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L oy :reported a na%n taught by nww ", who then tried to get support from a nwn

a.

b.

7257 per 17, MNAY namn v
Support: from n:1 NVID — she accepts the 12w with the doubled- jnx
i.  Applied to: o1 D NIMY ,ARIVI ,NDIIR
ii. Note: application to NI needs clarification
1. Cannot be: that he warned her as N8 and wants to npwn her as noMIR
(a) Reason: ®:71 nv1o rules that novr doesn’t drink (and doesn’t collect naind)
2. Cannot be: warning during popR and she was secluded then, but bringing her to drink as nRyw3
(a) Reason: v. 1 indicates that he must be innocent for the protocol to work
3. (tentatively) must be: warning during 10118, she came into namn (w/o nx’1) then brought her to drink
(a) Implication: now is significant for m>oa
iii. Challenge (»27): the entire mwn is “crooked”
1. Per: ®xn»7a—v. 2 implies that the husband had to have had relations with her before the 5»1a
2. Attempted save (n”27): could be a case where the ©® had nx’a with her before prw?
(a) Block: in the parallel case, we wouldn’t call her D1’ nImv; she is a full wife at that point
(b) Per: 27, who ruled that even a “weak” nx®»a accomplishes full pap
(i) Note: the entire discussion is around 17’s ruling, so invoking YR1nw’s dissent is irrelevant
3. Answer: the case was that the n1’ did xn (but not nx»2)
(a) Per: w"a who argue that 1nrn is a full 1p (and would allow for nvyo nrpwn)
(b) Challenge: if so, the "0’ NIMW” here is the same as an "NO1IR” — why mention both
(c) Defense: nona is also the same as nxw1 —
(i) Rather: nwyw1 - his own; o1 - his brother’s; similarly, nox - his own, D2’ NIV - brother’s
iv. Defense (97): n:a 0o follows opinion that he may issue »2’p to NO1IR to have her drink as nRW)
v. Defense (»7217): the oath is expanded (to include nNoMR etc.) via N»12w Y193 and includes NNo as NOIR

II. v "7’s ruling (version 1): if someone gives 1nxn and there is another brother, even if 0’103 and she is a 113 ma

a.

b.

C.

then: she is n1n2n Y09 until the process is completed
question: according to whom is this stated?
i.  If p715 he only ruled that she doesn’t eat when anticipating a Xn»7187 N0 NXR’a —not 11277
ii. And if "1 8775 they didn’t even invalidate when Xn»1RT 02108 NR’2% NINNWN — certainly not v”1n
Rather (version 2 per p237): if he gave 1nRn, all agree that she still eats;
i.  But if: he has a 9on brother, all agree that she does not eat (in the meantime)
ii. Dispute: if he gave her a v
1. 72197 /7 she still eats — even n™9Y, since P12 VI is 131277
2. 57 she doesn’t eat — even w"1 R™Y, since in that case, he can feed others, unlike here
(a) Counter: he could “feed” her when she returns to her father’s house
(b) Block: in that case, his relationship with her is terminated (- she eats); here, still connected

III.  Analysis of Rov — if they became widowed or divorced etc.

a.

Question (posed to S81w): if a N2 was WTpn a minor and she became nIna before he married her — permitted?
i.  Lemmal: the moment of PR defines her status (already a nana)
ii. Lemma2: the moment of Po1PR defines her status (was a n»1na at that point)
Answer: from our mwn — only at pR1W1 do they become n%5n
i.  Counter: wasn't asking about n%on — that is certainly only at nx»a
ii.  But question: was about v3 — which nmp is it — pwIT'P or PRIVNI?
Answer: 73 mnY —if a VYT 1D gave PYITP to an MNOR and was then appointed as 313 — may marry her
i.  Block: that is different, per v. 4 (nwR np’ is extra- “take his wife”)
ii. Answer: v. 3 also uses nWR — but there we interpret it as limiting (only one wife)
1. Rationale behind distinction: in the case of the nIn3a, she underwent a physical change
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