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Rav Huna said either money or 3w — 2% IN 10D IR WK K177 29

OVERVIEW

X117 27 stated that the P> can pay with either money or his choicest fields. moo1n
will first discuss, what is the frame of reference of s'®1%7 217 statement. Secondly
mooin will cite various rulings in 770971 concerning payments of obligations.

- 255994 NP YINY NAY 1DI0DN W
“"w9 explained that X177 27 is coming to reconcile the verses that were

mentioned earlier. One 7109 states that the payment has to be from 2v» and another P10
states that it can be 70> (;7MW). X177 27 began his reconciliation of these two 2°p105 by stating that

you may pay either 793 or 2v».
=9 NUPNY 1Y 19927 DYDY P290N NIV 99D 7298

And it is necessary to maintain that X7 27 did not manage to conclude his
remarks concerning the resolution of this contradiction’ when j»n1 21 challenged

him (on his initial remark). Subsequently X377 27 concluded that 7o> mw is allowed only when
there is no 702 or 2v°», and that resolves the contradiction.

mooin offers a differing view:
= NIND 2002 NIt PHINNIN INPI NN 29 99N Y097 PN

And by some, the text reads X137 29 °»X (which indicates a new discussion),
instead of 7nX X177 27 (which indicates that it is referencing a previous discussion).
And X117 27 is referring to our 7w» where it was taught that payment must be

YORT 2Rl -
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so 11" ruled that it is not necessary to pay only with 3w, but rather payment
may be made with either no2 or 2w,

mooin is discussing now the 719777 ramifications of 2v»:
- [2,7] 22907 NOD 29 YWHIN® 297 1792 XN 297 YD DAYN 24 9902)

And the n's9 explains (in his book) that 597 7993 7"9 and 2" who were
mentioned previously in the xn3; they -

"Rt At

2R,7 A7,

? The initial contradiction was whether av*» is necessary or if 703 mw is sufficient. X177 21 did not respond to this
initially.

* Seemingly this should be 'an7'".
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Argue against 71''% here; for they maintain that all (movable) items are

considered 2uv» even bran -
- Y997 IN 909 IN NIN 209 971 XYY 920 XD 29

However X177 29 maintains that only money or land is considered 2u™a.

According to X177 27 here, one may not pay with 103 MW unless he has no 703 and no yp7p.
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And the 7" ruled like "9 and 5272 77'"9 (that all Pv%vn are 2v°» and may be
offered initially as payment [even if the ?>T has money or ¥277]), for they are the
latter o°x~mx. They lived after X117 21,

mooIn offers a dissenting opinion to the 7"":
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However the n''1 maintains differently, for he explains that there are three
distinct rulings -
= 19210 179N N%Y 1P )XY 2V IN YU N PPNa
By damages the >™» must pay either no> or 2w if he has them, and cannot pay
with other Tvoun.° However if the P> has no 703 or 20, then he can pay even
1°23%. This is category one; by 1°?°11 he pays initially with 7193 and [even] with ypp 20n.
- 5MTA NYN 17909 581 XY SMT 1199 5PN N 2N H¥2)
And by a lender if the borrower has money, he cannot dislodge the lender unless

he pays with money; even property (which is 2vn) is not acceptable (as opposed to 7p13) and
certainly not P2v%un -
= 1197 99932 YHIYN AN NIND 232 (%9 91 Mmans) 2NN NINTI

As is evident in 231577 775 concerning the one who was ascribing his money as
belonging to a gentile -

= DN INRTI ONTINN) AT NIV DT N 9N KD ST 1D 7Y N
And if the borrower has no money, the lender cannot say to him, go bother and

sell your assets and bring money, as the X773 states there.
- (@ 3, 97 D991 P92 PP 132UANTI 1357 12 13 MYV NPN INPM NEMIY N

And a buyer, when it turned out that it was a nullified sale, his ruling is

> Generally we rule like the latter 2°x1mK for they were aware the various conflicting opinions and came to a
decision.

® This is where the 0" argues with the 7"*1 and maintains that the > cannot initially pay with 1210

" In that X3, the m> had money, but he claimed (falsely) it was not his, that it belonged to a *121. Therefore 7"°2
punished him and ordered him to sell his field and pay the m?» with money. Otherwise (where there is no fraud), the
ruling is as mentioned here in the text.
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similar to a n"va as the X ) states later in 779977 P95 that the seller must pay with
money if has it. This is category two; by a n"v2a or a n? he can pay initially only with 503, but
he can pay with 1u%vn if he has no 70>.

= ST ANNY 1AM NIV 9T 195 AN SHIT AN Y¥AY 1Y 1Y IN Y)Y

And a worker even if the employer has no money on hand, the worker can tell

the employer, go bother and sell your assets and bring money to pay my wages -
17999 NOUYY 13 D10 1Y MY 919 PRT (n,n0p 47 xvn x32) NP 12N NIMNTH

As is evident in 7>°%¥m nv277 P19 that the employer cannot say to the employee

take whatever you made for your wages; but rather he must pay him in cash. This is
category three; by a worker he can only pay with 702, regardless.

SUMMARY

X117 27 statement is either in reference to the previous discussion of 703 and 2vn;
or it is referencing our 7IwN.

The 7"°7 maintains that one may initially pay 702 mw for 1p1.

The n"1 (disagrees and) divides the payment obligation into three categories:

A. For 7°p°11 you may initially pay with either 7103 or (even) 2v°»; if not available
then (only) also with 703 mw.

B. For n1"¥2 and a i1 (in a Myv npn scenario) payment must be with 103, not 2v°»
(and certainly not 10> Mw); if 702 is not available, also (even) with o2 Mw (and
certainly with 20°n).

C. For a worker only with 703; period!

THINKING IT OVER
Explain the reasons for the three distinctions of the n"A.
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