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4a.1.3
3b (7 mwn) 2 5a (197 Dro)
Note: 1 mwn introduces “nabp”addendum to w”7ng - added when 2 people donate 5pw together. pa5y's value discussed in t ywp.
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L. n mwn: Accepting 0'9pw and other offerings from non-obligated persons
a. Women etc.: even though we don’t take a nawn, if they give, it is accepted
i.  Implication: we do demand it of n1vp; but above, we inferred that we don’t even demand it
ii.  Answer: if he already reached 13 — we demand (but no nawn); if below 13 — we accept, w/o nyan
b. nonjews, o’m: we don’t accept (v. 1)
i.  Nor: do we accept any obligatory offering; only those which could be donated voluntarily (nan 1m)
ii.  Extended discussion: about status of n'm> — dispute among o'®in, contemporary rejection of their
membership (vv. 2-3)
II. 7 nywn: Obligation of the N2%p (see note) — all who are liable (but not n»n2)
a. If: a Y%7 joins a 13, woman, slave or jvp in giving — no 112%p required
b. But if: he joined with his friend to give — they owe a 2%
i.  »”r they owe 2 mmavp
1. Rationale: n™ holds (based on nw17 on "nt” in v. 4) that 112%p is also n”nn for each Ypwn nxnn
c. If: someone gives a full y>0 and takes a Ypw back (on behalf of himself and another) — owes 2 mmnap
i 7rp5 /1. this is per n”1 — whether he gives or takes a Ypw, owes 112%
ii. 27 all agree that he must give for 9pw he gives or takes — and one for the n71n’s consideration (as above)
III. v mwn: Various cirucmstances impacting on liability for 11a%
a. If: he gave the Ypw on behalf of another (e.g. a poor person) - he is exempt
i.  Butif: that was a loan — he is liable
b. Brothers: who are (still) partners (in father’s estate)
i.  If: they are obligated in nabp (i.e. operating as partners representing independent financial interests)
1. Then: they are exempt from nnna 1wyn (no obligation for partners)
2. But if: they are liable for 2"yn (i.e. one financial estate) — exempt from pavp
a. ~”1 only considered “new owners” for 2”yn (>exempt) if they split different animals
i.  But if: they divided each kind into equal parts, still considered “heirs” — liable
b. jpny 71 even if divided each kind into equal parts, considered mmp5->exempt, per 0 m 2
ii.  Challenge (77n7 ”7): why don’t we allow for cases where they are liable for both — or exempt from both?
1. Circumstance: if they divided everything but the animals — and then re-partnered
a. Then: they’d be liable for both; animals as “original owners” and 1a%p as “outside donor”
2. But if: they divided the animals only, they’d be exempt from both
3. Answer (819 77): in our case, the animals are a majority of the estate
a. Therefore: if they divided the animals, estate considered fully divided
b. Asa result: if they did not divide the animals, rest of (minor) division is ignored >no 1%
iii.  Challenge (’p® "): just because we consider them liable for 2”yn (if they didn’t divide estate) — X105
1. Why: should we consider them “original owners” 851p and exempt them from Pabp?
2. Answer: if they didn’t divide, they’re simply giving one of father’s coins — not partners
a. Challenge: if so, even if they divide and re-partner, should be one coin
b. Answer: in that case, they are like any other partners — like two brothers-in-law who joined
c. Value of a5z 1 qua nyn per n™; onan — %2 nyn (6 nyn=1 qo3 7>7; 1 Ypw=2 0"171)
i.  Question: where are mna5p donated?
1. »7: with DYpw
2. K71 to nam (2T Map)
3. »prw w77 used for gold covering of namn and in 7pTp
4. Ay 3 money changers take them as their pay (others: used for shipping costs of D%9pWw to Hv1Y)
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