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By orphans, who are not subject to payment

OVERVIEW

The X723 explained that the buyer cannot force the P11 to receive n°111°2 with the
claim of npnw °X, for we are discussing a situation where the seller (the debtor)
passed on, and we are dealing with the om0 of the seller. Even if the np1? would
return the N°*M2°7 to these 2°»1n°, none of the creditors would collect from the 2>,
for the 210> are exempt from payment (since their father left them no assets when
he died). moo1n will clarify when the 2°»n° do and do not take responsibility for
their father’s debts.
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Even though that the n»? is returning the ¥p9p to the omn, nevertheless there is no
obligation upon them to pay the debt of their father with this ¥pp, but rather the creditors collect

from the sold n>7°¥ (which was purchased last). The reason is, because -
- 1111): AMN NN 9N 2N HYA PRT JAPAN NN INRY YPIP 1PV B1IN3 11D NN

These orphans are comparable to orphans who bought land after their father’s
demise, where the ruling is that their father’s creditor cannot return and collect

this newly bought property from these omn. The property which the omn> buy is not
subject to any lien of their father’s r'"va.

moon dispels a difficulty:
= 17%AN NN YR 12IWIT 2 HY GN)

And even though that concerning 2°»10° who collected ypap for a debt which was

owed to their father, the xn3 -
1759 213999 AN 29N IPAT (4, n3p 47 xama xaz) PIMNI WA 199N

In °°m1 @ P70 rules that their father’s creditor can return and collect it from

them; however this is only if they acquired the property by collecting a loan that was due to
their father (in a sense it was part of their father’s assets), then their father’s 11"va can collect it

' The rule is that only the ¥p7p of the father is subject to collection from the omn>. However, 12u%un cannot be
collected from the o°mn°. The 11"'va can certainly not collect from the a'»n if they bought property with their own
(not inherited) funds. In our case it seems that the father had no assets at all; otherwise the creditors would have to
collect from the father, not from the n12. See ‘Thinking it over’.

2 1231 owed 1wnw money and 1wnw owed "> money. Pwaw dies without any tangible assets, so "% cannot collect
from Nvnw °12. However eventually the 119nw °12 collected a property from j21%7 for the debt he owed to 1wnw. Now
2 can collect this property from the 13w»w 32 for the debt that Ww»w owed him (19).
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from them,’ If however they purchase a newly acquired field which was never part of their
father’s assets, the 11"va has no right to collect from their own assets. Similarly here too, when
the father sold these fields to the np1%, he divested himself from any rights in those fields. When
the n? will return it to the oM, they are receiving new assets which are not part of their
father’s estate and these assets cannot be attached as their father’s properties.4

SUMMARY

om0 who buy new property are exempt from paying their father’s n"v2 with this
property. However 2n1n° who collected property for a debt owed to their father are
obligated to pay it to their father’s creditor. Our case is similar to the first case.

THINKING IT OVER

MBoIN compares our case to a case where the 2110 bought ypap after o7°aR nn»;
where the n1"va cannot collect from it.’ In our case however it is seemingly very
different; for the 210> are receiving a Y72 which the 171 or the 1"¥2 had a T2y w
on it previously. It is as if the first 1?12 sold the property to a second ripY?; in which
case the creditor can certainly collect from the second n? (if the first Y% has no
properties left). Here too, the creditors have a T2yw on this ¥yp72. Why does npoin
imply that it is as if the 2mn° bought new ¥p1p, and are exempt from paying?!°

? There are two explanations for this. If we maintain that 7213 X171 ¥792% 1"v2, then it is considered as if the M9 (the
father) owned this property from the time he loaned the money. Even if we maintain that 721 X371 X271 1891,
nevertheless the n"va of the father has a right to this property (of j2187) on account of jn1 °277 XT2yw. In a case
where a owes b, and b owes c; then ¢ may collect directly from a. Therefore it is considered here as if 1% is
collecting directly from 721%7 (and the 00> are merely his agents).

* See previous NMoOIN on the 713» "7 X"y, “Thinking it over’. See (here) ‘Thinking it over’.

> See footnote # 1.

% See >"22. See also (230 77wi2Y) LY MR 1" A,
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