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For one who does not comply with a ruling, etc.

OVERVIEW

727 and 70 21 both ruled that the 2°7¥ do not write a X¥71 unless the person (who
is allegedly accused of forcing the transaction) is one who does not adhere to the
ruling of a 7"2; however if he does adhere to the ruling of 7"°2 then the person who
1s being forced can go directly to 7"°2 and tell them what is happening (that he is
being coerced) and there is no need for the 2°7¥ to write a Ry 712,

mooIn asks:
— INNT RYTINI NN

It is astounding! What type of X7 are we discussing -
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If it is a Xy regarding granting a v or a gift (which the person is being coerced
to grant), there is no reason why we should not write a 77 since this Xy712 is
merely revealing something which will become evident, for he is certainly

coerced in some fashion which prevents him from coming to 7''>2 -
— 99%2TR NYTI 135309 XY *N29 99N KDY 3911 IN)

And if the Xy712 1s regarding a sale, this cannot be, for X829 ruled that we do not
write a Xy 71 for sales —

mMooIN anticipates and reject a possible explanation:
— NA97 7Y 1Y 90 29 NaY NN’
And if you will say that fo1° 291 ;7129 disagree with X239 and maintain that we do write
SIPIIR RYTINA -
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' On the '2 Ty the *¥7771 state that a Xy J0w must state that the undersigned 27y know the nature of the coercion.
The X713 asks that this cannot be applicable by an o1& regarding 71nm 103, for there it is merely a Xn?» "17°3 that he
was an 01X. Regarding a sale where the seller receives money it is necessary to be aware of the 011X, for generally
sellers are coerced to sell because they need the money (however this is not considered a proper 01X), therefore the
o7y have to verify beforehand that indeed there was a valid coercion which voids the sale. However by iinm 1o
(where he receives nothing in return) why is there a need for the 07y to know the coercion; if he was not coerced
why is he making a Xv71n and why is he granting the 771011 v, therefore when he makes the Xy712 it means that he is
certainly being coerced (and we will all become aware of it) and (similarly here in our discussion) for some reason
he cannot go to 7"°2 at this point. There is no reason not to write the X¥71 even R1°72 N*X7T JR1X.

% See "2 M. (See 0"aw" there &2 1"7 for a detailed explanation.)

? See footnote # 1. The X3 asked what type of Xy are the *y77m1 discussing; if it is regarding manm) Pw it is
merely a Xn?'n 9%, and it cannot be regarding *1°27, since X271 ruled that >1°218 Xy 11205 &2, The same questions
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Nevertheless the X723 should have asked and answered (regarding what type of
Xy7in we are discussing”) as the 13 shortly asks on the ruling of sp7a!

mMooIn has an additional difficulty (with the proposed resolution of the '&n°n °21'):
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And there is an additional difficulty for 8291’28 themselves both maintain that

a XY711 can be written even on me and you (who are X172 n»x) -
— %217 NYTIHI 999N XD 19 ON

Therefore since it is (**2X and) &27 who is responding, it is understood that we are
not discussing a 515217 V7. The question remains to which Xy71n were >"1 727 referring to.

mooIN rejects a possible explanation:
7:])’23‘\:)‘1 NIV NI 1Y 1DANT NN Y ND ’NDYTIDT AUPNI NYND 29

And it is not feasible to assume that here we are discussing an incident similar to
the story of the orchard, for in such a case it is obvious that even if (the coercer)
is R1°7 N, we will write a X¥T1%. nvon does not answer his question.®

SUMMARY
Mmoo argues that regarding NMinm v (as well as X0°7757 AWYNI) we write even
NPYT INAX

THINKING IT OVER
What would be the ruling if there was a 77v7% n7°0n by 71nm v and then it became
apparent that there was no o1X; is it a valid manm va?’

should be posed (and answered) regarding the ruling of >"31 7727 that X1>7 1% X727 JR2R X?R XYTIM 1°2N3 RY.

* The xm3 could have answered that >" 727 are discussing a *arx Xy7 and they disagree with X271 and maintain
12X RYTIA 137203 (see R"Wan).

> X271 »ax responded to *" 7127 (disagreeing with them) that a Xy7 can be written even on us. This disagreement
cannot be regarding minm s for then everyone agrees that we write a RYT (even X177 N»X7 JXnK) since it is
merely a X172 Xn?7 1773, It cannot be in regards to 1271 for then how can (»ax and) X237 say we can write it even on
us, when X237 maintains *°21% X¥712 1°2m3 P!

6 See "2 7y (and footnote # 1). The X3 there explained that the ruling of *y7771 is pertaining to a case similar to
X0 7797 nwyn. The story there is where one mortgaged his 0779 (orchard) for a loan for a period of three years
(during which time the lender can eat the fruits for full payment for the loan). After the three years passed the lender
told the owner, ‘if you sell me this 0779, fine and if not I will hide the mortgage note and claim that I bought it from
you three years ago and since I have npimi "1 I will keep the field for free’. In such a case the owner had no choice
but to sell the field for otherwise he would lose it entirely; in such a case we write a “1"2IX Xy even according to X21.

7 Even if the lender (see footnote # 5) is a X172 n*%¥, nevertheless what will it help if the owner goes to 7"°2; the T
will claim I bought it and have 7p1 *1w. In such a case we will write a X7 even RI"72 N1XT INNIN.

¥ See ow nIx *"92 for possible solutions.
? See X7 73 7"72 oW IR "1
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