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I Continued analysis of mwn
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Explanation of wording: mRriw) nnk Mo1IR NNR(=?) MY NNR ,M2IN1 NNK:
i Whether they were m»na or m»ya that were divorced/widowed from o1 or prIw?
10 71 (first): nadn follows o1 "1 (like NN’ "3 — no obligation of ninnn if either side is P1OR)
i implication: p"n is a sole authority, not consensus
ii  support: unconditional ninnn is the opinion of n”
1 retraction: 30y 1 changed his mind due to Xn»1 taught in n12>a 01>
iii ~ challenge (to 13M ’7’s 1t position): 131y '3 ruled Nwn DN N2%1 — our BNY prohibits
iv  defense: mawn onod navn is conditional:
1 Valid: onos na%n — ono 2”nRY nivnn
2 Invalid: DN P390 PR — NPIYNN 2”NRY DND
3 Application: our onv is followed by nTin> 11 »01 "1 'nNn — rejection of ono as consensus
4 Expansion of rules:
(a) DnoI NIYN :RNPI22 NPIYNNY MVNI DNO
(b) DNO> N2YN :RM122 DNOY MWNA ‘NN (°27 must have taught it to X»n "7, anthologizer of mn»11)
v Exception to rule: n:» %2 nwn — either because it is internally confounded or because it is really attributed
to w" and not ono
Final rulings:
i porvn:
1 pan 22 #7n ’7. wait the rest of 1t month, full 2" month and part of the 3¢ month
2 9px may have po1vr on 90t day (but for pr1w2, must wait for 91¢ day)
3 /575 must wait for 91 day
ii PRI must wait for 91t day
ili PP must wait a full 24 months
justification for oy *7’s consideration of m?ax
i challenge: regarding ara 'v 11 Ynw 1w, we disallow laundry but allow PoYVR; here, where we allow nva>
(but not y1n7) we should certainly allow porvr
il answer: (AR1'0) ©277 MR MY’ MYaR is more lenient than personal, fresh mbax; we disallow po1r
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