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I Ability of a mp1 to appoint a mYw to receive her v3 (according to 1117)
a  jnm " (asked by r21): dilemma
i lemmal: is she considered like the “hand of her father” >may make n'ow
ii  lemma?2: is she considered like the “a%n of her father” - v1 isn’t in effect until it gets to her hand\
1 note: R17 can’t entertain this idea, since he holds that placing a v into the hands of a woman'’s slave, if

awake, is invalid, since it is a nnY1Y X5w NINNWNN 98N >when the N1 gets it, still not divorced since it’s
AR NYTY XYY NINNYN

iii  rather: question - is she as strong as naR T to appoint a N’>v or not?
1 Answer (jpns ”7): she may not appoint a mHw
2 Challenge: if a mop appoints someone to get her vy, it isn’t valid until she receives it
(a) Implication: if she were a n73, it would be valid immediately
(b) Rejection: in that case, the mvp is an orphan
(i) Block: Rov states that if the father appointed the n5v, it’s valid immediately—>father is alive
(if) Answer: deficient reading — should include “bridge” — “and if father was alive...”
I Status of mop >v11p which she accepts without her father’s consent
a  Ynnw: she requires V3 and 1R (position also taken by 1)
i oxin case father was agreeable

ii ~ pron:in case father wasn’t agreeable —so people won't think that pwip with her sister are invalid (no v needed)

1 addendum: 3" — only need a vy if there was a prior discussion of marriage ("2171v)
(a) add (version #1): R — RN Unnecessary
(i) note: this is only true if we don’t accept first addendum (1271v)
(b) add (version #2): 82 —a mvp who accepts PWVI1Tp doesn’t even require 181 (certainly not v)

(c) challenge: X:X mn stipulates that if any of the 15 nyy performed nxn, the ma¥ may go ahead with oa»

(i) note: that includes yna - father must still be alive> she must have accepted wy1p on her own
1. explanation: otherwise, p&n wouldn’t be sufficient
2. therefore: AR NYTY YW NVTPMVY MVP mut require PRM
3. defense: she became a “living orphan”
a. explanation: if father is wTpn her and then she is divorced or widowed R0 11, she’s
considered a “arn »na nmin” and father has no more purview over her
(d) challenge: dispute between &"/Dman if father can sell daughter to 0¥av1p (concern of m”Y w/Ty»
(i) note: all agree that she may be sold as an mn%x to 2"n3 (etc.)
(if) question: how could she be an mnYr and still eligible for sale?
1. note: cannot be a case where father was w1pn her; he couldn’t sell her afterwards
2. therefore: must be a case where she was w1pn herself (and father is alive)
3. defense: reference is to T "W11p (i.e. she was sold and the master married her and then died)
a. note: follows position of nTi> 72 >0 1 that original payment was not pwyTp qo3
i.  therefore: this isn't considered mw’R INX MNaw, rather Mmnaw N Mnaw

www.dafyomivicc.org 41 © Yitzchak Etshalom 2016




