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Note: (end of previous discussion: 737's answer to »aN, confirming that v agrees that after oy 117793 1w, the payment
reverts to a status of pom, except that there is no 1377 21n)
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I  Continued analysis of v"'s opinion (see note above)
a  Challenge: our mwn — v" maintains that if the 3p wasn't yet collected, it goes to her (not the brothers)
i Clarification: if it is yon after 172 nTRYN, it should already belong to the estate (>brothers)
ii  Answer: (701 27 — who only understood it after he was made n2®’ wr") — from v. 1 — the "mn only
granted the money to the father from the moment it was actually collected
iii ~ Exception noted: n11's statement that it is an after 17712 nTNYN refers to other moap
iv. Challenge: v. 2 (01p, also says "given to owner")
v Answer: distinguish between j1 (v. 2 ) and 1m (v. 1)
vi  Challenge: if so, why does w™ use wna as his prooftext — should use 1
vili  Answer: (X27) wno addresses a case where she came of age (n71) and then died; where father inherits from
her — so v"™'s exclusionary wording means "wna excludes these which originate as vap"
viii Challenge: (from our mwn) — v™ exempts LIp since it isn't paid mxy 8"
1 Clarification: but after 7”m, when payment is made after admission — should be 2n
2 Answer: 9™ is speaking to 13271 on their terms (he exempts even after 1"n3 due to wn):
(a) 111, who obligate if after 112 nTRYN, should exempt beforehand since it's vap
(b) response: (1317) — the main claim is on (3nn) DIAY NVI2
(c) kernel of dispute:
(i) w”rthe main focus of a complaint will be on the set value (vip)
(if) 227 the main focus will be on something that cannot be exempted via admission (nn)
I Question posed re: o1’ nwyn of an orphan being supported by her brothers
a  Rrar 1 asked nvw " - do the brothers get the »"yn (as would father if he were alive)
i lemmal: since they are supporting her, it goes to them (as with father)
ii  lemma2: but since the money isn’t their’s (it belongs to the estate), perhaps she keeps it
iii answer: from R:X’ M1 — NINOR is fed by the brothers and her »”yn go to them
1 block: the husband never would have wanted his widow to profit, unlike the daughter
(a) premise: concern for the welfare of his daughter is greater than for his widow
2 challenge: (widow->daughter)::(daughter>brothers); just as, in case of limited assets, the daughters
eats and the brothers beg; similarly, the widow eats and the daughter begs
3 defense: vis-a-vis degradation, he’d prefer the widow not be degraded; in re profit, prefer the daughter
iv  challenge: our mwn - if she earned money arn »n3, it goes to brothers (2if afterward, goes to her)
1 clarification: isn’t this (even) a case where they are supporting her?
2 Response: no, only a case where there’s so little in the estate that they aren’t supporting her
3 Challenge: (yov 17) if they aren’t feeding her, isn’t it obvious that they can’t claim the >"yn?
(a) Support: v. 3 —even an »ay 71y cannot be abandoned without food (unlike 133 72Y) —1"p his daughter
4 Defense: refers to moneys above and beyond her food expense (naTvn)
Challenge to the defense: 9ov 217 certainly knew about natyn
6  Rather: his challenge was within the nywn, which uses the term 1723 (collection) in re both wages and nx>xn
(a) Clarification: what “collection” is there with a nxoxn?
(b) Rather: »yn:nroxn; just as nv'xn > her if found after his death; so ”"yn = her if earned after his death
7 Support: 21 rules that a girl being supported by her (orphaned) brothers keeps her »yn —
(a) Textsupport: v. 4 — only 013 0>72Y can be inherited, not the rights of a father of his daughter
(b) Challenge (7727): perhaps this refers to moip (including m¥an)
(c) Block: mban are payment for pain, which goes to her even when father is alive
(i) Possible defense: refers to harming her in her face, where the damage causes financial loss to family
8  Final ruling: »»11m — follows nww 17 (goes to brothers); *w& 17 — follows 27 (and YRmY — goes to her)
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