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L. Analysis of last line of X mwn — whether nxn or X2 My >"Mp”
a. Question: What is the extent of the yip after nx0a (alone)?
i. 27 complete
ii.  Snmpw: only for those things mentioned in nw1a — Wy of his brother’s property and exemption from oa»
1. Agreement (versionl): if she was married, she is fed by 1, as she was already supported by family
(a) Dispute: if she had been betrothed
(i) 27 sheis supported by n1), as "IN equated MW NRYA:TM R
(if) Snw. that equation just places b2’ on equal footing with his dead brother (011R)
(iii) Note: YR1W consistent; rules that any case where the husband fed, the n1’ feeds; if not — not
1. Challenge: Y879’ na betrothed to a 103, who became w1n before Pr1w7 — doesn’t eat NN
a. If he dies: the 01 feeds her nman at nva)
b.  Observation: in this way, the D1”’s “power” is stronger than the husband’s
c.  Defense (for 5x10w): read ®n»11 that if he married her before he became wn...
d. 2 if husband was wn from the start, doesn’t eat; unlike if Da> was wn
2. Agreement (version2): if she was betrothed, she is not fed by 2, since she wasn’t supported by va
(a) Dispute: if she had been married
(i) 27 she eats, as she was already being supported
(if) Snmw: doesn’t eat — W NR2A: TN NR*A s only for rights listed in nw19 — but not the rest
(iii) Challenge: YRmw had ruled that any case where the husband fed, the na’ feeds; if not — not
1. Read: any An’athrough which husband would feed, na> would feed; if not, not
(iv) Challenge: Xn»»12 above, re: Y87’ na betrothed to 1n3...80p
II. Tangential Xn>»a: if a YR’ N1 is betrothed to 112 and he becomes wan before pR1w’ — doesn’t eat
a. If: she has a (102) child — she eats
b. If: that child dies — dispute if she eats
i. 2’7 she does eat (onan — she doesn’t eat)
1. Reason (737): since she was already eating, when child was alive
(a) Challenge (7aA): if so, even if he husband died w/o children, she should eat — since she had eaten
(i) Rather: once he died, the 1> nwITp is gone
2. Rather (9017 27): 1" holds that vn »w2 have the power to feed and we don’t ban PR 1OR PRIV
(a) Challenge (»ax): then why do we need her to have had a son
(b) Answer: to show extent of 1327's position
(¢) Question: then why doesn’t 11 disagree in the xwn
(d) Answer: he waited until they presented their full position, then dissented
(i) If so: presentation should be reversed (3”1 should be second - "n%5R") ®rwp
III. 2 mwn: same rules apply to all m»10a/m»y; once they've had any sort of nXk»a, they are immediately m»oa
a.  poy T nww " taught a law and used our Mwn as support
i.  Law: if an Y87 nwR was raped, even though she may return to her husband, she is n1n3% n%1oa
ii.  Support: our mwn — noting the analogous 12
1. Assumption: 191 equates even v)IR to 11¥1 — and the final ruling is nYoa
2. Rejection: 121 equates nRIVN to NR»2 13 for all Mmooy nmry
(a) Question: are we inferring nX7yn of Ny from NRIYN of NN2? The main source of NRIYN was NVIY
3. Rather: 191 equates 13773 RYW to N3772 for My
(@) Rejection: the main source of equating 3772 XYW::N2773 is in MY ("NVR 220VN”)
4. Rather: 197 equates n3773 R5W to 13773 for PIRY 727N
b.  X27(versionl): if an 103 nWR is raped, her husband is thereupon liable (at nx’a) for Nt as well as RNV
i.  Challenge (r): v1 implies that one who was raped is still n"1OR — 102 NWR, making it NWY Y950 RN WS DnVY
ii. Defense (737): N1 is a generic; when text singled out Y81’ nwr who was raped—>1n2 nwR retains n-status
c.  N27(version2): if an 112 NWR is raped, her husband is thereupon liable (at n&>2) only for nkmY (not i
i.  Challenge (77): as above — shouldn’t get man for nkMV either (NWY Y931 R1N WS> NVY)
ii.  Defense: "m0 is generic(v2);v1 excludes noariw YR7w» nwK; limitation renders j02 NWR to original status
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