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And he did not say, ‘acquire it for me’ — 55 997 TR K9

OVERVIEW

1M "1 explained that °an 71p 1Ak aRoxXn 2w, does not contradict the
mwn which states that the finder may keep the fX°xn if he says ‘I acquired it
for myself’, before he gives it to the person riding the donkey. The reason is
because the finder never picked it up with the intent to be 71317 this AX*x» for
the rider, since the rider merely told him, ‘give it to me’, but he did not say
‘acquire it for me’; meaning that the rider intended that the finder should
merely hand it over to him, without making any type of Pip." Our moon
reconciles our X3 with one in v’} which seem to contradict each other.

mooIn asks:
— 21:? 999N 135 9IND 95 1309Y% 229 9INP (aw) P02)T NNIP P9927 9INRN ON)

And if you will say; but in the first pa2 of 5w noon, 3am '3 ruled that

whoever says ‘give’, it is as if he says ‘acquire’; so here too, granted that the
person on the donkey (merely) said ‘give it to me’; however according to °"7 it is
considered as if he would have said ‘acquire it for me’, so the rider should acquire it}

Mo0IN answers:
MmN NIPN NDINK NYTT ONN NINYT 9D UM

And one can say that there (in 0’3 n2on) where "9 rules °212 in, it is
different; for there is another mind that is transferring the ownership of

"It is apparent that if the rider would say to the finder ‘acquire it for me’, then we would assume that the
finder picked it up initially for the rider, and cannot claim that he wishes to acquire it now for himself.

* The mwn there (2,8 Pu3) states that if a master gives a MY VW to a MY, saying, ‘give this to my 72y’
the owner cannot retract once the %W is in possession of the 11w ww (even if the 72v did not receive it
yet). Becoming free is a mor for the 72y and we say that the m>w was 7217 the 1w “vw for the 72v. 1M1 "
there explains that this does not contradict the rule of 71p X7 0°nKX? 2nw 01pna n"va o910 (for seemingly the
mow is 090 the 1MW 7w on behalf of the 72y and thereby he is 2r1 to the master), because when the master
said ‘give it” (W) it is considered as if he said ‘acquire it for him’ (127). It is therefore not o>R> an for the
master wants the slave to be freed as of now.

? See footnote # 1 that if the rider said *> 7191, the rider acquires the X%,

* In the case of the 72y, the one who is saying 1n is the one who is granting the M mw “vw to the T2y (the
master is the 1MIX 71pn NINR NY7); in such a case we assume that "33 0. However here by 7%°x» the one who
is saying * 7in (the rider) is not granting anything to anyone; he is merely requesting that an object be
handed over to him; in such a case we do not say 212 jn. One (simple) explanation may be that since the
master (the 711pn) has the power to be 7191, we assume that he was, for we see that he intends to free the
slave (why should we assume that he intends to hinder the process). However the rider has no power to
enforce that the finder be 79 for the rider; we cannot assume therefore that by saying °7 710 he meant 737
"9, See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
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the item to him.

SUMMARY
We say °212 10 only when the 71pn says 1n.

THINKING IT OVER
1. How did moown understand the phrase "1 22IXD 10 OMRG 92" in the
question; and how does Mo01n understand it in the answer?

2. mMooIn states that we say °212 10 only when there is a YMX 71pn NANX ny1.’
However (seemingly) logic dictates the opposite; by the 72¥ the owner is not
gaining anything if the 75w will be 71237 for the 72 (in fact he loses the right
to retract the MW WY and retain the 72¥), and nevertheless we assume that
when the master said jn he meant °21, so certainly here by the 7X*¥»n where
the 2517 will gain if we assume 212 10 (for then the finder cannot say later
[after he picked it up], 72 °n°27 "1X) we should surely assume that when he
said *> 730 he meant *> ;7271°

3 See footnote # 4.
% See n'"m.
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