certain established rules regarding who is the accepted authority are valid only
when we are discussing the original disputants (not when others are also involved).

THINKING IT OVER

7127 stated previously that he is uncertain whether wX® is X072 7P or 112177,
If we assume it is 732777, there will be no contradiction, since the 11 of 712771 VIR,
is merely that the 213 need not return the item but just pay the owner instead
(because of 2°aws nipn), however it does not make it completely the s'213 and it
cannot remove the Xn>7IX7 211 of the 213 paying "M '7. What is the contradiction
here?!°

> See X, 0.
® See 719N WM XN # 67.
2

TosfosInEnglish.com



