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I xmwn: power of 121y to generate n%IR

a

b

0P '3: 112% YR N2 w/o children, and he dies, leaving her pregnant:
i Her slaves do not eat on account of the 121

1 Rule: Y018 721y (if Y9879 1013 n2) but 9a81 18 (in case of 1039 YRIW’ N1)
o'nan: same should apply to 1735 102 na

I Analysis of "oy *1’s opinion:

a

b
c
d

Explanation #1: an 12wy takes on the identity of the host mother (11=n11 'yna 121p)
Explanation #2: 929 can only invalidate, not generate eating (9981 1R 19 1WRWY)
Split the difference: 921y in the womb of a 1712 na (expl. #1 — would eat; expl. #2 — wouldn’t eat)
DORMNR: 127 expl. #1; qov 27 expl. #2
i Challenge (to 901 *): response of *01 "7 to 1IN in Xn»a: I've only heard regarding 10125 Y%7’ na
1 expansion: if rationale is 9981 1R T2 1WRWY, same case (should be confirmed)
HR1VY’s ruling: mnan opposed 01 "1 (sounds as if YRINW rejects 101 "1); any heir generates feeding slaves
i challenge: 981w publicized ruling that an 921y can be the recipient of a nnn - he is also an heir
1 - his portion interferes with the slaves’ right to eat
ii  answer: YRMW accepts 0V *; taught that 1127 disagree with him (in spite of testimony 11»5vary wynw nwa)

III  Expansion of 'ov "1’s opinion (xn»11):

a
b

C

If he dies, leaving her with children, all slaves eat
If he dies, leaving her pregnant (no children) — no slaves eat
If he dies, leaving her pregnant and with children:
i p"n’s version of YoV "1:
1 nYn>1ay - eat, just as does she
2 a”¢may —don’t eat, due to portion (potentially) owned by 2w
il or 9”2 HRYNWY’ '7’s version of o
1  If there is a girl, the slaves eat
2 If there is a boy, the slaves don’t eat
(a) Scenario #1: case: boy and girl and limited estate (1327 mipn that the girls inherit)
(i) Therefore: if there is a daughter and a son, no matter what the fetus is, the girl gets her
portion (the female fetus wasn’t granted 2310 nW1P); if a boy, the girl already holds power
(if) Rejection: girls don’t have “ownership” even in case of limited estate
(b) Scenario #2: “girl” means “mother” —feeds 15n 12y, son doesn’t feed 2”% »72y due to portion of foetus.
iii »"awY’s opinion:
1  If there are sons, all slaves eat
(a) Rationale: no concern for statistic improbability (live male birth)
(i) Possibility: depends on 1nm "v’s ordinance for orphans (trustee divides their property)’
(if) Rejection: all accept his ruling; even »ov 3, even though he doesn’t allow 2”% »7ay to eat
2 If there are (only) daughters, no slaves eat
(a) Rationale: if the baby is a boy, girls have no pYn; even if it is a girl, her p>n “counts” among girls

III "7 mwn: the list of those who invalidate but don’t feed (%380 181 DY)

a

b

A2 if as HRIWY 113 ma — v. 1 stipulates N3, excluding a pregnant one

i But:If asn2% 587w na—v. 1 stipulates that must be na 1% — not before birth

paif as D NI to a YRIW, returning N1 excludes D1 NIMWY

i But: If as D3> nIMW to a 1n3, she cannot eat on account of him, as she is 1903 pap of his (deceased) brother
POVIR: if YRIWY 113 N3, she is invalidated via the pwyT'p

i But: If 1n3% Y%7 n3, we don’t allow her to eat until she moves into his house (X91)

wIn: if YRIWY 113 N3, the rabbinic P1p removes her from her father’s house

i But: If 1035 5879 n3, the 13277 1Ip isn’t sufficient to feed
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