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13.7.1
66a (71971 nonn) 2 67a (599)
Note: when a woman marries, the property she brings into the marriage may be divided into 2 categories:

1. 5r13 jny 2021 property over which the husband takes responsibility; the assessed value at the time of marriage
is written down and that is her stake; anything more (or less) is the profit (of loss) of the husband
2. mbn roaxproperty over which the husband takes no responsibility; the fluctuating value is to her account
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I Which of 1n5’s slaves eat nm1n
If YR MR (37N3Y MINYR, VTN 113D [INHYM] NVTM):
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5191 18Y T2y eat

N1 12y do not eat

challenge: should be like 1p npw 171p — which eat (v. 1)

answer #1: only a p1p which eats can generate eating for its 11p

rejection: RnVY Y7y can feed (R:n Mwn)

defense: they are reparable (n%22v ,n%n) unlike our cases ("75N)

challenge: 7mn (who is not reparable) can feed (n:1)

defense #1 (X2°237): 928N 92X P1p; i.e. to be able to generate eating as a 1"p, you must be one who eats

defense #2 (¥37): n"nn, they may feed, N1 to motivate them to divorce (since they can’t eat nor feed)

defense #3 (»wx 17): n"nn, they may feed, N they may feed after death of jn3

(a) challenge: if so, should apply to any 1125 noaw HYRIW’ na — even if proper

(b) defense: referent is 03 ninYr who will reason that with death of husband, should revert to earlier
rights of eating/feeding, ignoring that she has become a n59n

(c) expansion: nm applies to all widows equally
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If proper marriage of 1137 Y%7’ na- both eat

If marriage of 9875 102 na — neither eat

II  Tangential discussion re: rights to 512 jR¥ »021 that increased value at divorce; he wants to pay her off and she
wants items back

M 1: she may demand 0’9 back (she must, of course, pay surplus)
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supportive 8112772 husband may not sell 2”¢

MR "7 he may insist on paymg out
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attempted support from our mwn: he has m»nR - they are his

rejection: he has nyInR, but they aren’t his

challenge: if he “only” has n»Iny, slaves/animals shouldn’t eat, as per ruling of (X7%) 1MW of 1n2’s animals
defense: full m»nr does generate eating (case of jn1an 1719 DYW YRIWY); case of 1MW isn’t full NPINR (not Ponx)
supportive 812272 2”8 »12p only go free if husband takes out eye

ruling: follows N7’ 27 — (in spite of Xn»1a favoring MR "1); on account of Nar n’a naw
story: woman brought expensive clothing into marriage, upon death of husband, heirs used it as shroud:
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ruling (¥27): they owe her the money, she cannot claim garment

1 Challenge: ®11 ruled like N 29 (NnY PTN)

2 rationale: X271 maintains that wTpn (status of shrouds) releases T1ayw (of garment to woman)

additional ruling (nTn> 29): if she brought in 2 garments, each worth 1K, then at dissolution they increased
to 2K (2@1K), she must buy the 2" back due to mar na naw
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