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Even though it is not worth a 7w - 709D 7 12 PR 0 Yy ON

OVERVIEW

The &n>12 here teaches that the v17°p 20W need not be worth a 7v5. Later
in the P79, another Xn> 12 teaches that the 77°2n WY need not be worth a
70179, Our Mo0IN explains the necessity (and novelty) of these ruling.
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Here concerning a pPwh TP 70w it is understandable (why the Xn»92
mentions that the W is valid even if it is not a V1D MW), for there is
somewhat of a novelty in this ruling. Since, if the "0V were a v MW

she would be capable of becoming nw7p» without a written 9Ww, but
merely with the value of the parchment (which is a w175 MW), based on 703 PIp.

mooin presents a difficulty:
— INNY YW Y NI90 TV 23D (x5 9m 1PV YAN

However later concerning the Xn>72 which states, ‘my field is sold to
you’, and the Xn>>72 concludes that the sale is effective even though the 0w

1S not a 7uD MY, one wonders -
— NVIHND NIV 1] PRY 9 by GNT NfM2a9 *N1I

What is the novelty that it is a valid 70w even if it is not a 77vYp MW -
— 20190 MY 13 PPN 199 NVIND NIV D 91 YOVYN NN 999N ONNT

Since there it is the seller who gives the "vw and it makes no difference
whether it is a 7v19D MW or whether it is not a wp Mw!

MooIN answers:
— INYT XPHY MIPNN 190 199NN 13903 793 ANT OIVN UMY YN

And one can say; since that the term 73301 (giving) is written by a 0w 11p

as it says ‘[after I gave] the writ of acquisition’, I may have thought -
993 N9T )9 ¥WUR KD NPYY 1A1Y 13Pn 99917 *Ivn ‘o mv syasyy

" The Xn*"2 says that even though it has no 709 7w and he cannot be wpn her with this qvw in the
context of qod 3P (since it is not worth a 7v179), nevertheless he can be w7pn her with this 7vw within the
context of W 1. [This cannot be termed a XN127; rather it is a 'RM27 X7 NXP'. ]

2 There would (seemingly) be no reason to assume that it is a ‘better’ 11p if the 0w is a 7vd Mw. It is the
buyer who gives the 703 for a 7"1p; not the seller. The seller is giving the Tvw, it will never be a 70> PIp
regardless if the 70w is a V1D MW or not. By 1W17°p the acquirer gives the 7w, therefore if it is a 7VD MW
it would conceivably accomplish 1w17°p through 703 1°3p.

® The w"w amends this to read (19,22 717°) 73PN 790 NN INR. See also "YR 77"7 K,12 1Hp? W'KIT NdON.

* The term 7201 indicates giving something of value; which is a 70199 mw. See 2,29 2°Nod where 2XW XaR
states 11017D MW NI 73°N1 PRI 10N &P M. See ‘Thinking it over # 1.
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That a n7uv1p 72 be required for the 70w, (since the seller is transferring
his field to the buyer6), therefore the Xn>12 teaches us that a 717D is not
required. The v may be worth less than a 70179,

SUMMARY

The novelty by a w17p 70w that it need not be a 7175 is that even though if
it would have a 1uv1M® she would be nwTpPn on account of 70D 7°Ip,
nevertheless even if it is not a 7VIND MW she is WY P72 DY1TPR. By a 0w
77701 the novelty is that even though the 109 uses the term 7°N1 concerning
a 771 WY, nevertheless it need no be worth a 7v17>.

THINKING IT OVER
1. If the term 7°n1 is mentioned by a "quw, why indeed is a 7v11® MY not
required?!®

2. Can we use the novelty of 7721 “vw to also explain the novelty of "ww
7R (which is derived from v where the term 772°n1 1s also used)?9

3 Others delete the words; npYR% 7Tw 73pn 1owT own (for they find no meaning to it) [and (others) insert it
in the following &7 7"7 mMooIn]. See »"'M who amends it to read P97 10w 7Ip» MW 2Wwn and therefore T
would think that a 71175 MW is required.

® See previous footnote # 5.

7 See footnote # 4.

¥ See X1 MIX *"92. See X177 R,D PU MDOMN.

? See 5"yX 77N 7"72 B
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