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1. The xnna says that the argument is whether we need a 'vizajm 111 or is it enough if there is a "1
worth of |"70%70n. Since the concern is to preserve xn"IXT nwiIN', and everyone agrees that |"7070n
would be part of any nwin', what is the X120 that it shouldn’t work?

2. wwimpm 11 a1 e writes that there is vy to pay off the 2 niaimd and leave over a 71 worth of
yinp. Why does he need to spell it out this way? Isn'’t it clear that a 72*7 A"nin mean one 11'T extra.

3. The mwn says x1n nn 0 ki inni. Why does it have to says “xin” isn’t it obvious that if they died
and then he died we are talking about the husband?

4. v writes that the reason why one group wants to get their mother’s naim is because it’s larger.
Even if both are equal it also makes a difference if the other wife’s son was a 1122 so he will take a
double portion and leave them with less, if they inherited normally.

5. The mwn writes that if the children of the larger naim> say that they will value it at a 22T more we
don’t listen to them. Isn’t it self-understood that they shouldn’t be able to do so? What is the wiT'n?

6. Can the children of the larger nain> be 7nm on a 111 worth of their mother’s nain> thereby leaving
a 7 for knuxT nwin'? This should work like \j7on or p17'0.
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If you have any comments or suggestions, please email Rabbi Grunhaus at Ygrunhaus@gmail.com
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