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I 7»mwn: additional examples of misrepresentation in pwITp
a Personal status:

i

nY/1n3, An/pm , Big-city dweller/town-dweller

b  Stated condition:

i

House is near/far from bathhouse; has a grown daughter or maid/doesn’t have one; has sons/doesn’t have sons

¢ Inall cases: even if she later states that she overlooked the condition (na%a) — invalid
d  Note: same applies if she misleads him
II  Consideration of 292w 017
a  Story: a man sold all his property, intending to make n’9y, was unsuccessful and wanted to force a buy-back

i
ii

iii

iv

Ruling (»27): his intent was unstated as a condition and, as 2912w 0127, is meaningless
Source:
1 Suggestion#1: v. 1 — teaches that he must be willing, even though we see that he isn’t really willing

(a) Rejection: perhaps that case is different, because we know that ultimately he’s interested in n193
2 Suggestion #2: from R0 of same Rn»11, equating ruling with 17InWwy V3 to 127

(a) Rejection: perhaps that case is different; we know he wants to fulfill the order of 772
3 Suggestion #3: if a man attempts to negate pwyTp based on his unstated assumption about her - still valid

(a) Rejection: that’s ®1mn? (still married)
4 Suggestion #4: end of our mwn — (“even if she later states...”)

(a) Rejection: she doesn’t have power to overturn his stated condition
5  Suggestion #5: ruling of n»yn — if 2”nya changed his mind about n%yn, v is still exempt

(a) Possible rejection: 2”nya is simply trying to exempt himself from 117p

(i) Block: he could have exempted himself by saying that he acted purposefully (1) —
1. Rejection: a person doesn’t own up to sinfulness
(if) Block: could have said that he just now remembered (that it was wTpn) (suggestion #5 validated)

Story: man sold all his property with a stated purpose of making "9y — but couldn’t find a residence there
1 N27s ruling (version #1): “making n°9y” implies finding a residence (2 may force buy back)
2 N27s ruling (version #2): he did “go up” (= may not force buy back)
Story: man sold his property in order to make 1’5y but didn’t go
1 wN 27 (version #1): if he wishes, he may go
2 owN 37 (version #2): “what’s stopping him?”

(a) Split the difference: if there is a real oIR (#1 — he may still go; #2 — he really is prevented)

I 7 mwn: mmYw with a specified location
a  If:he directs a 9w to give pv11p in a particular place — pwy1p only valid if given there
b But if: he directs a n5w that the woman is in a particular place — pv11p valid anywhere

i

Note: same principle taught in re: 0% (31 Pv”) - that the location matters
1 Justification:
(a) If: only pvrmp were taught, 8”10 since he’s bringing her close, he may insist on a specific location as the
people there will speak well of him — but in re: 0%, he wouldn’t care
(b) And if: only pv% were taught, X"10 since he’s divorcing her, he insists on shaming her in a particular place,
but wouldn’t care in re: pVITP — 5"p

IV ’n mwn: declared and assumed status of woman found to be untrue after marriage (also taught in mamn> — each for context)
a  If: he betrothed her on condition that she has no 0’111 or pnn and it turned out that she had pnn/nmm — no pviTp

i
ii

However: if he betrothed her without stating the condition and it turned out that she had pnmn/p17 — N2 852 R¥n
Note: definition of 1mn for woman same as that for 0»n3
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