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I Analysis of the final ordinance — n%wn 1j’n 291, he may not cancel the vi in the absence of the N5

a

d

For whose benefit was the oYyn np'n made?
i ynv " for the benefit of (avoiding the production of) mmn
1 reason: he holds like 1, that originally he could cancel in front of 2 people — the word doesn't get out, she thinks
she's divorced, remarries and has children -->D»mn
ii 9™ for the benefit of (avoiding the creation of) maiy
1 reason: he holds like w™, that originally he must cancel in front of 3 people — the word gets out and she knows
that she hasn't been divorced and is "stuck"
consequences of violating nnan mpn:
i »a7:if he goes ahead and cancels it in the absence of the n'9w — cancellation is valid
ii  2"av1:in such a case cancellation is invalid and v3 remains valid; neither may he add to the conditions on the v
1 reason: the integrity of the 11 is for naught
2 challenge: how can a V) which is cancelled n”nn be kept valid because of nnan mpn 2> allowing an v& nwr?
(a) Answer: 1327 uproot his PW1Pp— turning his 903 *V1PP>nINN and PYITP NR'2 DN NYYa
(i) ’omn:that's why he said Y%7w) nwn N7
parallel (?) dispute re: if he made 10 agents, may he cancel them in separate groups
i 17 he may cancel them separately
ii  »"2v1: he must cancel them together
1 analysis1: they disagree about nnxpn nYoaw My —
(a) a7 itisnot all dissolved, and if 2 of them (who didn't hear) give her the vy, it's still valid
(b) 73w itis dissolved and if 2 of them (unknowingly) give her a vy, it's invalid (but she won't know)
2 analysis2: they agree that N9 n%01 X5 ANxpn NS>VIY MTY;
(a) 227 amatter that which announced in front of 10 may be cancelled piecemeal
(b) 272w a matter which was charged to 10 must be cancelled in front of all of them
3 test case: what if he said "pa%12" (all of you must sign together)
(@) if:2"av7's reason is NYV2W M1Y — wouldn't apply here, since they cannot sign independently
(b) however, if: "av7's reason is "something charged to 10...", it applies here as well
4 solution to test case: 3"av explicitly states that the 2 witnesses must both be present for cancellation
(a) explanation: the 2 witnesses are simply a microcosm of n2515 — and he still requires "all" be present
(b) rejection (»wn 37): this isn't referring to the nnonn »1y, rather to the na%n »y
(i) support: the end of that ruling - "if he charged each independently, he may cancel independently"
(ii) explanation: nnn »1Y cannot sign independently (witnesses must see the act together)
1. rejection: might follow p”11 — witnesses may see act separately and still be a na
rulings:
i xar " ruled like »271 in one case ([b/c]) and in accordance with 32w in the other
1 inference: »37 was reported to have acceded to »”av1 in [b] (due to protection of integrity of 772) = [c] like »"2v
2 further: from case of WX’ "1 of RVIR where he ordered the 5 witnesses to hide =>[b] follows 3”aw1 (he can’t cancel
in their absence) and [c] follows a7 (else, they could just separate)
ii 3" n39n follows »11 in both cases (i.e. 2171 never acceded to 3"aw1 in [b])
1 challenge: 3" does demonstrate concern for integrity of 7”a: executor’s division of property isn’t revocable
(a) answer: that’s a case of 1yan (7Pan 772 1pan); our case is RNDR (no employment of PWIT'P NYpan here)

II  xv7maRnYT N9 (impact of clear intent vis-a-vis cancellation of a v3) — dispute between ®11/7ar (*0"ap H")

a

Case: man sent v to wife, when agent was rebuffed, husband thanked God
i »28. 10NN 200 T2 - but Vi is still valid

ii X427 2007M 200 71— and therefore v is cancelled

iii (Cases brought by each to support and rebuffed by the other)

III  Final rulings in the disputes discussed in our ®»o:

a
b

1AM 290 (cancellation was originally in the presence of 2 — contra nww ")

1AM Na%n (n2%n follows 31 in both disputes with 32w — if he violates n’non mpn and cancels in absence of N5,
cancellation is valid; the nipn allows for cancellation of segments of the group separately)

(7aR) 10N13 139N — RNYM MIN RY RV RNYT N9

2 Wherever 81 »1x disagree, the n39n follows R17 except in these 6 cases — the "” case is ours, Rn»n MA RY RV ROYT N9Q
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