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56b (21 mwn) 2 57b (PR17 K110 K1)

Note: 21 nywn invokes the obligation of 257 this small coin was mandated by p’won as an obligatory addition to 5pw fynm whenever some-
one was using their own money to pay the “tax”; if they were using redeeming another, the obligation was relaxed. Therefore, if brothers were
paying their debt from father’s estate, no 1135 was needed — they were not considered partners, rather still on father’s “dole”. Once they divid-
ed the property and each took his own portion, they were cosidered partners and would then be paying of their own funds and be o’a»n
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I 2» mwn: if brothers or partners are liable for %3p (see note), they are exempt from 1”yn — and vice versa
a  If: they took the animals from the estate — y2»n; if not — D109
b Explanation: if they took their separate portions and then (re)joined as partners — exempt from 2”yn (and padpa parn)
i Source (for exemption of pomwin 2°vn): v. 1 — 7% implies only one owner

1

However; context of that verse is 1133, which cannot exclude partnership (per na1pa - v.2) 2apply to 2"vn

ii ~ /p 7 all four possibilities exist — 1270 in both, 1048 from both, 127N in one or the other

1

2
3
4

Obligated in both: if they only divided father’s moneys but not animals

Exempt from both: if they only divided father’s animals but not money

Obligated in p1a5p only: if they divided both

Exempt from pasponly: if they divided neither

(a) Challenge: this entire schema is obvious

(b) Answer: 2nd clause is needed; X"10 since they divided animals, they’ve indicated intent to fully divide
(i) And therefore: consider as if moneys were also divided>1a%pa parn

iii ~Disputes among 2" generation m&¥ 1K related to issue of n112 with inheritance (is portion given out a clarification of
original claim — 112 v?)

1

Dividing by kind (532 '8 710N): if they divided kids and lambs evenly (as opposed to kids against lambs)
(a) v 27 in this case, when they re-partner, it is as if they are at pre-divide and a7n to tithe (0772 v2)
(b) 277 even in this case, once they’ve divided, even if they re-partner, considered pamw (=2>p109) (11711 PR)
Dividing by size, number (5872 pI8 '8 10K): if they divided 10 against 10 (same size) (as opposed to 9 [bigger]/10)
(a) 7rvox 1 in this case, when they re-partner, it is as if they are at pre-divide and ya»n to tithe (1712 v2)
(b) 2112 77 even in this case, when they re-partner, considered pamw (211109) (1171 PR)
(i) Note: 110y "1 is consistent, as he ruled that brothers who divide are considered mmp (re: 5av)
(ii) Justification: if we only had our dispute, X0 due to comparison with 711 — clear it is your son
1. But: in the case of %av, only sales revert, not nwy
2. And: if we were only taught about Y21, "70 since that is X1mn% (or n9’nn35) but not here — Y"np
(iii) Challenge (to position of 77772 ®2): %1 NN — if 9 animals+dog were swapped for 10 animals
1. Then: the 10 are all D OR as 193 3 nn; the 9 are oIMN
2. But: if we hold n1™1a v, only 1 of 10 (corresponding to dog) should be 11ox
3. Answer (»w& ). if they all had equal value, that would be the ruling
a.  But: in this case, they weren’t of equal value — dog is worth a bit more than 1 lamb
i.  Therefore: the base value corresponds to 1 lamb; the surplus “bleeds” to other 9> DR
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II 7 mwn: exempted animals from 2”yn
a  All are included: except hybrid, na™v, born via C-section, jnt 701nn (before 8™ day of life) and “orphan”
i “orphan” (o). if it was born after mother died or was slaughtered
ii ~ Dissent: YO 1 — even if mother was died; if pelt is still whole, not a ;>
b Source: v.3 (in re: general DwTp)
i 2wy x 1w excludes hybrid
ii 7 excludes nnm (animal that looks like another species)
iii 751722 excludes non-vaginal birth
iv oo nyaw i excludes “early” (101 901nn)
v K nnm: excludes an orphan
vi 37277 5w 123 S8vpw? 7 nnnz:nnn (vv. 3-4) —just as this list is excluded from p»w1p, so it is excluded from a"yn
1 And:just as nomv is excluded from a2”yn (doesn’t go “under the staff”), so too N9V is excluded from DwTp
¢ Comment on “all (are included)”: extends to rule (1:1 MTI2 RNADIN): DIVIITIRY DIVMV , NN L, PNR TV ,NXPIN Y27 YA all en-
ter the corral for 2”yn
i Dissent: 'ynw "1 — DIPNITIRY DIVMY do not get counted
it Question: our Ran (who allows all these in) — if he accepts nnn::nnn, they should all be excluded (as all of these are
n”moa); if he doesn’t accept nnn::nnn, then those he excluded have no source
1 Answer: he accepts nnn:nnn, but these 6 are extended via v. 5 — which associated nyn with nnnwn
(a) And:vv. 6-7 define nmnwn as either idolatry or promiscuity (per »271n)
(i) Therefore: only cases where mn invalidates are also invalidated by these
(if) And since: 2"yn is not affected by mn (D *9ya enter the corral, per v. 8 — "»1”) > these are also included
1. Explanation: 3R ,pa71 ,ya1 are all related to nny 727; 2% nn is juxtaposed to janr
a. And:Tayn n¥pm are related to N7t nmay
b. And: our Rin maintains that 012177318 YNV are both pao (M/F) > enter the corral
c. and: v™ agrees that they’re pav; but »'w1p don’t allow for pav < nnn:nnn excludes from 2”yn
d oz xnoouT RMNI2 99 YR AT 92 MYYR 1 had a tradition from w1 3 to only exclude hybrid and na»v
i y”1 heard same list as our mwn from Y171’ 1 (adding 1917 ®¥Y, “early” and “orphan”)
ii 7 if he infers nnn::nnn, should exclude all 5
iii  But: if not, we understand the exclusion of n9"0 (.12 TWR Y3); but what is his source for nx%5?
1 Answer: he certainly infers nnn::nnn, however, in re:
(a) 917 8317 he follows w™, who, per 7on (v. 9) reads non-vaginal birth as n1%
(i) Contra: j3mv "1 (who, in .n nT1) maintains that w™ limited his application to human birth
(b) “early” (ypr 7011): he holds like w™) — that jnt 701NN enters the corral (akin to M133; and is offered later)
() o ywi "1 is consistent with is own ruling (our mwn) — as long as pelt is whole, not a ;>
I Unusual testimony of Y8 no "1 before 721
a  Pelt: in their place, they would strip the mother and use the pelt to warm the newborn
i 227 now we understand the reason behind ywin "7’s position
b Lettuce: in their place, the mn had 600,000 leaves in the “stomach”
Cedars: a cedar fell and 16 chariots were able to pass over on its side
d 292 91 had an egg that fell and 60 cities were drowned and 300 cedars were felled
i Question: why would the mother throw her egg down? (v. 10)
ii ~ Answer: it was an unfertilized egg

0

© Yitzchak Etshalom 2019 m www.dafyomivicc.org




