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I Nuances of 903 Ip
a  R:R PVITP RNaon: requirement that both the declaration and the money come from him
i xwn:if he gives and makes the declaration - valid
ii ~ xov:if she gives and makes the declaration (79 nwTpn %R »N) - invalid
iii ~ challenge: implications of Xw» and 89’0 contradict — if he give but she declares
1 answerl: Rw is exact, 90 is loosely constructed
(a) Rejection: can’t teach something “loosely” which contradicts
2 answer2: if anything less than he doing both — as if she did both and invalid
3 answer3: if she declares, it is a 13277 pav and we require a V3
b Y%nw’s dicta:
i if: he says nwhpn nR M etc. — valid
ii  however: if he says: e.g. 79 WT1pn 2R "0 (he “takes himself to her”) — invalid formulation
iii  parallel: requirements in re: V3 (he must send her, not be sent away himself)
1  observation: evidently 5w validates content-poor phrases (omitted *» — unclear to whom she is nwmpn)
2 challenge: 9Rnw doesn’t accept them as per ruling in re: nR%an of a 1n
3  answer: in this case, he really had said »>
4 challenge: what is YR teaching?
5  Answer: formulations must be from male perspective as active actor — based on v. 1 (hn%w ,np)
II  Valid cognomens for pwymp
a Y NP NR MN NDIIR DR M0 NWR DR M0 — valid
b Y appt NR 0 MY DR M0 YW DR N - valid
i Note: even though this is one 8n»31, Xin heard them separately and memorized them as such (2 units)
¢ Questions: are any of the following valid? (all from Scriptural references to companionship/marriage)

i Y NTNYN v omm vii mao
i Y nTyvn VoMY viii mnn
i omary vi omydw ix mwan

x  nmpY — this one is answered as valid — from v. 1
d  Question: if navin valid (v. 2)
i Answer: only in district where they commonly use that word to denote no1IR
e  Question (about ¢, d): circumstance:
i If: they were already talking about pw1T’p — no need for any words (as per YR1nW’s ruling per o "7 in 1:7 v"yn)
ii  If: they weren't talking about it — how does she know what he means (with this odd word)?
iii ~Answer: they were discussing marriage
1  Had: he been silent, it would have been valid
2 However: since he used this odd word, perhaps he intended something else (e.g. nar%n) >1pn
iv  Revisiting »01 7's ruling:
1 237 they had to have been discussing pwy1p
2 w7anT. no need for that (»ax: but they were talking in general about their marriage — Py 1R PIY5 PIYN)
(a) note: ruling that one who isn’t an expert in pwYTP PV shouldn’t involve himself includes this law
f  regarding SKmwY's ruling about the phrasing of a vx. is “you are independent” valid for a v?
i Does it mean: full independence (valid)
ii  Or does it merely mean: financial independence (invalid for v3)
1  Answer: if it works for 72y, where there is 91n 17p, 1"p it should work for nwr
iii  Question: is “I have nothing more to do with you” valid for a 11w 02
1 Answer: it is, from ruling of 1R (in ’»"27 19 in case of slave sold to non-Jew)
I »ax: Using a loan for pwymp is invalid
a  however: if he used the benefit of a loan —i.e. he extended her due date — valid but mor (too close to n»a3)
IV ®a1:a pmnY n” minn is considered owned by the (temporary) recipient in all cases (m>>n "7 ,j20 1179 ,AMN)
a  Exception: qu3 »v11p — since pwv1Tp aren’t valid via paon (7any ,maoin)
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