I TIYRID'T YT ORI 7711 noon MY AT TIHY 1y UeY

16.4.7; 29a (201277 7207) 2 300 (77977 D1°D)

Note: following the phrase which opens 7711 nwI9- 11725 82592 22 WK — the notion of YWN5 1o 85910 — the “almost man” develops,
which allows for the category of age known as o>77s 1Y, this period begins 1 year before majority. Any child taking a 772 during this
time is checked to see if s/he knows the meaning of the vow and its implications and, if found to be competent, the vow stands.
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Continuation of attack on 9™’s position regarding right of father to administer m71 to his son
a oy " was presented as maintaining that 1712 %N was 11297 (and 5™ relied on that)
b challenge: ov "1 teaches that juxtaposition of nar to ar (v. 1) leads to following analogy between a%n nxon and n75v j29p
i both:bring a 129p
ii  both:bring a 129p for pav (learned from 25n nrYN - brings "YN DWR > N5V pav also brings)
iii  both: bring the same species for pav as for 'R (9N DWR is a NN as is 25N NRYN > NTHY Pav brings 1p)
iv  but: the man’s animal is eaten, the woman’s are not
1 reason: man’s is only 1 possible violation (n71y% 191n) — food might have been a%9n, might have been 1mv;
woman’s involves 2 violations (possible n 1% — and np’on)
(a) implication: "'T> 72 >01 1 maintains that both 91»n nYa1 and Y5 PYIN are violations kNIRRT
(b) rejection: he may mean that both are 132277, but nonetheless, her offering isn’t eaten
suggested alignment of the dispute re: the source of the father’s right to administer m~m to his son with dispute
regarding the ending-age for such administration:
a 17 until the child brings mAyw mw (i.e. 5113)
i alignment: X0 N30 — lasts until he’s reached majority, regardless of his own control over o111 at 771 N1
b 7MiM 92001 " until the child reaches o171 Ny (see note)
i Alignment: 1919 — once he’s “on his own” vis-a-vis 0173, no 7N
¢ Alternativel: all hold ®’n na%n and the dispute is whether wX5 no ®oom is RNPINT
d  Alternative2: all hold 1215 - and WXy 700 Ro9n is 11277, dispute whether 131797 70 trumps 121797 ®Y9mM
Suggestion: the dispute »27//nTn? 72 Y01 "1 is parallel to the dispute between p”n//>ov 1 regarding story of Xyin " as a child
a  Story: ®nn "1 administered a vow to his son, X3, to be a 71 and was brought to Y8913 "1 (of Yavne)
i p’m he was checking to see if the boy had already matured to mAyw nvw
ii ~ p» 1 he was checking to see if the boy had already reached o7 nny
b continuation: ®yIn told 3™ not to trouble himself, he would take a vow of m7n in any case (praise for the boy)
i assumption: 1IN said “if I've already reached o111 nnw...” — which is only valid for »"2»
ii  however: for »27, there is no need to say “if I'm a 91", since, in any case, he’s still under his father’s purview
iii answer: he said “I'll be a 71 for my father, and a 79’11 for myself”
1 however: this is only valid if he brought m v "nw before coming to 31 — or not until he completed the m7m
(a) problem: if he brought mIyw 'nw in the middle of that mn
(b) solution: according to »a1, he’d have to keep two nm7m (one for father, one for himself)
't mwn: using father’s funds for 11 miavp
a sonmay use father’s funds, but not daughter (12112 X0 n13%n)
i valid:
1 ov :if the son was a 71 while father was alive; father was also a 9°11 and set aside moneys that were
undesignated and died — son may use them for his own m+m offerings
2 M Y,n" moR 9t only if the son was not yet a 91 when father, under above circumstances died.
(a) Reason: son wasn’t yet obligated to bring his own 117p at the time that he inherited the funds
ii ~ Invalid (and moneys go namY):
1 oy m:if son declared myn after father’s death
2 " ,n" XM if son was 11 concurrently with father
iii na7's series of queries: (all unresolved —1p>n)
1  to what extent does the nwy1-component affect the distribution of funds?
(a) Divided equally as nwy1 or given to first son to perform m5?
(b) Divided as nwyy — 7121 getting 2 parts; or equally?
(i) Evenifitis divided as nwrv (2 parts for 1131), does that apply even after 129pn naapn or only to pon?
2 Do the two n»m (father and son) need to be similar?
(a) 1isonomand the other oYy
(b) 1 is &nv 911 the other v
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