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I Requirements of 713 n%av1 YN
a  ywir " only n%n required, as proven by men at "0 0
b ®":only n%2v required, as proven by women at »»0 I
i ®"™ maintains 7WaRr 'RwN WaR 1T (we can apply a ruling made where no alternatives are available to a
case where alteranatives are available) as seen from his position vis-a-vis mm17 nva (must come from p"n,
proven from nxn noa where there was no alternative to p9n)
¢ reread: both agree that n%av alone is sufficient; 8™ holds that n%’n alone is sufficient (no n%»av at »»o 7n)
i onon (and ywin '7) — there was 020 at 220 70 as per v. 1(1"p from D712 ©12) or v. 2 (no MR sans NY10)
ii YW 2 — must have been n%av, since women had to have some vehicle for conversion
iii ©nIn ("o 1) — need both (there was 1720 at ’»0 7, as per 9, and vis-a-vis 19N, R"RWN TWAR DITMY PR)
1 (mn> 1 71501 1) D'NoNd NN > we cannot be 0 Y2vn on N1W (since it is necessary X123 NpN)
2 Story of a 20 8 YnW 71 who came before X1nR (at night), had him wait for the morrow and “we will
97200 you”
(a) Inference #1: require ny2v as well
(b) Inference #2: require 3 (“we will...”)
(c) Inference #3: may not be done at night
(d) Noninference #4: no requirement of n'nmn (perhaps they happened to be there)
d  Ruling (janv "1): 71 requires 3, since the term vawn is used in reference to him (v. 3)
II  Testimony of 9
a M7 only needed in "X (as per v. 4)
b  non: needed in Y"n and in »”R — (8”10 we don’t accept 071 in "R since they are converting for gain...)
i 2verses needed (v. 4, v. 5) to extend requirement to 5" and allowance to accept hearsay testimony
I Requirement of 7”2
a M’ from v. 6 — must take place in 772
b  story of man who came before nT’ 7 and testified to his own “private” conversion:
i nmm 1 ruled that he invalidated himself but not his sons:
1 challenge: nm " rules (based on 172’ — v. 7) that a man is believed regarding the status of his son — for
better (11312) or worse (w1 13)
2 response #1: (>a17) — by his own word, he is an n"2p and not believed — but that can’t affect his
children who are already Y&7v7 n'prmn
3 response #2: (R111) — he asked about children and grandchildren and allowed that the fellow was
believed about his children (as in the case of 179?) but not his grandchildren
4 rulings:
(a) our case: like »"217
(b) 973: like Ry27
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