w7 "7 'on 2,7 " 702

For we are concerned for two ni2wn> — M2IN> NS 1dRINT

OVERVIEW

Our &n»12 taught that if a 277 VW was found, the 2’221 maintain that you do
not return it (for there is possibility that it was paid), while 01> "7 maintains
that (if there was a 9177) you do return it, for we are not concerned that it
was paid'. In another Xn>92 we learned that if a 721 was found the o"on
maintain that you do not return it to the woman unless instructed to do so by
the husband, while 01 '3 maintains that if they are currently married it is
always returned to the wife (regardless of what the husband claims),
however if they are not married we do not return the 7213 to her,
(seemingly) because there is the possibility that he paid her. This seems to
contradict the first Xn»92. X127 answered that we need to reverse the
opinions of *01° " and the 7127 in the first Xn>72 (meaning that the 1127 are
not Ny197 w»n), and the reason the 7127 maintain that we do not return the
72105 (in the second Xn°°12) is (not because Ny97 1°w>°n7) but rather because
the husband claims that he already wrote her another 721> (when they
realized this 72102 was lost). MO0 explains why it was necessary for X127
to maintain that we are Xn»np 19X,

Moo responds to an anticipated question:
— ZmaImns snwh wh s09 2397 NIPIND I81) R TIDN INDA)

And without reversing the respective views of the 01" ' 1127 in the first
Xn>12, we could not have established in the second Xn>132, that "2y ' is

concerned for two N3N, and therefore he maintains 771> X2 if AWIANI R 7IR9KRNI

(as we explain according to the 7127) -
> n1m Yyan PRYI NYUNRY 9N INNN NHYA NNN DY 19 ONT

' o "1 maintains that as soon as a person pays his debt he rips up the Jvw; since the 70w is present, this
proves that the debt has not been paid.

* Seemingly we could have left the original texts as is in both mn>12; and *ov " is w19% w»n X7 therefore
we return a 21 0W; however regarding a 712103, if she was 7w7an1 W 7117801 we do not return it 2¥27 PRWI
77, meaning if he claims he wrote her another 712102 because we are NM121n3 2% Wwn.

} However if we maintain Xnnp 719K then the 7127 are Nw9? w>n K?; however by 723 (whether she is
married or not), we never return the 72102 if the husband claims I wrote her another 72102, And °01° "1 who
is 113197 w>n agrees that if she is no longer married we do not return the 72103; however, if she is married,
then there is no concern that he paid her, for a 72103 is usually not paid off while they are married. [0 " is
M2 2% wrn K, since a second 712103 is highly publicized and people would have known about it See
QWIna R"AvT e, ]
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For if this is indeed so (that >0y "1 is N1230> "2% w>n) then in the case where
she is still married why would °01° ' maintain that we return the 72102 to
the woman even when the husband does not agree to return it to her and
claims he wrote her another 72112321

SUMMARY
01" "1 who differentiates between 779¥2 nAN 77V and 7WAAN1 IR TI19XNI cannot
be concerned for m2n> 2.

THINKING IT OVER

moon asks if M21n5 2% 1w n then even if she is 792 nn 7Y we should
also not return it.” Perhaps we can say that °01 ' is n12103 '2% w>n, however
here since she claims that she has no 7712103 (and it may be true) therefore we
return the 72102 to her since it is forbidden for a person to live with his wife
without a 72102 even nnx avw?°

* See “Thinking it over’.
3 See footnote # 4.
% See Hxw nbm.

2

TosfosInEnglish.com



