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I am indebted to your father’s creditor because of Rabi Noson

OVERVIEW

The rule is if 2"mn° (who did not inherit ¥p7p) received ¥pap as payment for a debt
owed to their deceased father, their father’s creditor can take it from the o,
because of 11 "7 XT2yw; since the father was owed money by his debtor and the
father also owed money to another creditor, it is considered as if the father’s
debtor’s ypap is 72wwn to the father’s creditor, therefore (even if we maintain 11"va
7233 K17 82791 1801, nevertheless) the father’s creditor can take away the ypap from
the debtor (via the amn°). Our NN explains why this is effective only if the
a0 collected ypp for the loan owed to their father, but not if they collected
Thuo0n.

n1voIN asks:
= 1557 N1 ) DIYVHVN 22) ININN ON)

And if you will say; let us also say the same thing regarding collecting J>wowmn —

N190IN answers:
- NN YW NAT 59D WNY TV PP 22X NPYTT PN 135295 AN

And it is the view of the "' that only by yp9p is it applicable to say (that just as
it was 72y1wn to the father, it 1s 721wwn to the father’s creditor), because land is

susceptible to a lien -
- 1152 YN 1IN 1199 13%3WN 1INTY NTAMUN T YPIPIYT

So that when this ¥pp is 721wwn» to 12189 (the father of the o°mn°) we consider it

as if the ¥pp is in $'121X7 possession; the proof that it is considered 12181 73, is -
- 2)N YYaY 13 HTAVIYMA 799 DN NN JIN N NIWNM IN N9 ON N7

Because if s'121%7 debtor would sell this yp7p or mortgage it (use it to secure a
loan) 12181 can go back and collect it from the purchaser or the mortgage holder, so

therefore (since this Yp7p is 12187 5w 17°2), it is also n7apwwn to the n''¥2 of 12X -
- 1752 129 PR DITWN IN D991 IRV 113 1IN 992 DN 19N DWNAY PR DYHYVYVLN Yax

! The P5u%un, which the 0 received (from their father’s debtor) are 723wn to their father’s creditor, just as it is
72Wwn to their father. The same logic (of 1"77 XT2yw) that applies to ¥p1p should also apply to Povhun; why did '
1am3 limit his 1°7 to a case where they collected ¥p7p? [Mp0In assumes in this question that the second M7 is 7avwn
(not only to his m?n, but also) to the 7721 of his 7191.]
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However, regarding 7°2u>u» we cannot consider them as if they are in s'J21%"
possession, since if the debtor would sell them or mortgage them, 721X would

not be able to collect from these 1>v5un and take them away from the buyer or the
mortgage holder, therefore since they are not considered 121X 7°2, they cannot be considered as
being 721wn to s'12%7 creditor.?

NN concludes:
$PPNYNVA 39NN NP N9 NAT 1N 2295 N5YNT NYIIND VI INOINY

And we can prove from our X723 here that the 7597 is like 29 (that 7 PRXIN
1% 1IN since X279, in our X723 rules according to 1.

SUMMARY

Only by a mayw of ¥p7p can it be considered transferred to the creditor’s creditor
(since the middle creditor can always collect this ¥p7p), but not by 120%vn (since
the middle creditor cannot collect these 1P>v%vn if his debtor sold them)

THINKING IT OVER
Does the ruling of 1"77 X72vw apply also in a case where the debt (of all the
parties) was exclusively 7207un?4

2 mpon in the answer maintains that the second MY is not directly 7aywn to the first M>» (as Moo assumed in the
question; see footnote # 1), but rather the assets of the m> are considered in the possession of his immediate m>n,
and therefore they are (also) 72v1wn to the M9 of his M.
3 §'R21 ruling (that 191 PWwnaw npd X [which follows the ruling of 1" (regarding 121 ¥p7p 123w 0% n°)]) is based on the
ruling of 1"97 RT2vw.
4 See X"wm.
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