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Unless he is an ox and his B’Chor is an 0X - T2 17922 T2 X137 XOw TV

Overview

The %13 derives from the P05 of! 7w 7152 I that a 7171 is not included in the 17
of 7M122. Our MdoIn qualifies this ruling and explains the necessity of excluding a
7171 from both 7152 and o°w7p.

= Hb5 19T PNYA NPT NY YD (3,0 91 1197 RIP 79927 PNHYY 129 1IN
The 39 states that in the first P9 of nm122 noon, the X establishes this

exclusion of a 7171, only in a case where it is not similar at all to its parent -
- 391923 WOTPT NI OND P95 1931000 NN HNYT YaN

However, if it is similar with some characteristics, the X 3 there derives from
the word 21 7152 X that it is sanctified with the 7u17p of a 9192 —

Based on the above distinction, M50 continues:
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And it is necessary to exclude a ;7272 both by 2°w7p and by =152 -
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For if the exclusion was written only by 2>@7p (and not by 7122), we would have

derived 7122 from 2°w7p -
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And we would have excluded a 771 by n19122, even in cases where the 7171 has
some similar 2%°1%9, therefore it is necessary to write the V19 and the m1271 by 1132 (which is
7w 7102 IR) to teach us that we exclude only %93 1m17 X -
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And if only the "12°9 was written by n17122 to include a 771 who has a partial
750 -
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Up,m (7p) 722,
2 A nnT1is an offspring that is not similar to its parent.
3 The words M M>2 exclude a 773, the word (MW TM>2) N is a V1Y on the exclusion, meaning that not every 7171 is
excluded, but rather only one who is 793 7217 7K.
4 See previously 2,7v that we exclude 71 by 0w7p from the 105 of 1 X (in 12,25 [MKR] X1P7). See previously '01n
Xnwn 7"7 (on this 71MY) that by o°w7p we exclude every nn71, even if it is partially similar. The question is why do we
require a V¥ by both 2°w7p and 732, when it could be written by one and we could derive the other from it.
3 See ‘Thinking it over’.
¢ This means that there should be no W at all by 7132, and we would derive from 2°w7p to exclude 373 by 1132,
however there would be a 127 by 7132 to include o°32°0 n¥pna 7m17. Why the need for a v n by 7152?
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We would have included that type of 7171 by asw7p as well, for they (2°w7p and

7102) can be derived from each other through the @'t of’ 7m2vn 7m2vn, nnn nnn -
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And similarly, if no vv°» would be written by 2sw7p at all, but only a "2 vy

by =122 we would have derive 227 from 9132 that a n¥pna 7n71 is included -
= 99932 %259 VIYIN 33 2PN DIYTPA I9NIT NHVWN JAN

But now that a vv°» is written by 227 and a 2% v is also written by a
122 -
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We cannot derive 2°w7p from 9132 to include a nxpna 7171, for in that case the
770 should remain silent and not exclude a 7271 by asw7p.

Summary
The exclusions of 7171 by 7152 and ow7p are different, therefore both exclusions

WCETC necessary.

Thinking it over

Why is it that when n1901n discussed deriving 7122 from 2°w7p, he merely stated, 17
DWTpn 192 13°99%;° however, when he discusses deriving 2°w7p from 7122, he writes
T MR TR 11007 DOWIRA 0 2 102 .Y Why do why require a w"tx when
we derive 2°w7p from 7133, but not the reverse?!!

7 We would say that if it is n¥pna 7217 it is included in 2>w7p also, for we would derive it from 7132 through a w"m. See
“Thinking it over’
8 We would then derive everything from ™22 that %73 7217 1K is excluded, and n¥pna M7 is included. The reason the
770 wrote a v by 2°w7p is to inform us that the vy n of o'w7p is total, not like the ¥ by M2,
? See footnote # 5.
10 See footnote # 7.
' Note: the proposed 7% of M2 from 0°w7p is if nothing was written by M123; while the proposed 7122 of 2°w7p from
7102 is if there is a w1y by o°w7p and a 1277 only by 7102.
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