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By the oldest brother — IR PI7A2

OVERVIEW

%99 27 ruled that we do not assess the clothes of the *nx 9172 for it is for the benefit of
the brothers (that he dress nicely) in order that he be reckoned with in his dealings for
the benefit of the estate. It is not clear if this ruling is imposed upon the brothers or
(only) if it is accepted voluntary by the brothers. mo01n will offer his interpretation.
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If they do protest (and want to assess the value of the clothes of the older brother)

they have the right to do so, and we assess his clothes as well (and it is charged to his

share of he estate).
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However as long’ as they did not protest, it is presumed’ that they are satisfied

with this arrangement, in order that the older brother be listened to when attending

to the affairs of the estate -
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as the X3 states in 19219377 P75 concerning 2%y the dyer.5

SUMMARY
The rule of "nx 7173 is enforced by default; if they do not protest it.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Why is there a difference between the rule of 077°12 Hyw 7 which is imposed on
the brothers, and the rule of *nX 9173 which the brothers can reject?

2. What is the w17 that they can be ;7mn initially?°

" The rule of *nx 9173 cannot be imposed upon them, as the rule of 121 2732 Y¥w A7 is.

? They appreciate this for it is worthwhile for them; it is not merely a 72’ma. See footnote # 5.

? It may be assumed that after the father died the estate was not divided for some time. During this time the >iX 2173
(as well as his brothers) bought [nicer] clothes with the money of the estate. At the actual time of the division all the
brothers except the "nX 9173 must account for the clothes they bought and that amount is to be deducted from their
share in the estate. The >"11 explains M50 to mean that the brothers have a right to protest only immediately when
he bought the clothes. If however they were not iimn initially, they can no longer be 7mn. See “Thinking it over’ # 2.
See (however) 1"nX.

* Their explicit consent is not required.

> Xya¥ 07y was an MWDK of amn°. His clothes were bought with their money. They permitted him to do so, in
order 7 WnNw T *3°7 2. We derive from this story that it is beneficial for the 0 n> that their representative be
presentable (for o’mn° cannot be 2mn). Therefore, here too, it is not merely a presumption that they are > him for
his share (for how can we know this), but rather it is an assumption that they are 7% &m°1 for it is for their benefit.

% See footnote # 3. See also *"92.
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