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And if he seized, we do not extract it from him

Overview

The X713 concludes that X01p 1"o and it cannot be collected (from the p°12) in
%22. However if the pr1 is 0910 (the property of the p>n, up to the value of
his pri7) we allow him to keep it. Md0IN puts restrictions on this X0¥oN.

—19°P91) NYT 9INP NINWH IX 295 [19)9 1KY PI1NN] 09N N NPT 05 19229 9N
The n''1 says this ruling that if the 771 seized payment, 7"°2 does not extract
it from him, is only if the pr1 seized [the P itself, for instance if he
seized] the dog or the cat (that damaged), it is only then that the X773 states

that 7"°2 does not extract it from him -
— Zo1nn NYWA INDY ONX 12 PIINNY 91VW 039N 1950 Lprtnad

For concerning the p1%, the 252517 were lenient’ that the pr3 may hold on

to it if he took it at the time of damage -
— N2 NPINN 0 JaN

However concerning anything else, the P1°1 cannot seize it and keep it -
— NYPN Y N2 11PN NY DIDNPY 927 Y53 INT

For if the ruling would be that whatever the P11 seizes we do not extract it

from him, it will result in a debacle -
— 991990 N8I NI 1Y 9UN T9 91N annY N 01nT

For either today or tomorrow the pr1 will rob all that the P1 possesses
and 7"2 will not extract it from him -

— PRV ANN AN T NN TMDIP 3397 137 1IN PRT
since we do not judge no1p s1>7(outside of *"X), and the P> will lose more
than he damaged.’

mooIn anticipates a difficulty:
— NJDY 150991 NNNY YINT X990 XINN (3,00 970pv) 919N T8993 99NT NN

And that which the X773 states in 9377 7292 P9, ‘there was this donkey

who ate bread and chewed up the bread basket -
— P13 98N NDON) OYY P NNNIN A1INY 29 N3N

And 71737 29 obligated the owner of the donkey to pay full damages for
the bread (7% 17) and 1'"'m for the basket (17p 17 since it is anwn)’. This

"The °17a1 127 has to be destroyed anyways (see the &723 and 121 7"72 °"w1). See 49 77w "X,

* The commentaries explain that (according to the n"9) the 79°5n may take place only prin n¥w3, but not
after the P>t 727 is back 2%y mwna.

? See “Thinking it over # 2.

* See “Thinking it over # 3.

3 It would seem that if he was 0910 the ?°171 127 it would not be (such) a 17%pn if the 1177 727 is worth more
than the 177, since it is a p*n77 127 and needs to be destroyed. See footnote # 1.
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concludes the X3. The question is how could 7717 27 obligate him to pay a 1" (which is
a 01p) in 922

mooin replies;
$INIYY NIND NI NIPAPT RNNY 272 DY 1PMT NN IN DN 2991

It happened that he seized the donkey as payment; therefore he was able to
keep it. Or the P11 pressured him (to pay) through a threat of a *xn»w, for
he set up a time for the litigants to go to >''R where they are mop "7 17.

Summary
0’00 is valid provided it is the pImi NYw2Y P17 127,

Thinking it over

1. Does this rule of the n"7 (that X050 is only WXy 17 71272) apply only to
1P where the Pmwn 21 is only 1913 or does it apply in other cases of
o°p>in which pay 7°9v71 1 (however we are not judge them 1";7127)?°

2. This rule of 1’571 XY 05N ORY; is it a D7 NIPN or is it RN™IRT K172

3. moon argues that if the pr1 would be allowed to be 0910 anything then he
will steal everything and 7">2 will not be able to be XX from the 1°1 since
we are not Moip °1°7 J7. Seemingly if the 171 took more than he is entitled
too, then he is a 1713; why should the 7"°2 not be able to obligate the (7713) P13
to return (to the p°1) whatever is more than his damages?!m

® A Xnaw is a type of a o7 that the 1321 place on anyone who does not obey their ruling. The P13
(seemingly) was 117 ¥21p to have a 170 17 in *"'X, and the P12 was forced to either pay him or go to "X
under the threat of the Xxn»w (by 777 27)

" A case in point would be 7187 1172 Y9911 13 WRI2 737w 1"oR which we are not 177212 7. Can he be 0910
the n"10KR as payment?

8 See 11"nKk and anpn MR 1" .

? See 1" m 7"o0.

10 See 91191 7"mX. (Others say that NN means M1 °°7 (not Mo1p 7). See also 27 MR 7"210.
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