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And he takes the value of his wine from his friend’s honey

Overview

The &n*92 teaches us in the name of 7172 32 131 ' 5w 112 HRyPw ', if a person who
is carrying a barrel of wine meets up with a person whose barrel of honey split open,
he pours out the wine and gathers the honey into his wine barrel, and is entitled to
be paid for his loss of wine from the honey which he saved.! moon clarifies the
details of this case.
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Perforce we are discussing a case where the 7277 052 ®py is wound around the barrel

of honey -
= (307 97 NN 7992 12972 9INRTI 3X9DTP NIPONN NOY N1IYY )5 XY ONY

For if it were not so, the wine owner could say to the honey owner, ‘I have
acquired your honey from 9p2:7’, as the X713 states later in the last P99 (of p"2) -

mooIn asks:
= 999 NYN I 1PNY (ow) NN D992 197D 9N NN 1399 907 51013 ININY 99NN ON)

And if you will say; but why can the wine owner take from the honey, the entire
value of his wine, which he spilled, since the 71wn states later in the last P95 that
the wine owner only receives his wages —

mooIN presents a possible resolution:
- 399 19192 12 3N 239 YV 133 HNYNYS 5397 THT 1519 135819

And we could say that this ruling of 2'"2v1 % 112 5''1 argues with the later 7w -
- 0 00P P NIT D INAT SXNADINA YIYN 199 S9IND KY INTINA 71D 9INT

! The value of honey is more than the value of the wine.

2 Here this would mean that the honey barrel had hoops around it (to reinforce it), so that even after it split or cracked,

the honey does not run out quickly but rather it merely drips out (very) slowly (see 2pva "7 2,70p 2"2 >"w).

3 If the barrel was not reinforced by the 9y, the honey will quickly spill out and be lost to the owner, it is considered

qpo1, and anyone can acquire it (since the owner gives up any hope of saving his honey). However now that the 9py

is wound around the barrel the owner can (temporarily) clasp the barrel tightly, in order to prevent the honey from

leaking out, so he is not w&»n, and therefore it is not po1.

4 See >"wA there X 7"7 that he gets paid 72w 72w *92 75w (the rental value of his barrel, and his wage for his work),

which is considerably less than the value of his spilled wine.

5 The X3 explains why this ruling of 2"2»1 5w 113 *"9 (and of *"1) was not included in the mipn of ywi, it is because

they are the opinion of single individuals. This indicates that others argue with 2"2°7 5w 12 >".

63" 9", According to this X07° in M20IN (see X"w1nn) this means that first the Xno0IN cites a dispute between the p"'n
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As our X723 states shortly, ‘he is not mentioning the view of an individual’, and
so it seems in the Xnpen that after this case regarding, ‘one should not cut down’
he taught this case of the wine and honey.

mooIn rejects this explanation:
— D81 PNNT ONN IR MY 192 XD 139 99T DIV NNDT NINII PN JAN

However it does not appear to be correct, for why should he receive the full value
of his wine, since the honey owner can claim, ‘I would have exerted myself and

saved the honey’ -
- DTN Y1 9Y I8NY NP 7YY 71D TaN %2 TPYU INRPINT 1199

Since we have established that the hoops were around the barrel so he could
have, with difficulty, saved the honey —

moon offers his interpretation:
=N 139 HNX TOV 12N J¥AV 1IPT NINNT PNYY 139290 NI

And it seems to the 5''9 that the X713 later on is where the wine owner spilled out

his wine of his own accord -
- 9819) PNYT SNN NN NIV N1IY WATH H¥a Y 9199V

So that the honey owner can tell him, ‘why did you spill out your wine, I could

have exerted myself and saved the honey’ -
=10 NN TOYY WaTH Yya XY 2 XN YaN

However here we are discussing a case where the honey owner is coming to pour

out the wine in order to save his honey -
=25y 9199 1991 Jya PRY NIN T 2 ININY

Where the courts stipulate that the wine owner cannot prevent him from doing so -
= IWANT TINND 1390 99797 1Y NN 19220 Y'Y 1N HYa 19530 DY 139 T9IVW NION

Rather the honey owner can spill out his friend’s wine against his will, however

he must pay him the value of his wine from the honey -
- 195N HI8NY 5N HY2 ISPV DINAT YV YINIT XOND PYD 9D ROYM

So now this case of wine and honey is similar to the case of a bee swarm where

and 2"2>7 5w 12 " whether one may chop down a branch to retrieve his bee swarm, and afterwards he states the ruling
of 2"2"1 Hw 11 °"1 regarding the wine and honey. Presumably just like the p"n argues about the bee swarm, he also
argues regarding the wine and honey.[However in our Xnooin it states clearly the dispute regarding the wine and the
honey between the P"n (that he only receives 175w) and 2"2°7 5w 12 °"1 (that he receives 1 7).]
7 See footnote # 2. It is understood why he receives 172w, for the wine owner saved him the exertion and toil, but he
does not deserve to receive the full value of his wine. No one asked him to do it.
8 In both cases the one who is in danger of suffering a loss, can impose on his friend to help him (even against his
will), provided that he will compensate his friend for his loss.
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the bee owner chops down the branch against the tree owner’s will in order to save

his bee swarm -
= INYT NN ) DT PY
And the case of the flax is also similar to the two cases of bees and honey -

According to mooIn explanation there is not necessarily a dispute between the ruling of 5w 124"
2"2"7 in this P (that he receives 11> *a7) and the ruling of the mwn later (that 172w XX 17 PX): 1
= 29N NONNA 9OT97 9591 3 NNNUNT DIVN H99RP NI ANTIND 1IWNT INM)

And this which the X923 answers (the question why we do not include the rulings
of 2"21 5w 112 °") ‘because he does not mention the view of a lone opinion’, that

is because we assume that just as the 2°»on argue regarding the bee swarm -
$NYD 2RV TNT 939INND 22 21T (x,1p 91 NINA P93 19PY )INTD

As the ;72w states later in the last P92, so presumably they are also arguing regarding
the other two rulings of 22 5w 112", since they all have the same reason.

Summary
2"2°7 5w 112 "1 maintains that one may impose a temporary loss to his friend in order

to save himself from a greater loss. According to the 2°»21 one may not impose on

his friend, and whoever helps only receives the wage the job demands (but not his
full loss).

Thinking it over

1. According to the conclusion of m»oin there is a dispute between 2"27 5w 112 °"
and the o°»or1 regarding imposing a temporary loss. However is there a dispute in a
case where the 171 9¥2 spilled out his wine voluntarily, how much compensation he
receives?

2. Is it possible to distinguish between the case of 211 where the o°nom explicitly
argue with 2"27 5w 112 °", and the other cases (of 1 and jnws), where perhaps the
D21 agree with 2271 5w 112 °"1 (not as N®OIN maintains)?'

% The third case of 2"27 5w 112 >" that if one needs to transport his linen (flax) he can force the one who is carrying
wood to unload his shipment, and transport the flax instead, provided that he pay for his loss.
19 There may be no dispute for 2"2>1 5w 12 > is discussing where the honey owner is imposing on the wine owner,
while the o5m are discussing where the wine owner spilled his wine voluntarily.
' Seemingly it is not a lone opinion, for the 2131 do not necessarily argue with 2"27 5w 112 > (see footnote #10).
12 See footnote # 8 & 9. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
13 See Tmon waon WK # 175.
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