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Since most — 977 9R% 2TV K2°H 93 MKW MPIN3 2wl 2117 1100
women get married as nY»1n2, what of it that there are no 297!

OVERVIEW

There is a nP1orn between XM 27 whether we can decide monetary
rulings on the basis of majority (as is the case in other areas of 71597).> Our
X3 contends that in our 71wn we should follow the 217, regardless if there
are 0°7¥ or not. Md0IN will qualify this challenge.
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The contention of the X ) (that the woman should collect 2>»nX», on
account of this 217) is (only) according to 29 for 17 maintains we follow

the majority concerning monetary issues. Therefore since mxw1 m?1n2 w3 a1,
we are to assume that this woman, as well, was a 79112 when she married and she
deserves a 17213 of o»nXn. According to the other opinion, however, that 17n2 P97 P
2797 R, then there is no difficulty. The fact that mXw*1 m?1n2 0°w1 217, is not sufficiently
effective to extract the monies from the husband. They maintain that a 217 does not have
the power to be T1n ®*xm.>

SUMMARY
The question of the X713 that we should follow the 217 is only according to
27 who maintains 21777 IR 71M22 7799711.

THINKING IT OVER

Seemingly it is possible to differentiate between the case of 21 (by the ox)*
and our case. There, the seller (the Prmn) cannot claim with certainty that the
buyer bought it for meat. Therefore the 217 is sufficient to be 1171 XX, Here
however the husband (the prmn) claims with certainty that she was an 7329K.
Perhaps in such a case even 27 admits that 21777 IR 11212 1217 PX.

!X, 1 p"2. The case there entails the sale of an ox that turned out to be a goring ox. The buyer claimed that
the ox is useless to him since he bought it for plowing; the seller claimed that the ox was sold for its meat.
27 maintains that since most oxen are bought for plowing, we follow the 211 and the sale is invalid. 2Xmw
maintains that the sale is valid since w">>¥ ,21777 X 1R P17 PR. See “Thinking it over’.

* The reason why 11 may be different is because the 211 is opposed by a prmm.

? The o°3w> Mo (on the margin) disagrees with moown. The following is a (partial) translation: ‘It is
possible that even according to ?Xmw, we should follow the 217, rather than the 17 npin, since the M npm
(that she was born a 791n3) supports the 217 (they both indicate that she was married as a 79102). w"».

* See footnote # 1.
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