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) Mwn: 6 more severe M»Y who cannot marry any of the brothers (and the original “marriage” that led to
pseudo-np’t is meaningless) their m ¥ are still in Dya»-corral
a. mother (could not possibly marry any of the brothers according to 77172 /7— 2R NoONR)
b. father’s wife (could not possibly marry any of the brothers — vaxr nwx)
c. father’s sister
d. paternal sister
e. father’s sister-in-law (father’s brother’s wife)
f.  paternal brother’s wife
T mwn: n"1/v"a regarding My
a. v"a (who reject the nwT of MIXY) permit My nxy; n"a (following our lead in '8 nwn) forbid 2>
i. if nwYn, v forbid N¥1>N to NN3 (since N¥’Yn is meaningful); n”a permit (N¥’9N is meaningless)
ii. if they did 127, w"a confirms the validity and n”a forbid the relationship
b. general statement about w”a/n"a:
i. in spite of their many disputes, they didn’t hesitate to marry from each other’s schools nor to
work with each other’s mano
Analysis of dispute between n”2/v”1in re: M7y mx
a. 1911 nynw "1 — dispute rooted in na%n waTH:
i. w7 -v.1nxnnimplies a closer wife (i.e. M7Y); “N¥ N wife” may not go to an outside (i.e. nppr)
ii. 1" —n¥nn needed for XY of 1Y NN and that such PWITp aren’t vaIN
1.  w~aderive that from 71 w8
2. n"aultimately agree and use n¥nn to include noMIX for np>t
3. wninfer no1R from n¥np (which n”a don’t consider significant)
iii. w"a-if so, it should say yinY; n¥n alludes to an “outside woman”
iv. n"a-n¥mis akin to other locative suffixes (vv. 2-7)
b. 11— dispute rooted in general principles:
i. MR HY YN NOR PR (original MR of e.g. 12 cannot be augmented by nk nwy; therefore, her
presence was never subject to D127 and we don’t consider her = n1¥ are still mppr)
c.  Result - if n¥»9n was performed, n"a disregard it and permit the nx19n to nnn3
i. Challenge: this is obvious since the n¥’>n is meaningless
ii. Answer: to act contra to 1”21 who advocated n¥'Yn for such mx
9™ and 1nv "1 regarding v”a and n”a and the problem of 11NN &Y
a.  Premise: the prohibition of y11ann 85 (v. 8) includes both self-mutilation and formation of schisms
i. Example: challenge to multiple days of n%n (v. 9)
ii. Example: n”a /9”1 re: M7y Ny
1. 9" (and 11) : "2 never acted on their approach
2. pnv 7 (and SRnw): w”7a did act on their own approach
3. dispute may refer to time before %1p-na declared n”a5 na%n (» PrYY)
a. 119" outvoted
b.  Sxmw/pny 7 w"a were sharper
4. dispute may refer to time after %1p-na
a.  121/95": 9p-nal
b.  YRmw/nny “1:ignore %1p-na as per YW1 7 (03 72— R1IY YV 1IIN)
5. challenge: (»"1%) — violation of y11nn &Y
answer #1: »aR: only applies in 2 17 'na in same city (stories of Y™, X", 3”1, 1N2R ")
7. answer #2: R17: only applies within one 17-n"a
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