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It was not taught, only regarding the owner with the Kohain

Overview

The &n>72 taught, regarding the rule of lending money to a 173, etc. in order to be
repaid from 77N, etc., that if he wants to retract from this deal, he cannot. X955 27
commented that this means that the lender (the 2"n¥2) cannot retract, but the 372
may retract. mo01N explains this ruling.
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This ruling of X955 17 applies even according to the 3339 who argue with @'9 in
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And they do not maintain that the upper hand is by the one who has the

money, nevertheless -
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Here it is not worse than a situation where if there is no 72170 (the produce did

not grow), the 772 does not have to give him other payments -
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Or you may also say like °"'w= explained that here by 1757 nX Mm%, where the
2"7v2 has no need to pull anything from the 372, therefore the 2"7¥2 cannot
retract.

Summary

! The mwn there states that if the buyer (of P?0%0n) paid the money but did not make a 713°wn 1739 (he did not take
possession of the item), both sides can retract from the sale (since 170%vn are acquired by 72°wn but not through
q03). However w"1 argues and maintains that once the money was paid, the seller (who has the money) has the upper
hand, only he can retract from the sale, but not the buyer. In our case here, the 772 has the money (and the 2"ny2
wants the M0 as payment), therefore according to w1 the 772 can retract from this deal (and say he wants to repay
the loan in cash and not have the 2"77¥2 use his 7m7n as payment 77171 9yw>), however the 2"77v3, who gave the loan
and does not have the cash, cannot retract (and say I don’t want to deduct the 70 for payment but I would like to
be paid in cash), but rather he must keep the agreement. However according to the 3127, who maintain that both the
buyer and the seller can retract, why is it that here only the 3772 can retract, but not the 2"7v2.
2 The understanding was that if there will be no crops, the 173 is not obligated to pay back the 2"7va at all, so
certainly the 2"7v2 cannot retract and say, ‘I want my payment in cash’.
$9ya7a"7a.
4 In the case of the sale (in n"3) where the buyer is supposed to make a 72°wn in the 17, which he is buying, and he
did not make the 7>°wn yet, therefore he too can retract. However here, where the 2"7y2 is not taking something
from the nw" of the 175, he is merely withholding the 7mn, therefore he cannot retract, because he is not lacking
any further action; he completed the transaction by lending money to the 372.
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The 1127 agree that only the 372 can retract but not the 2"7v2; either because it was
agreed that 7% 2°7° X% % n°% *57, or because there is no need for 72°wn here.”

Thinking it over
The produce which is being given to the 2"71v2 is a 2?27 X2 XYW 727, so even if we

maintain 229 X2 X2 127 7I3pn 07X, nevertheless the rule is that before it is X2
09>, one can retract, so why cannot the 2"7v2 retract?°

3 See wn nbma on the 1w K2 7"7 X3, for a detailed explanation of 't >"wa Mww.
6 See X"awAm WA,
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