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"15 X9xY V3R — Four for a (tanner') [hide?], etc.

Overview

The X713 relates that ¥°117 purchased a field which was adjacent to s'X1°27
field(s). X1°27 as a X7¥n 72 who has the first refusal rights to this property
sought to evict X117 from the property he purchased. [X1°27 would obviously
reimburse X117 the price he paid.] X790 27 prevented X1°27 from doing this.
He explained to X127 that people say that a poor tanner (X2%), as well as a
rich tanner (X97%), requires the same four loaves of bread to sustain himself.
Similarly ®°117, the poorer of the two, requires this field (at least as much as
you, X127, do) to sustain his family. Therefore your claim as X7%» 72 should
be set aside in the interest of affording X°117 a profitable livelihood®. nvoIN
has various difficulties with this interpretation.

mooIn has a question:
an wan awpn oawnpn ws® — The n'2 has a difficulty with s™"ws
interpretation”.

172 P IR X7 — for we are not merciful in judgment. A case must be
decided on its merits, without taking into account the financial situation of the litigants. If
X1°27 was a rightful X7%¥» 12, then the financial plight of &°117 should not be considered.
X1°27 should have the right to evict X’17.

mooin asks a second question:
"P190% R1°2% 120 MRPT 7 — and furthermore the X 3 states that X129
proposed to remove x°11 from his newly acquired property. The word ‘proposed’ —

N2 yvw yawn — indicates that X939 was mistaken; that he proposed to
evict him, but was informed that legally he had no right to remove &°17. However
according to s""w" interpretation, X1°27 had every right to remove X°117. It is just that 27
X790 convinced him not to do so on account of complying with the injunction of nwwn
210m w R, The term 20", would seem inappropriate according to >"w7D.

mMooIn has an additional question:
WY ORI IND W an 7Y — and furthermore, what does this story have
in common with our X1 here. Why is this story mentioned here?

mMooIN anticipates a possible answer:
N°I19Y RI°292 S99KRT 2w SR — perhaps it is mentioned here because it is
concerning X1°29 and X°I%9, as in the previous story of X127 surrounding ®°117. The

"' in his first (and last) 2179 translates X9% as a ‘tanner’.
"1 in his second w10 as well as N9OIN translate X9% as a ‘hide’
* This ‘Overview’ follows s""wA first interpretation.

* See ‘Overview’.
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first story is relevant to our X210, for it is discussing the case of the 7wn concerning a
AP A°pn. Once the X703 related one story of X127 and X°117 concerning ARP° N 7°pn it also
cited an additional story, even though it is not relevant to our X13.

mooIn rejects this answer, for if this is the reason that he mentions it here, then -
(8,67 A7 Kyoxn x33) PAPRTT STWYR 921 9115 — he should also mention the story of
Bapni P79, where the X3 relates that —

T RI9297 RPN X117 — K111 was the sharecropper for X31937. The x 3 there
relates a story concerning X117 and X127, and nevertheless that story is not mentioned
here.

PRAYRRT 572 90 737 — and these two stories of our X973

ann "1 on»% — should also be mentioned there according to this line of
reasoning (that the X723 prefers to combine various stories concerning the same people).
Why is it that two stories are mentioned here and another different story is mentioned in
n"2? This indicates that only these two stories mentioned here are related to each other,
not the story in »"2. The question is what is the connection between these two stories?

mooIn has one final question:
=Y R X927 7 — and furthermore the word X®2 means leather
NDORT7 RO RATT ORM (x,15 17 qup 7o) JIARTD — as the X3 states in P, ‘what

is a wa7? The X explains that it is a leather bed’. This would seem to
contradict s""w interpretation that X9¥ is a tanner”.

mooin offers a different interpretation:

NI°297 ROXR RYIN 277 2n w529 2R — the n''9 says that X°17 bought
land bordering s'R1°21 field, as well as his own field —

MTW 2NN XK 19577 — that is on the boundary of those fields —

MIMT YaIR» NX1°29 795pPRT — which X129 surrounded X°111 from all four

sides. The field that he bought was inside and adjacent to the encircling fields of X1°27 as
well as to s'8°117 field

DYDY AR JIRR RI2T 79 — K121 shared a common boundary with this field
that X°117 bought on three sides —
nAR MR XM — and X°11 shared a boundary on this new field that he

bought, from only one side®. k1327 was of the opinion that since his properties are
adjacent to this property (that X’117 bought) on three sides, whilst 8’17 was adjacent only
on one side, therefore he, X1°27, should be considered the true X1%7 92, and be able to

> See X "7 *"wA, where *"w1 comments similarly that X%% refers to the leather and not the tanner. For a
defense of *"w0, see nw %10 et al.

® The four fields of X121 formed a box enclosing two fields. x>111 originally owned one of these fields
([say] the northern one, the southern boxed in field belonged to someone else. X111 then bought this
(southern) field, which was on his southern boundary. The other three sides of this field (east, west, and
south) were adjacent to s'x1°21 fields.
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remove X117 from the property. This explains the reason why (only) these two stories are
both related here. The first story sets the scene for the second story.

mMooIN questions s'R1°27 reasoning that he should take priority over X°117:
(3,7p 07 RyvEn Na3) 2APRTA MART 23 9 XY — and even though the X713 states in
Dapni P

N9x% 513 29X %17 — these four people that border a property (from different
sides) that is up for sale, and each one claims that he should have priority in buying this
field —

121 ¥ i 29797 — where one of them proceeded and bought the
property, without the consent of the other three, the rule is —

137 1217 °X% — whatever he bought — he bought. It is his. The others cannot take
it away from him. They cannot argue that we are also X7%¥» °12. Since the buyer himself is
a X7¥» 12, they have no right to remove him from the property. Seemingly here too, since
X117 was a X1¥1 72 and he already purchased the property, &1°27 had no right to remove
XoIA.

mooIn responds, that our case is different than in %2pni pao.

"?190% R1°37 120 21p» 951 — notwithstanding that X°137 was also a R¥n 12,
X1°27 planned on removing x°m.

PTIX 'An 1R onw awn — for X127 was abutting this field from three
sides —

NAR 71972 29 X117 — however X111 was abutting only from one side. 1t is not
comparable to the case of 23pnn. There, none of the other X7%» °12 had an advantage over
the fourth &7¥» 72 who purchased the property. They were all X7¥» °12 on one side only.

Therefore they could not remove him. However here where X1°27 was a X7%¥» 72 on the
majority of the boundaries, he should have the right to remove &°117. Nonetheless -

NTD0 27 ;79 %R — X790 21 said to X102

RYEY Y298 SWIR R — people say four o°17 are paid for a piece of leather
ST "7 37285 I09% AR 91TA Mwh w1 — meaning that one needs to pay the
tanner four 2°17 to cure a large piece of hide —

Tup MY 89935 "1 — and four 0°171 need to be paid for a small hide

DITAT 12 13 JuPT 32 19 X e — this teaches us that it is required to
give the same amount of money from one who cures the small hide as from
one who cures the large hide.

91732 M5 Jupa 7w wow — for an equal effort is required to cure a small
hide as for a large hide. Therefore the tanner takes the same price for both.

"»1 827 — here too by the case of X121 and X117

NOX2 927 N197 Xavw OR% — what is the reason for the law of X93% 93, that he
has the first refusal right to the property?

210 PMITR o 1w 2w — in order that all his fields be near each other —
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nnR a3 Jwrs 951w — so he will be able to plow them all together’

AN Mm% XR K7 799 — therefore X110 is considered an equal X937 92
(even though he abuts) from (only) one side

MmN AR INRW 2 — just as you — XI°27 are a X1¥» 72 (even though you
border) on three sides. The difficulty 111 will have in plowing two separate fields is
equal to the difficulty X1°27 will have in plowing the fourth field separate from his three
fields. Once any X7¥» 72 buys an adjacent property the other X737 °12 cannot protest. X117
will derive the same benefit from his two fields being together, just as X1°27 would derive
from his four fields being together. The example from the tanner teaches us that the two
benefits are equal®. This answers Mmoo first question. X190 21 granted ®'11 the field not
on account of his poverty, but rather because X°117 is considered the same XX 72 as
X1°21. The second question is also answered; that ¥1°27 indeed erred in assuming that he is
the primary X7%¥» 72.

moon offers another explanation:

WD 277928 29 397 — And 27792K ' explained -

N°119 3217 RYIR 777 — that this field that X119 purchased —

N19297 X93°2K8 — on the boundary of s'81°39 fields —

M7 IMIRT RIXNR 117 — this means that he purchased a field on the
boundary of those fields of 1737 -

1772 ©99R X117 19w — in which X319 was a sharecropper of those fields

T RID2TT RPNW RO JRRTD — as we just cited the X3 in 92pna P19 that
N°111 was a sharecropper by Xis2-.

N1329% X720 27 719 %RpP 39 — and this is what X799 27 said to X1v29

22 YRR N2 XU PRW D Yy nX — even though X117 does not own

anything in the fields of X121, so how can he claim that he is a X7¥7 12 on the field
that he just bought; when in truth X1°27 was the proper X7¥» 72, since he actually owned
the adjoining property —

372 R 9IRI7 239 Yon — nevertheless since X°117 works on the adjoining
property (that belongs to X1°27) —

[9'[17::] 1I%% RI7T 997 — X111 is considered a X9%» 93 [just as you — xra1]. Xm0
derives a benefit from the fact that the field he bought borders the fields he is
sharecropping (s'R1°27 fields). He will be able to tend to his own field while he is tending
s'R1°27 fields.

K95 7wa98 swR s xT (‘"10) - for people say, ‘four for the hide’ meaning

=077 %Y 17 '7 7101 — one pays four 191 for the hide -

7 See “Thinking it over’ # 2.

¥ Alternately the “folk saying’ gives us an insight into the "7 of X1%7 92. The same work that is required for
a large hide is (basically) required for a small hide. Similarly the same effort of plowing two fields is
(basically) required to plow one field.

’ The "2 emends the X077,

' See previous footnote. The "2 amends the word 13 to read Tm2.
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K935 309 791x 39 151 — and one must pay in addition the same amount to
the tanner —

=077 DR 72T 1IRY — for the craftsman who cures the hide. This expression
conveys the idea that the value of the work to process the material is equal to the value of
the material itself. Therefore, ¥°117, the sharecropper is an equal X7%¥» 92 as X127 the
owner.'' They have an equal interest in acquiring the adjoining field.

Summary
mooin asks four questions on "1 interpretation'” of the dispute between

X1°27 and X°117 concerning who is the X7¥n 72,

1. In a 770 77 we are required to follow the law, and not rule on the basis of
mercy. Why did X790 27 award the field to X°117?

2. From the expression X1°27 120, it seems that X3°27 erred in his judgment.
Seemingly there is no error at all.

3. Why is this story of X7¥n 92 cited in our X3? It seems to have no
relevance, here.

4. X5¥ means a hide; not a tanner.

mooin offers two interpretations of this story:

A. X127 boxed in two fields with his surrounding fields. X°117 owned one of
this fields, then bought the other. X1°27 was of the opinion that since he is a
X7xn 72 from three sides of this field and X117 was a X7%¥»n 72 from only one
side therefore he, X1°27, should have priority and be considered the rightful 72
XIXn. X190 21 explained to him, using the example of curing hide, that it cost
the same amount to cure a large hide as a small hide. Similarly the gain for
X°117 is the same as the gain for X1°27.

B. ®°117, who was the sharecropper of 1’27 bought a field adjacent to those
of X1°29, which would enable him to take care of his own field whilst he is
caring for s'®1°27 fields. X127 thought that he should be considered the
rightful X7¥»n "2 since he owned the property adjacent to the field in
question, while X117 merely worked (as a sharecropper) on the adjacent
fields. X190 21 corrected X1°21 by pointing out that the cost of labor X77%, is
the same as the cost of material X?%. This places the worker and the owner
on an equal basis as far as X7¥n 72 is concerned.

INL

Thinking it over
1. What are the relative advantages of each of the two 0°¥17°n of NMv0IN over
the other y17°n?

"It seems that this answer does not resolve 2o third question; why is this story mentioned here. See
X" nn. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 1.
2 See ‘Overview’.
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2. Why (in first answer) did m901n find it necessary to specify the reason
why a X% 72 has a priority in the adjacent field?"

3. Which story happened first; the first story or the second?

4. Does a tenant possess the rights of a X7xn 72?

13 See footnotes # 7 & 8.
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