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There, there certainly is a swindler — SR121 RDOR ORI AN

OVERVIEW

The X132 explains that our 71wn can follow the view of *07° "7 who maintains
that by *w°%w n1n we rule niw X7 for all three man. The difference is that by
Wow I there is a *Rx7 X7, however in our mwn there is no certainty of a
X7 since we can presume that they picked it up together. msoin will
explain both cases (1'1 11 and zn’bw)

mooIN explains that since by *w°%w mn there is a "R X7 -
— SN2 99w NINY N19a 0) *hdY 0P Y

Therefore we punish him and disallow him even from something which is
certainly his. That explain why 01> ' rules m% X7 on everything -
— NI NITT MNAIN 791 Y112 999990 9N NI YaN
However here in our mw»n we may assume the possibility that they both
picked it up simultaneously so therefore there is no 8% --
S:D"h‘P 192)7 NIIY 920 11 Yoy

For each one assumes that he picked it up first. He is not lying maliciously as
in the case of *w°%w 7n; rather in his imagination he picked it up first. Therefore since
there is no °X17 °X7 we can rule 1om.

SUMMARY
A °&n7 "8 1s punished that he does not even receive what is due to him. If
he is lying unknowingly, he is not considered a *XnA.

THINKING IT OVER

Moo explains than when there is a *X»7 °XT), we punish him that he does
not receive even his due.’ However seemingly here, by '3 71, we are not
merely punishing the X197, but we are also punishing the honest person. How
can we justify this?!

"It is seemingly not understood why *Xx»7 *)7 should cause that (according to *o1 1) we should not return
to each one the 711 that is certainly his.

? Tt is seemingly not understood why 723X *777 72 %7110 X»°X should make it not *xn1 °XT, when each
one claims 7NR¥N "IX.

? See “Thinking it over’.

* This resolves the question in footnote # 1.

> This resolves the question in footnote # 2.

% See footnote # 3.
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