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I Analysis of 'R nwn — status of NV as undivorceable:

a  If she doesn’t know how to care for her v3 and doesn’t understand “leaving” — no n”nn pwya (v. 1)

b If she does know how to guard her v and herself — may be divorced

¢ If she does know how to “leave”/guard vi but can’t protect herself — 1322971 cannot be divorced:

i Reason: so that she shouldn’t be taken advantage of
ii  Support (that that is the case in our 72¥p): she “can’t leave” (j31277n), he “can’t ever divorce” (n"nn)
II  Analysis of 'k mwn: 1"217’s challenge:

a  Question: did he question inability of wan to divorce or ability of nwan to be divorced?

b  Answerl: since their response explained requirement of man’s ny1->he questioned man’s inability

¢ Challenge: from his quote of 3"2"7's testimony and their response>he questioned woman’s ability

d  Answer2: his own approach is consistent — both must be compos mentis to divorce; he challenged their distinction

III  Analysis of testimony of 3”277 ("2 nwn)

a  Application (817): since we don’t need her ny, if he shows the V) to witnesses and tells her it’s a PTpa, 1v3, even
though his latter statement may be understood as canceling the v — he was just embarrassed to tell her (if he
really wanted to change the meaning of the 10w, he would’ve told the witnesses)

IV Tangential discussion re: responsibility for religious behavior of (¥1n) jop

a  Story: keys to n”n>a lost on naw in 71”n7; 79 "1 instructed to have nnvp search; if they find them, they’ll deliver

b Possible support: ruling that we may not tell a 70p to uproot or carry, but we may allow him
i Block (»28): perhaps this is carrying in a (12277) n’9n13 or uprooting from a potted plant (33277)

ii  Challenge: we allow non-Jew to extinguish a fire, but not a jop
1 Answer: yop here is acting on his father’s directive
2 Challenge: (parallel) is non-Jew acting on Jew’s directive? (also prohibited)
3 Defense: non-Jew (adult) is acting of his own volition, unlike minor

¢ Possible support: ruling that a 9an 12 may eat at his grandfather’s (yaxn o) house
i Block: »xnT—leniency

d  Possible support: ruling that a jn> may eat at his grandfather’s (80 ny) house — no concern for nxnvY NMIN
i Block: 3297 nmn

e  Possible support: Jewish child may nurse from nxnv nnna , 0"y — no concern for RNV PPV NPV
i block: case of health concerns (911 isn’t allowed w/o disagnosis; jop is always in danger vis-a-vis a9n)

ii  tangent: 1RW RaR testified that they would nurse from a v"va mmnv nnna
1 Reason: nursing is (12277) 7 INRY 7790 — only M3 on naw (1’po), not V" (MpHn)

f  Challenge: vv. 2-4 are understood to expand MR to mvp
i Answer(s): prohibition is to provide jop with ®xan (food, nknv), not to passively allow them to violate
ii  Justification: p1->1M13; amount of 21N for DXPW is RINWY Y3; NRMY only applies to DN

g Challenge: "1 mwn, case 1 — wIn man must divorce nnpa (may not maintain her 11o’x2)

i Answer: due to her MR

h  Challenge: "1 mwn, case 2 — man must divorce nvn (may not maintain her 11o'x1)
i Answer: due to his MR

i Challenge: "1 mwn, case 3 — wIn man must divorce his wife (nvn) - both of them are n»op>
i Answer: precaution against allowing a ;w9 nn (the nna1’, who is a nnpa)
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