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A woman does not collect from the other assets, since it is not her
manner to search after courts

Overview
3"2w ruled in the X072 that a woman collects her 72102 from the °p°ndX (even if
the husband sold it). >"w1 and noon qualify this ruling.

- 51953 19 133 Y 1T ATY 5Y IPINR NYP0N RINT 109072 WS
>"w1 explained that this rule is specifically if she placed the responsibility for

her 72102 on this field (the °»°n15X) and she married him with this stipulation -
- 211‘1!'\?& 99 PYNRI NP 9 NINY NN DY Y15 XD N PRINN 1PDI) U5 1PNOY XN

And she did not want that all his assets should be responsible for her 72102, for

then she will not know who bought first and who bought last -
= 4NN 1NN DD DY PTY TI08M

So she will need to litigate with each one. This concludes >"vp -
- 41959197 502 NG 5193 9919Y LY Y¥A ITANT $9135 Y1V 1991 991 BRT SN

And it is the view of nmoown that if the husband sold the °p nmoR, the sale is
completely nullified, so that even the husband himself who sold the °>n5X can

g0 back and nullify the sale (even while they are still married and no 72103 payment is due) -
- 75925 *OIYW NDIN 533 (350 91 NINYN P93 *MNa%a 199NN Y911

For this is what the Xn>72 states in N2> Noo»n regarding a woman who brought
in assessed items to her husband -

'arx ot
2 1f all the husband’s assets are >Xnx for her 712109, and the husband sold his assets, she will have to determine which
assets were sold last, for she will not be able to collect from the purchasers who bought the assets first, for they will
rightfully claim, when we bought, your husband still had assets of his own, and the n1nX of the 72105 shifted to
those assets (for 1117 12 W W D1pM2 272 WH 0°0311 Y01 1R). So she will need to litigate with each of the buyers to
determine who bought last so that she will collect from the last (ones).
? From *"w19 it may seem that if the husband sold the “»>max the wife has the right to collect her 72105 from the
"P'MdXR even if it was sold first (before the other assets [see footnote # 2]), however until the time of the collection of
the 712103 the sale may be valid; however N1201n negates this.
* This of course means that he will return to them any monies they paid and he will receive the *»>max back in
return.
> This proof from mn2’ is (only) according to n"9» cited later in this '01n, but not according to *"wA2 there.
® The assets the woman brought into the marriage were assessed and the husband guaranteed that in the case of a
divorce or his death she would receive from his estate this assessed value. This is also referred to as 2172 XX 021
(since she is guaranteed to receive the principal). In case of divorce or death of the husband where the woman insists
on taking back this 0w, instead of being paid its value (as agreed), she has the right to do so (7°2X n°a maw own).
Therefore this 0w is similar to the *p*maX, where it is agreed that the debt be paid with this item.
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For the Xn>12 taught, if both (the husband or the wife) sold the 0w for their

sustenance; this incident was brought before »''2w" -
= NTIN NTIN 0NNV N 80‘1\731‘,7: oY W9 MMPYN 191 XIS HYAN 9IN)

And he ruled that the husband can take back the 01w from the possession of
the buyers; and *''w explained there that when the Xn>°72 states, '@ aw Yo%, it

meant either the husband or the wife (but not both of them), and >"w explains’ -
= NONIN Hyan NYNRN N9919 ONY NN NYNN Hyan 991 ong

That if the husband sold the o1, the woman can extract it from the mmp? (if he

dies or divorces her), and if the woman sold it the husband can extract it from
the mmpY (if she dies). This concludes >"w15. According to >"wA if the husband sold it, the sale is
valid unless the wife dies so the husband can be mmpP?i 7°n XX (and the wife can certainly be
®°x14 if the husband die or divorces her)lo -

mooIn disagrees with >"wAo:
= NONI IANY NI PN 999 ON 192aNT W9 o 1929

And the n''1 explained that even if the husband sold the 2w, the husband

himself can be X3 from the mmp® -
- Zonm 91909 AURD 190N XYY 9NIRY Y1) 595 PR 0PN KYY 1939 YInT

For the 3127 instituted that sale should not take effect at all, and it is nullified
immediately so that the woman should not need to bother to collect it from

them for her 72100 —
- ©92%7 503 INN INY DYUN YV 1997 PRY NN TINRT DPHY0Y ININI 13 PNY 1297

For 2''2w= in that Xn>72 follows the reasoning which he states here (in our X773)

‘that it is not the manner of a woman to go searching for courts’ to litigate for her
72> -
- PIOM AYNND NANY 1Y 01D NPNRIY Y3 YW 0093 INYY 317 K

And the case of 2w (or *p°noR) is not similar to other assets of the husband

where the sale is valid until the woman comes to collect her 720> -
= YTAVYVWNN N2) XY 991 233 NN INY D09 INVNI 9N w’bv NIN1N NHAINI PPN ONNT

For in those cases the liability of paying her 712103 is not specifically designated

7 See *"w there 70119 11"72 that 70197 is XP1T Y.
$ yom .
? Syan 7",
10 See also 'on there Hvam 7"
"' Others amend this to read DR177 13°27 (as opposed to on 11°27).
2 Once the rule is that 7n5%% 502 nPnn, so no one will buy it, therefore the woman will have no trouble to collect it
from her husband’s estate.
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on these sold properties more than on the other properties, so therefore if there
are unsold properties (717 °12) which the estate still has, she cannot collect from

the sold properties (*72vwn) -
=9 91N NIY 29N RIX NITPPY NI 91210 XON NDI1D% 9N 22 NN 179N NI DaN

However here by an 0ww/°p°ndX, even if there are 377 512, the wife can say, ‘I
am not taking the "717 °12, but I rather take from those properties which were

designated for me as payment for my 72103’ -
- 1937 513 INN INY NMIE NN KYY ANINRY 19190 N3 009N 19PN 13 Yy

Therefore since the wife can collect the 723Wn» *p°n1dX even if there are 11"12, the
o »on invalidated the power of the seller (the husband) immediately (at the point

of sale that it does not take effect) so that she will not need to search for 3197 °n2 -
- P53 1S 70933 TTYIN 299 13N 39 M9T (vrn via ) SATWITA NI 19

And so it is evident in 2521 750 where X' 5''1 argue regarding 172 INX
slaves -
— 1971912 127X 1999 AN 1IN 539

>'"1 said if he sold the 12 X% >72Y, they are not sold (the sale is invalid) -
- 19197 19X NN AN N9 712N PN RYIN 39 1YY N

R''1 said to °"; these 7172 XY °72Y are eating 7170 on account of the master (the

husband), and you say they are not sold!
- Bhywh 19913 IN 09IWY 1993 1999 INNA MNP Y1)

And then the »n5u17° asks in which case are they arguing; when the 0°72v were

sold permanently or when they were sold temporarily -

= 0509) INYM 12290 NN 9INRT 13299 TYIN 2297 NININT Pr0N)
And the n>u17° concludes that X''5 agrees with the 33129 who rule here that the
woman collects from the other assets (not from the >?°>moX), meaning that it is a valid sale -
— HNI91) 12 JYNRY 1293 1INY 229

And 5''1 agrees with A''2w" that she collects from the *»>nox, for the sale is invalid -
- P19 19N Y91 2937 O9WY 19912 YN 115D PN NYWY 1991nws nn
The w17 concludes; that is when they were sold temporarily, that is when
there is the np12nn between X" °"1, and X" maintains that it is a valid sale,

" See footnote # 6.
'* The 0>72v eat 7m1n (only) because they are 1903 137 of the master, if they are 1903 73p he can surely sell them. See
mwn nom1 that this is a case where they cannot eat on account of the woman She is a 72%m.
' This (seemingly) means that if the argument is by W 1191, then according to X" the sale is valid temporarily,
and according to *"1 it is not valid at all.
' The *n5wr concludes that based on the 72°w7 12 who established that the nmnn of X" "9 is based on our
nponn between the 2"aw M 1327, and "1 agrees with 3"2wA, this proves that their np17m» is only 7vw> (but not 291w)
since 3"2w" maintains that the sale is nullified immediately it is not valid even 1vw>. See ‘Thinking it over’.
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however if he sold them permanently all agree that the sale is not valid'” -
2 (N0 97 mams) 199IY AWNRNT P0900990 Y199 THa AW nm)

And with this interpretation, s>'"'w1 explanation in o1 wK7 P19 will be
understood.

Summary
There can be no sale of an *P>n1dR for AWK N210> (and 2W).

Thinking it over
Why did the "1 assume' that 2”91 X1 maintain that according to 3"2w1 it is not

a 77" even yws 2%

'7 The conclusion of the "2 is that the np¥2mn is where 7vwY 1191 (see footnote # 14), and »" (who maintains X
110n) follows the view of 3"2wn; indicating that (according to 3"awM) it is not a sale even 7yw9, for it is w2
immediately as Moo argued previously.
' See *"w1 and 'on there w3 71"7. The rule is that the 72103 of a 7in is collected from her first deceased husband’s
estate, and when the 02’ is 02*» her he cannot sell any of those assets, however after the 012> he can divorce her and
take her back as a wife, and then he can sell all his assets or of his deceased brother (ayvi w"»¥). *"w1 there asks
how can you say that he can sell, when there is a (2,71 7v*)) 7wn that if someone bought a field from the husband
and the wife subsequently agreed to the sale, nevertheless the sale is 702, because the woman can say the reason she
agreed to the sale is because I wanted to please my husband (*2¥2% *n>wy 2"m1), for if I would refuse, he would be
suspicious that the wife is preparing for a divorce (721732 nn1 1Y) and therefore does not want him to sell any of
the assets. So how can we say (in m21n2) that the husband can sell as he pleases. *"w7 answered that the 71wn in v
(which states 202 npn is only by the specific cases (where he was 711 the field for her 7213, or 9172 XY etc.),
however in other cases he may sell. 12010 there asks, the concern of 1"w17°32 nn1 71y [certainly] applies to the other
fields as well, so why is there this distinction between the three fields and all other fields. However according to
moon here that by these three fields the sale is nullified immediately, we understand the difference. Regarding the
three fields there cannot be a sale at all (202 1pn), but by all the other fields the sale is valid, and pending, and if the
woman is owed the 72103 she can eventually collect it from the mmp?, but until then it is a valid sale '01n2 w"»y.
¥ See footnote # 16.
%0 See mwn noma.
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