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'3 mwn: context of YR selling property
a  ©non: she may take an oath out of context of nmn 771 (as long as they are experts in assessments)

i understood: why she would sell as a nR1w1 — she has mnm coming to her

ii  not understood: why would enable her to collect (n21n3) without 771 as an no1IR
answer1: RN (we want to ease her chances of remarrying)
Answer2: a man doesn’t want his wife to be disgraced by going to 772
Split the difference: a divorcee - still needs ®1n, but he wouldn’t care about her dignity
Challenge to 1 answer: (next Mwn) a Nw1 must sell in 71 (27 reason)
Answer: authored by v (no concern for X1n as evidenced by his position in our nwn)
Challenge: his position is already found in our mwn
Answer: we wouldn’t apply his ruling in our nwn to nw1, who needs more ®yn (as opposed to an
POYPRN 10 NMNOR who never had nr»a and will still be eagerly sought after)
Challenge: isn’t that included in the general statement of v"1 — “anyone who only has mnm...”
Answer: that refers to a nv13 7av, who has manm

10  Challenge (to answer #1): just as she, similarly, her heirs may sell the namn> outside of 772
(a) understood: if we accept answer#2 — he also doesn’t want his heirs to be disgraced
(b) not understood: if we accept answer #1 — there is no 8n here
11 answer: her heirs may be her daughters, who need xrn

b  w™:only if she is an pPRIWIN 10 NINOR — since she is collecting for mnm

i rule: anyone who has no mnm may only sell in 72
» mwn: dispute regarding selling the n2yn3 in stages
a  w":once an MnYR sells, pledges or gives away part of her namn3 (for mnm), she may not sell the remainder

without a ny1aw

i note: we identify w™ as the p"n as per his opinion in a knaown that if she sells part of her N1y, she loses
mnm

b  onon: she may even sell it in 4 or 5 stages
i additionally: she may sell for mamn outside of 172 (and write on the 10w that she sold for mnmn)
ii  however: a divorcee may not sell outside of 772
¢ observation: ™ seems to hold that the partial debt owed her is not considered like a full debt, n'nan holding
the inverse
i challenge: " considers that "partial m5mna" (i.e. nIM31) is proper n»na for purposes of marrying 3"na; n™
holds that partial o’91n2 are not considered full n’>1na
ii  answer: that dispute is about interpretation of v. 1
d story: woman seized a silver cup for (payment of part of) her namn> and then sued for mnm
i ruling: X171 ordered that the heirs feed her - no one accepts w™'s opinion
e Question: (asked of qov ") if she sells outside of 7”1, does she require a N»1aw?
i Response: why not ask about nr1an (made before any court-ordered sale)
ii  Answer: seems from ruling about the nullity of an nin>&% who did her own assessment for collection of
her namn> that there must have been no announcement (else her assessment would be valid)
iii ~ Block: might have been an announcement — and they said to her "who estimated for you?"
iv Ruling: in such a case, she requires an oath, but no public announcement

N OO s W=

©

www.dafyomivicc.org 82 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2015




