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A year in the presence of the father, etc. — 5915 MR 2R S1P2

OVERVIEW

The X3 cites a ¥n»72 which states that if the P11 made a npmn for a year while
the father was alive and two more years (after the father passes away) in the
lifetime of his son (or vice versa) it is a valid 71211, Our NMBOIN reconciles this XN>12
with another seemingly contradictory ruling.

mdoIN anticipates a difficulty:
—(OHNNY HPNRN N7 BWI 3,1 97) TNAINIT IV P92 1ININRT X

And regarding this which the X773 states in the second 299 of n121n2 N0~ -
— D210 122N JUP YDA PPIINN PN NN 29 N

X117 29 ruled, ‘one cannot make a 1?17 in the estate of a minor; and even if he

reached maturity a 7pm is ineffective’; the explanation of 9737 120X -
—2NY1 107 MANT 5993 1) 19998 DINT 'OY WI9N YOV 115 RY

Is not like the one who interprets it there to mean that even a 9173 is considered

a Jup regarding the affairs of his father -
— AN NPV 91T DOIY 1PN 15239 NPT NYIIN PN)

And therefore the n1p1n will be ineffective regarding this son, even if he was a

%173 when his father died; this interpretation is incorrect -
- 3;‘!?7?1'\ Y ANMY J2N 293 JINWI APIN MHNT NYTNA 99N NI NNY

For here the Xn»12 explicitly states that it is a 7?7 when the 112 consumed
the produce in the presence of the son and the father for the duration of the
required three 7P years —

mooIn offers his interpretation of Jup °0212 PP NN PX:
DN 19 YINRY 29 DY GN NPIN NN AN NNV JOP NINY RPIT NN

Rather the ruling of 7" that v 0312 7117 X means that it is not a P, only

! See mpoIN there NAXY 7"7; this is the w1's of (2"2w1) YXMWY ".
* The 7pin began during the lifetime of the father. The son during that 7Pt period even if he was a 7173 (sometime
during this period) is not aware of his father’s assets, and never realized that someone is making a 7P in his
father’s property, therefore he did not make a 7xnn after his father’s death..
3 According to the (0"2wn77) " this law (stated in the Xn>12 that 717 7 %77 727 °1921 287 102 799K) can never be since
he maintains that even if the J2 was a 7173 when the father dies it is not a P11, So what case is the Xn12 discussing?!
See the 0" in M»dOIN there who defends this (2"2w"7) "5 from NMBOIN question here and explains that according to the
0"2wA the rule of the Xn>1 is in a case where the son was already a 2173 before the 7P began. However if the son
was a Jup when the 7Pt began, even though he became a 9173 before his father’s death it is not a P11, See ‘Thinking
itover’ #1 & 2.
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if the son was a Jup when his father dies, even though he became a 173 later and
the °11» made a 7P during the time the son was a 2173, However if the son was a 7173 when the
father died it is a 1A if 2871 127 192 7P "W 79K

TPNNY Y
The forgoing is attributed to the >'9.

SUMMARY

When the son reached maturity in his father’s lifetime the 7P is valid by the son.
If he reached maturity after his father passed we apply the rule of *0312 PR mn X
ToP.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Why does mooin here not accept the explanation of the “n"™1 offered in 'on
mand?

2. Seemingly moon understands the (2"2wn:7) o that 977 "5RY J0P °0212 PPN PR
to mean that even if he was a 7173 when the P11 began, nevertheless it is not a 71
727 *192 (otherwise there would be no question from the °xn>93). According to this
understanding, there is an additional difficulty in the words of X117 27 when he said
7727 12°0RY'; for 1" meant (according to this understanding) even if he was a 9173
(not that he became a 7173). Why did not '01n ask this question (as well)?!”

* Presumably a father informs his mature children regarding his assets (and would have told his 173 13) regarding
this (disputed) field; however he would not share this information with his minor children.
> See footnote # 3.
% See footnote # 3 and “Thinking it over’ # 1.
7 See n"m.
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