I TIRI0'T YR ORI XYIXM X212 ndon WA AT TIHh My 0BT

21.9.13
115a (3 wp) > 116a (7797 D1D)

¥72 oarbIN NI ED3 35 oM Sansb

vz mow ST O PR I5OR TN R-HY-ON 2 e ban bysi NI o baknroy 2

I 3» mwn: violations of seizing mill as pledge
a  If: he seizes a mill (both upper and lower stones): violates the n"» (v1) and violates “2 0*93”
b Extension: prohibition applies to taking any vessel needed for essential life (e.g. food) — per end of v1
II  Extent of culpability
a 7™ if he seized either stone — 2 man (for the stone and wa1 »); if both — 3 mon (wa1,257 ,0M7)
b 777 27 1 for each stone, wa is there to extend to other vessels/tools
¢ Suggestion: RaM »aR replicate this dispute in re: liability for eating noa improperly prepared (v2)
i N7 if he eats it raw — 2 man (R and WR ¥ DR »); if he eats it cooked, 2 man (Yw1an and ...DR ’3)
1  And:if he ate some raw and some cooked — 3 man
ii  »ax no mon for mY53a2w IR (0" that has multiple applications)
iii ~ Suggestion: »ar holds like nT1n> 27 and R17 - like 810 27 (i.e. N" v. "1 is about M5921v RY)
iv  Rejection: each could explain their position in line with both xnn 17 and nmn’ 11
1 ~37 7 only excluded an extra 18> because wa1 doesn’t directly have to do with a millstone
(a) Therefore: it is understood to extend to other things
(b) But: wR 9% DR »3 is unnecessary except to add an additional 18%
2 »ax R0 1 understands that Y2m X0 wo1 2 is superfluous —applies it to o'n7 and 237 (or each)
(a) But: wR 5% oR 7 defines time parameter — only violate Yv1an/x1 at a time when there is an nwy of W ¥
d  wp»I3supporting A7 27 if he seized a barber’s scissors or team of cows, he has 2 liabilities (one for each blade/cow)
i But if he seized one (blade, cow) — only liable once
e  Nn»72#2 supporting 771 27 2 blades/cows is 2 liabilities, per 137 o'n1 which are 2 parts of a *»3 which does one job
i And:there is separate liability for each stone — similarly, for each blade or cow
f  Story: lender seized nvnw-knife and came to »ax; he directed him to return it ("v91”) and go to 17 for the loan
i ~271n0need to go to 17 —he could claim up to the value of the loan from the knife
ii ~ Challenge to »ax: goats in Xy77M) that ate a merchant’s barley; he seized the goats and claimed a lot of money
1 S8pw7 man: he may claim up to the value of the goats
2 Answer: goats aren’t normally rented or lent
3 But: the nonw-knife is the sort of thing which is lent out (2 p’tn must prove that he seized it)
(a) Per: ar 92 Xnn "1 - if someone has things that are usually rented/lent and he claims »ma 10 pPmp?
(i) Then: not believed
(b) a7 himself seized wool scissors and nTaR 190 from orphans (heirs) - things typically lent/rented
(c) Answer: a nonw-knife which is delicate and can easily be D39 > people do not lend out or rent
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