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Note: a husband may appoint a 75w to deliver the v1—known as 12517 5w’ a wife may appoint a 25w to receive the v (s mMow”’) —
once the 753p m5waccepts the vi, she is divorced
I 'R mwn: definitions of N30 MYW vs. nYap NHY
a  ramifications: a n39n MYV can be retracted, since the w13 haven't taken effect until she receives it; n>ap MY may not
be retracted as the w11 take effect immediately
b language: if the husband said >apnn, it’s only valid when it reaches her, but that is still a meaningful formula
i note: if she had made a n%ap MY, the husband’s uttering “4,n” wouldn’t necessarily make it complete —
1 depends on: whether we equate 1910 to "1
2 attempted proof: from R0 — if she sent n%ap MHw and the husband reversed him to n3%1n Nw — retractable
(a) implication: if he did not reverse it — not retractable, whether he said Yapnn or 197 217 7913 0
(b) rejection: perhaps in that case he said 79’0 (not “take it over” rather — “here it is”, confirming n%ap)
¢ wvalidity of crossgender ;5. a man can certainly be 129117 %W as can a woman be n%ap» nYY
i question:is the inverse valid?
ii  Answer: in both cases, it is:
1 man: can be n%ap MY from our case (one MYw turned from 1 to the other)
2 woman: can be 13911Y MYV as per nwn earlier about the women (even the wife) who may bring the v3
d  discussion re: 190 — does the husband intend it as per the woman'’s original instructions or the n%w’s report?
i Proof: 21 —if she said Ran, n’5w reported Yapnn, husband said nynRw NN 75’01 —no v at all
1 Implication: he relies on n'>¥’s report
2 Challenge (X 17): 5w uprooted mmYw (by saying that he is not a N13%n% NY5>w at all) 2 no v at all
3 However: had the situation been reversed, v3 would have been good immediately (follows her instruction) or
when she got it (as per n'9¥’s report)
4 Challenge (to 27's ruling): our mwn, husband states 'nwrY nr v Yapnn — only if he retracts is it invalid, even
though he cannot make a nyap5> mYv
(a) Reason: everyone knows that he can’t make a n%ap% m5w and his intent was “whatever works” —
(i) Therefore: should be the same in 27's case — and should be valid when she receives it
(b) Defense: there, all know it doesn’t work — here, he erred (based on misreport of n%w)
5  Challenge (to 27's ruling): if a mvp says Yapnn, it is valid when it gets to her
(a) Reason: she cannot appoint a n"9w->he becomes husband’s n2%115 nHw
(b) Defense: all know 10p% mmn5w pr; husband intended him to be 13910 MYw; here, husband erred
6  Challenge: if 09w reverses her orders (either direction) & husband says apnn or 1930 — valid when she gets it
(a) Assumption: even if n5w reported n%ap and husband said 1510 - he relies on m%v’s words, not wife’s
(b) Defense: in our case, he said “do as she directed”, but he didn’t say that here
ii  Clarification: Rn»71 in which jn1 "7 ,p"n and 717 disagree about a 9w who accurately portrays himself as n%ap mbw
and husband says 720 or Yapnn
1 p"n (who is '27) —in either case, V1 is valid immediately, unless husband explicitly rejects nap> mmow
2 1" -only valid immediately if husband says apnn; if he says 7570, only valid when she gets it
(a) question: does 1m " consider 77°n="31 (he doesn’t reckon 771n="11)?
(b) Answer: if he says 1990 — not valid yet; but 75’0 is; must be 1 (who says »13 R 190) = 13 190
iii Regarding »>r> 7517 27 was uncertain = with pnan, we rule X)pY; vis-a-vis R"R MR, severe (and if she senta mYw
n7ap and husband said 7770 and husband died before she got it — nna»nn 85 ne%n)
e  Wife appointing m%w to receive v from husband’s n%w
i 127:she may not
1 because of {xan InrY nran naxn (in which case, if she appointed first, it would be acceptable) OR
2 Yyarpm
ii X1 " she may
1 story: man sent v, wife told 9w to hold it as nYap MYv
(a) ruling: even according to XIn "1, we can’t validate it — 5pan 538 mm5w narn &Y — ruled as pav
f  incomplete mnbw
i if mYw didn’t write correct name, or vy was lost etc. — he may write again (doesn’t need new dispatch from 5y1)
ii  if he directed it to be given to a n"Yw, may they write another? yp'n
II 3”21 (in’R MWN) — even if she says “take my V3" (or “carry it for me” or “it should be in your hands”) he may not retract
a  reason: this is nYaph MMYYw and v is effective as soon as NYYW receives it
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