NP1 a7 'on 2 "2 7"oa

The [division] (dispute) — nPYenn

OVERVIEW

The Xn»2 taught that if the Mm% and the Mm% are VW2 217X there is a
dispute between °27, who maintains that in order for the m» to collect
(half), the 70w needs to be 2»pn, and A"2w" who maintains 177> even
without avp. T¥y9X " qualifies the Xn>12 and says that the npYonn is when
they are both holding equally the 9o and the 77n; if however one is
holding the 091 and the other is holding the 770, then each one receives
what he is holding. A cursory reading would indicate that in a case of X
27N PITR 7RI 090 717X there is no PPN between °27 and 3"awn. However,
both >"w7 and Mo reject this interpretation.

— 259513 13 PYNY 139 TIRDT IPIIN? 139907 191w WD
»"w+ explained that the word 'n7>nn' here refers to the ‘division’ which

a""awn ruled that the 79 191 divide the debt in the 0w -
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And he is correct in that he did not want to explain 'n>%nn' to mean that

the dispute between 539 and 3''2w is only when they are both holding the om0

and the 77N equally -
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Because how can 71¥%X 1 conclude, ‘but if one is holding the o2, etc.’;

which would indicate that in this situation there is no dispute between 21
and 2"2w" -
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And this is not so; for even in that case where one is holding the 09 etc.,
the m>n will not receive anything according to 37 if the 20w is not 27px.

SUMMARY
nP12nn here means dividing the qvw. According to °27 the mM%» can never
collect his debt (even if he holds the entire 0W) unless the W is o™pax.

U npwonn aa.

% q1yoR M is saying that we divide the money of the quw equally according to 3"aw (and according to 27 if
it is a o™pn ww; see ‘Thinking it over’ # 1), only if both parties are holding on equally to the 771 091N,
but not if they are holding different parts of the Tvw.

? According to 27 the M can always claim (727 Wn2) *nyIo if the T0Ww is not 2pn, even if the M9n is in
total possession of the uw
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THINKING IT OVER

1. *"w1 mentions that nponn refers to the ruling of a"awn that P1om.*
Seemingly "7 agrees that if it is a 2> pn W the rule is }1717°. Why then did
>"w1 limit this npY>m to 32w and did not include 212!

2. Why indeed did 2139% "1 use the term npY?nn (which [almost] universally
means a dispute), when he meant the division of 1?1%1°; he should have said
121 171717 °R or something similar?!

* See footnote # 2.
> See npYonn "7 M3 M7 7 and 1"HN # 69.
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