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Eventually he avoided them — 375 BIRNWOR N0

OVERVIEW

The X712 relates that X»r 72 7O 27 was able to avoid making a I to accept
responsibility for the 92707 XnwX (in case it will be lost or stolen). MdoIN
explains why the X111 12 were not able to use the claim of 7°2 175 XPW 11X PN
TnX to force 11"'2°7 to return to them the *22707 RNIWK.

It seems that the people of X1 were not lawfully able to force X»r 72 701 27 to
return the °52707 XnwX even though they are not presumed liars -

TINN 92 9997PD NRNOW 1NN PN 99N 81D XD INDY RINY NN HNNT DIYN 139D
This is because truthfully n"2>7 was the m°5w of nww 29 (to bring him back this
92907 RNWR), so the XNnn °12 could not say, ‘nww 27 does not wish to have his
R 792 NTPD’.

SUMMARY
We cannot say X 7°2 11729 K7W X7 PR when the recipient appointed the °%w.

THINKING IT OVER

Seemingly the concept of X 7°2 1M7PD KW 111X PX applies only by a 11775 where
(even though the sender may be X2 21, nevertheless) the owner wants the
actual item returned to him. However by a debt (such as the case here by xnwx
"92107), where the mHwn is N1PINR2 21 why is there the concept of K7W M¥T PR
X 72 M2’

! nww 21 sold *270 (coats?) to the X1 *32 on credit (XNw). He requested from 11""2»7 to bring him back the money
owed to him (from the &nma *13) for the *2270. See ‘Thinking it over’. [See however 2"n.]

? Moo assumes that they could not have forced him legally to return it, for if legally he was required to return it,
why indeed did he avoid them and not return it (or accept responsibility). See o"2mn.

* The X3 previously stated that if the nown is not 1153 P17, he can demand that the n°w return the 117p9, because
the owner of the 117p5 does not want his 175 in someone else’s possession (only by the 7p51). mooIN will now
explain why the X117 *12 could not say this to 17"2™.

* See footnote # 1.

> See n'"'m ,T1RA R"wAnn and "R # 257 onwards.



