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@o i am a ]ﬂn ti'lat needs to borrow a iarge sum O{: money
during my engagement. My Rebbl and a feiiow yungerman
lcrom the i<oiiei are more than i‘lappy to jointiy iend me ti’le
money. We agreed that i WOUiCI return ti}e ioan FiVe monti‘ls
after i gOt married. Am ] aiiowed to give tilem a broci‘na under
the n=n or not?

3. To give andato the yungerman would be 11ox. However,
giving a brocha to the Rebbi would depend on the reason it is
being done. If it is in appreciation for the loan, it would be
1ox. However, if it is being done to honor the Rebbi it would
be allowed.

@xplunuﬁnn: Generally, whenever one borrows money

(or any other item in a way that haiaciiica”y would be
considered a ioan), it's MOR to give him anything as
appreciation for the loan, from the time of the origination of
the loan until after its paid up. In addition, just praising the

iender that i]e is ”a virtuous person” WOUid aiso be NDN.

However, any favor one would have done for the lender
regardless of the loan, can be done for the lender during the
duration of the loan, as it has noti’ning to do with the loan.

The exception is a favor that is done in pubiic, as Chazal felt
that whenever many people see the favor being done, there is
a chance that someone may start investigating into the why
this favor was done and realize that there was a previous loan
which is now being reciprocated with a favor. However, if it’s
a favor that is obvious to all that it is being done for reasons
other than an appreciation for a loan, then even if it’s done in
pui)iic, it would be 1nm.

Getting back to our case. If the 1nn is only giving the T2,
because of the loan, it would be mox regardless of whether it's
in public or not. However, if he would do it irrespective of the
loan, then if he is giving the M1 in pui)iic, it depends ifpeopie
would wonder why he is giving this 71223, Since its widespread
practice to give one’s Rebbi a brocha under the nmn then we
can assume that no one is going to question why he got it, and
it would be allowed. Yet, regarding the yungerman, since it is
not something that is always done, we need to worry that
people might wonder why it's being done, and it would be
DR,

Accepting Extea Responsibility
for n Rental

@. | have a furnished apartment that | rent to young couples. | would like
to write in the contract that if any of the furniture gets damaged for any
reason, even at no fault of the renter, instead of repairing the item, or
replacing it with a used one (worth the same value as the damaged item
at the time of damage), he will be obligated to replace it with a brand
new one. Will this stipulation create a problem of n»an or not?

&. It would depend on whether the rental price includes the furniture or
not. If the landlord is required to provide the furniture as part of the rental
agreement, and the price of the rental includes a fully furnished
apartment, then it would be Mbx according to many authorities. However,
if the furniture is not reflected by the price, as the landlord added
furniture as a bonus, then it would be permitted.

Before we explain this ruling, we would like to review some important
basic concepts which often get overlooked. The first concept is that
lending n"2M1 in not limited to money. Rather, N2 applies to other
items as well. Secondly, although the term "borrower" is a generally used
expression, in N2 1T you are only considered a m? / borrower if the
item borrowed is used up through its usage and the borrower needs to
replace it when it is returned. However, if one does not need to replace
the item, rather he may return the item itself, that would be considered
either a N?2Xw or M 2w depending on the terms. Nevertheless, even a
renter may at times be considered a m? when he accepts too much nmnx
for the item. For example, if one rented an item on condition that he must
replacethe item that was rented with a brand new one, we would consider
him to be a m? and not a 1.

Getting back to our case. If the landlord is required to provide the
furniture as part of the rental agreement, then essentially besides for
renting the apartment the tenant is also renting the furniture. Now,
although generally one may obligate a renter to be responsible for D*onx
on items that have wear and tear, while still retaining his status as a 12w.
Nevertheless, that holds true if he is only required to pay the value of the
item at the time of damage. However, if he will need to pay the original
value that it was at the time of the original rental agreement, this is too
much responsibility to still consider him a 12w and he would be
considered a Mm% instead. Therefore, since in our case because of his
extreme N1MNX N?212 he is considered a borrower not a renter, it would
emerge that the rental payments are n"a™, as he is considered a borrower
(on the furniture) who is paying (with rent) more than what was borrowed.
(The n22n for D™ Tavp may be different as the 1ann is lenient in this case.)

However, if the furniture is not included in the rental agreement, then
although he may technically be considered a m?, nevertheless, since the
rental payments are not going towards the usage of the furniture, it
therefore follows that there is no additional payment to be considered
nan.

Q. In the case where the furniture is included in the rental, and the
landlord required the renter to pay for 0'o1IX at the value they were worth
at the time of the damage, within ten days of the damage. Would he be
allowed to include that if the tenant failed to pay for the damaged item
within that period, he would then be obligated to replace the item with a
brand new one?

&. It is \mn. Though the obligation to pay for the damages within a
certain time frame may be considered a loan on a rabbinic level, and
charging a late fee could be n»a. Nevertheless, since the rule is that one
may charge a one-time late fee on a type of loan, which charging interest
on them, would only be 1312771 n*an, here too that rule applies, and one
may charge a one-time late fee. .5




You'll owrr the hlhouse
rnow, and the rerrrairrirnng
debt of $300,000 will
be indexed to the rate

of irnflatior.

Did you know? If one did not pay back a loan for many years and subsequently
the value of the dollar diminished, it would still be 770X to add any money when
repaying the loan in order to adjust it to the inflation rate.
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It has come to our attention that there
are some mortgage brokers offering Rﬂuy‘;m :‘;"7’; ’Prm’! :?y’f ™ R"n)-;n‘;
loans with PennyMac. Although e
PennyMac is happy to lend with a valid
Heter Iska, nevertheless, one must Y7 2TT OV R 1A nom o by
request it. WAR BTN S e
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broker did not offer their Heter Iska, or
used an expired / invalid one. =
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