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YR Y's dissent: if he performed ma» and she was pregnant and then miscarried — v3a ®xv
R17: synonomous with n”’s opinion:

a

i

ii

DR to marry a pregnant or nursing widow/divorcee — and if he did, vaa ®¥m and may never
marry her
contra: NN require divorce, but may return her after pregnancy/nursing period is over

»aR: dissynonomity:

i
ii

®" may only require divorce because he risked Xn»7RT nX NWR NOR — N™'s case is DTN NOR
n"1 may only require “never return” because "N YWN IM? DNMIITY PN WY NN

related ruling: »”aw1 (by implication) if a child dies within 30 days, Y91 pav

i
ii
iii
iv
A%

R17 (as per Rya7): if she’s an YR7W’ NWR, N¥YIN, not 112 NWR (preserve NNNIY MIVI)

R17 (as per R'WIVN 17): in either case, n¥Yn (this was R17's original ruling — he later ruled leniently)
application: in the case (D'nan/n" above), would we waive the va for 113 nwR?

Response: dissimilar; in this case, we can rely on onan that it’s not a 993; there, all require 03
Tangential ruling: if he was wTpn an NV/MNOR within 3 months and ran away, he may not need to
write a va and remarry, since his fleeing implied his willingness to wait until after 3 months to
marry

Analysis of final clause: status of child who may be 1wx15 "0 12 or NINKRY 1 j2:

We don’t follow the 217 of full-term pregnancies, since she wasn’t “showing” after 3 months as per a1
Status of 91N pav (our case)

MaRT — “9tnn pav PR (premise: *pa) 2P apY? 12 MPYR " MVN i.e. 7"aRII NION)

a

a

1

ii

iii

R17 (who maintains 8”1 n2%n= 172 N2%N: PonNY *pav are not allowed to inter/intramarry): 9rnn pao
may not marry 7n 'R or even another 7N pav (contra p"n who is lenient)
»R (who maintains 5913 n2%n=5R1MW3 Navn: pony *pav are allowed to inter/intramarry): 9tn pao
may marry 'RT or another pav (contra p"n who is stringent)
observations of ”ar1 that may shed light on his ruling vis-a-vis mpav:
1 v.1 applies to someone who has multiple liaisons — ultimately, brother may marry sister, man
may marry mother or daughter etc. — because they don’t know (ka1 interprets nnot differently)
2 aperson ought not to marry women in different towns (same concern)
(a) exception: famous people — they know who their father is
(i) stories of XK who, when traveling, had a “wife du jour” in order to allay the 7”"nx>
1. challenge: need to wait 7 days from ny»an before nx>a
2. answer #1: they sent agents ahead to arrange match
3. answer #2: it was only ®nbya min»
3 forbidden to marry a women if you intend to divorce her (v. 2) (evidently, unless she knows
and is agreeable as per the stories cited above)
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IV Inheritance of the D1’ 12 pav ,NR 12 pao
a  Case #1: If the pao and the n2> (performed D21 on his mother) come to divide the dead brother’s estate:
i Claims: The pav claims he is the son of the nn, the D2’ claims he is his own son:
ii  Ruling: pava Y0mn pnn (an unsolvable doubt) — split 50/50
b Case #2: the pov and the sons of the D1’ come to divide the dead brother’s estate:
i Claims: The pav claims he is the son of the nn, and the entire estate belongs to him; they claim he is
their brother and gets an equal portion
ii  Ruling: pava Y0mn nnn (an unsolvable doubt) — split 50/50 (unlike an inversion of the later mwn
about PINRY '1 12 PO ,WRAY 'V 12 pav and there are sons on both sides)
¢ Case #3: pav and n2’ 11 come to divide D2”’s estate after he and pav divided dead brother’s estate (as per
case #1):
i Claims: pav maintains that he is a brother and should get an equal share; na1> 232 maintain that he is
the son of the original nn and gets nothing; he responds that if that’s so, they should return the 4
that he split with the na> originally
ii  Rulings:
1 xar’7:original ruling stands and now he is a pav here
2 7P original division is reevaluated
3 possibly related case: dispute between nnom NN if someone had a field amidst 4 others and had
an easement in one and returned to find that all 4 had been bought by one man and the easement
was lost:
(a) opmr he has no claim
(b) p»7x:he can claim the shortest easement 3"nn
4 suggestion: attempt to align 17y 1 with pnTR and Rar "3 with 1127
5  rejection: 1127 have claim of “I could return all fields to original owners”; 1R has claim of
certainty that the path was here somewhere
d case #4: pav and 2 come to divide grandfather’s estate
i Claims: pav claims to be son of dead ()wX1) man and they should divide equally; D2’ claims him to be
his son
ii ~ Ruling: p1 gets all — X1 »Pn RN Pav PR
e  Case #5: pav and D2’ 211 come to divide grandfather’s estate:
i Claims: pavo argues that he is the son of the original dead brother and gets ; they claim him as a
brother and he should divide equally with them (e.g. if there are 2 of them, he gets 1/3)

ii ~ Ruling: ¥» immediately goes to them; 1/3 immediately goes to him, remaining 1/6 is divided as
902 SN PN

f  Case #6: grandfather and na vis-a-vis estate of pav; grandfather and pav vis-a-vis the estate of the na:
i Ruling: pavoa Yomn nnn - divide 50/50
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