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I 2 mwn (2 part): battery against an "y Tay:
a  p’m:all five categories are paid to owner
b »M: 4 categories are paid to owner — n’72p have no payment for nvia
i Reason — source for nwia (v. 1) mentions vnk — excluding 5"y
ii 237 he is “your brother” - fellowship in nmmxn
1 Challenge (to »*7): should be no liability for mnnit 01y against 72 (as per v. 2)
(a) Answer: end of v. 2 implies a broader net
2 Challenge (to f227): 21913 72 should be fit for mabn (requirement of YnR —v. 3)
(a) Answer: (same question can be asked of both " and 1121 vis-a-vis 1) — v. 2 implies “select” of your n'nr
3 Challenge (to 1237): 313 72 should be competent witness as per v. 4 — demand of vnx
(a) Answerl (’51):1"p from nwR, who is a legitimate mate, is MTYY 15109, 3"y, who is Ynpa R12Y Y100 — 1"
(i) Block: 72y (unlike nwR) is fit for nyn
(if) Rejection: 1op — also fit for n%n, also unfit for testimony
1. Block: 1op isn’t obligated to fulfill nmxn, unlike T2y
2. Reblock: nwr —is obligated to fulfill n¥n, nonetheless is unfit for testimony
a. Common denominator: they aren’t obligated in all nmxn and are mTy *»0a = 3y included
b.  Rejection: neither jop nor NWR are classified as an “wR” — unlike T2y
(iii) Rather: inferred from 191 — who is Ynpa ®129 X7 (and is an w&) and is MTYY Y109
1. Rejection: 1511 caused his own invalidity (by stealing)
(iv) Finally: inferred from 151 and one of (jop) or (NWR)
(b) Answer2 (22377 7773 79): v. 5 >mar who have relationship with o1 are valid

(i) Explanation: if only to teach that parents can’t incriminate children and vice-versa, could’ve stated —
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1. Challenge: if so, 73 should be invalid, as per ...0"12y > only sons who have “fathers”
2. Answer: if so, text would’ve just excluded 7 in that manner, and " would’ve been 1"p
a.  Explanation: 13 has no ancestry, but has posterity; T2y has neither
b.  Final note: 2" phrase (max %y mny &Y 0211)) is parallel phrasing with 1% phrase
II "7 mwn: torts involving 2 classes of citizenry:
a  1wn - always bad news; if they hurt someone, they’re exempt, but others are liable for hurting them
b nwwry T2y - if someone hurts them, liable; if they hurt another — exempt
i However: if the woman is divorced or the slave freed — they are liable
1 Story: woman wrote her property to her son and then died; Xar 92 n7> 7 granted him the property, but "
M’ quoted YRW: if a woman sells 391 »021 and predeceases her husband, he may seize them from the mmp5
(a) xar 72 0P " follows mwn (1:n 2”3) — if someone writes his property over to his son posthumously — son
can’t sell, as it belongs to father; father can’t sell as he wrote it to son
(i) If sold: if father sold, sale valid until his death; if son sold, only valid after father’s death
(if) -> once father dies, N5 keeps it — even if son predeceased father (and never had possession)
(iii) As per: 9™'s interpretation; »*1 dissents — sale only valid if son outlived father and took possession
(iv) Follows: dispute as to whether mva 11p is 91 133 ("1 > he sold something not his) or 3"np3 Y (5™)
1. And: both accept 5™, 17 "1 proves it from here — else son’s sale would never be valid
(b) 7177 "7 quotes YR — that the general issue of M9 P1p is excepted in re: nYnN 031 as per RWIR Mpn, allowing
husband to seize nYn »021 sold by wife after she dies
(i) Proposed support: ruling that nmr 077y pay wife (who they claim was divorced) only n2mn> nxrin naw
1. Argument: if she could’ve sold the whole thing, that’s what they should pay
2. Rejection: even if we reject Rvir mipn and allow her to sell 191 1023, we wouldn’t apply to 9112 1x¥
I ’n mwn: cases of exemption:
a  n"bp: wounding parents (death penalty) or wounding another on naw (n>po avn for naw "on)
b  Wounding his own »y1 T2

www.dafyomivicc.org 83 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2016




