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I Investigation into the partnership between father and fiancé in o171 naan:

a  Lemmal: each one “cuts” %2 of the 911 — 1% 10

b Lemma2: each one “weakens” the 113 — v9p vopn

¢ Split the difference: if she banned 2 specific olives and one of the }1an repudiated and then she ate both
i If: we argue 1 1, one of the olives remains fully under the ban and she receives man
ii  If we argue v9p wHpn, the entire ban is weakened and she receives no man
iii ~ Proof: from ®naown (above), expanding on a2 Mwn: arY MY NIPIIM HPIN NN HPAY MY MPIINI RD IRD NN

1 End of xnaoin (following yma "):

(a) w"aif the father heard and rejected and the fiancé died before hearing of the 111 — the father may

reject the fiance’s portion > vn
(b) n"a:in that case, the father may not reject the father’s portion 2>w%p wopn
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