an "7 'oin K0 P2 .70

— TR PR JTINNRY 701 byw
We do not assess what their sons’ and daughters’ are wearing

Overview

X"9 taught that when dividing the estate, even though we assess the clothes
that each of the brothers are Wearingl; nevertheless we do not assess the
value of the children’s clothes. n1901n will explain the reason why 720 X,
and cite an exception to this rule.
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For it is embarrassing to bring (young children) to 7''92; and so therefore

the heirs release each other from the obligation of assessing the value of their

children’s’ cg’lothes.2
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And the n'">1 ruled that this exemption applies specifically to the weekday
garments (which are relatively inexpensive and the heirs are willing to
forgo any monetary difference for the sake of not being embarrassed);
however concerning naw clothes, those are assessed’. And the same
ruling is mentioned in the 25193 7150,

Summary
We do not assess the children’s weekday clothes (on account of

embarrassment); but we do assess their n2w cloths.

Thinking it over
1. Do *"w" and noo1n completely agree as to why AW 1K Di*12 SV 1?

2. What is the 7°7 if the children have (more than) two sets of 21171 >732; are we
722 (and how many), or not?°

! The discussion is in regards to the clothes that were bought with the money of the estate.

* This 72’ is assumed to have taken place when the clothes were bought. See v MX 7"210.

3 9"3 X"5. The 7" cites this w.

* The naw clothes can be brought to "2 (without the children) during the weekdays (when the children are
not wearing them). Alternately (see P"nvw) the naw 732 are more expensive and the brothers are not >2nn
*77aR. See “Thinking it over # 2.
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% See n"m.
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