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And partners who stole —2anw 1PeNIWN

OVERVIEW

X217 maintains that 17°2an 71p XS 17°2n% OX°x» 230 however there is an
exception in the case of 7°72n% "n1 °31 Pwo1% °517 M. He proves his point
from the fact that if one steals for his friend; the sender is Mo, however if
1213w 7MY they are 21, Our NMo0IN explains what this 1213w oMW is.

— (2,ny9m 'NNIP X222 RNONT 19530 NPT INYTY NISINY DI0NPA ¥
»'"w explained the meaning of 1213w 75mWwn is that he took it out of the
possession of the owner for himself and for his acquiescing friend as is
mentioned in P''2 ndon.

mooIn disagrees with >"wA:
— 25N %Y NAVI RY 99N TR NNV 29N NNV ONNT NNII PN)

And it does not appear to be so (that we are referring to the X092 in p"2);
for there in p"2 the X713 is discussing slaughtering a stolen animal, and
regarding 7113w even if one says to his friend, ‘go and slaughter for me a

neighbor’s animal’, the sender is 2977 -
— 5N M99 20NN (uy 970w 1OWTE

For we interpret the word nrn which is written by 77°011 7m°2v, to include
4
a mhw.

mooIn offers his interpretation:
:* 019w 179230V 129V Pomy NYN

Rather 1213w 19202 means they picked up and acquired the 7213 together.

! This is how 711 27 there interprets the X072 of 121 1213w Pamws.

2 17,83 (2°vown) Mnw reads: WA DAN XX Y2IRY NWI_NAN falii7al P2 AWKAN 1722 IR 720 AW IR MW WK 2110 2.

? Generally there is a rule that 7972y 1279 W% TX; so if someone steals something for his friend, only the
oW is 21, but not the n>wn. However by the 211 of "M '7, the nin 7Moo teaches us that 77%y 227> YW wo.

* X210 is arguing that even if we maintain that 1°am 73p X2 1an> 7X°¥a 7awan nevertheless we can still
maintain that 7°12n% *n1 *51 wsi1? *317 . However he cannot prove this from 1213w 1amwi (according to
"9, who interprets this to refer to the Xn»92 of 77°2m1 77°2w), for there (by 717°2m1 fn"av) even if there is
no 7wo17 *517 11 (he did it only for the mwn), the nwn is (NP and therefore) 2.

> According to Mo we are not referencing the X012 in "2 (concerning ™), but rather logic compels us
to rule that if two people stole together they are both liable (otherwise people would always steal together).
6 %21 proves his argument as follows: if two people stole, then seemingly neither can be 721 for the other
since 772y 7272 MW PR, and if we would not maintain 31 w17 *317 13, then how can they be 2>n for this
7271 since they never acquired it (for neither of them picked it up by himself). This proves that even though
772y 9272 9w 1R and one cannot be 707 for the other exclusively, but if it is 7wo17 *31 then 17°720% 3 *o1.
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SUMMARY

"W maintains that 1213w 1oMWw references the XnN™12 in pP"2 regarding a
person who stole on behalf of himself and his partner, while m»oIn
maintains that 1213w 15N means that two people stole it.

THINKING IT OVER

According to n»oIn what would be the ruling if he stole it 17°21 nYT21 NYTH
or if he was m1p it for himself and his friend (if we assume 7IR>X7 772307
1P T3P KD 10an)?

7 See 1981 772 297 MIX "9 ;"M and 7'0R # 44 - 54.
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