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Question raised about the need to prewarn an n7 5» n12w in order to deprive her of her nain>
a  Lemmal: perhaps since she's already acting inappropriately, that is sufficient
b Lemma2: perhaps if she hears what she has to lose, she'll rectify her behavior
¢ Attempted proof #1:'® nmywn rules that 2> NI NOYIXR don't drink - but they may receive n»p
i Observation: not for drinking, must be for loss of N2> - we require warning
ii  Rejection #1: could be to prohibit her to him
iii  Rejection #2: may be in order to give her to drink after she is a now/ARIV
d  Attempted proof #2: 'R mwn rules that 3”55 mnYx etc. don't drink - but they may receive nyp
i Observation: not for drinking, cannot be to prohibit them (they're already prohibited), must be for loss of namn>
ii  Rejection: may be to prohibit her to the alleged paramour (5»12% n7OR 72 Y25 NMORY DYI)
e Successful proof:'n mwn rules that 72 steps in and declares "»p on behalf of man in prison etc. expressly for purpose
of depriving her of her nana
i Success: proving that nnans nTvan’ requires warning
Tangential questions:
a  if she violates norms of modesty (n7 v n1219) may he keep her nonetheless
i Lemma 1: perhaps since it depends on his sensitivity, his tolerance carries the day
ii ~ Lemma 2: perhaps there is an automatic "zero-tolerance" here
iii ~ Attempted proof: 'n nwn rules that 7721 can issue a "1p on his behalf < cannot "forgive"
1 Rejection: perhaps 11 acts based on usual reaction of husband (not to be forgiving)
b  if the husband wants to forgive (and forget) his "1p, may he?
i Lemma 1: perhaps since it depends on his suspicion and issuance of a "1p, he may forgive it
ii ~ Lemma 2: perhaps once he's issued it there is no going back
iii  Attempted proof #1:'n mwn rules that 71 acts on behalf of the man in prison etc. —
1 Explanation: 11 isn't likely to issue a "»p that he can later forgive
2 Rejection: 71 acts on the assumption that he won't change his mind
iv  Attempted proof #2: (0:R) mwn rules that the local 772 assigns 2 scholars as escorts, lest he have relations with her
1 Explanation: no need for this if he can forgive his »yp
2 Answer: that's why they're there — to inform him that if he chooses to have n&’3, he should forgive the nyp
v Successful proof: 3 rulings of "forgiveness" in name of 9wy *VIR
1 A husband may forgive nrp
2 A t"amay forgive a Rnn 1p1 (rejected — lest divisions and disputes multiply)
3  Parents may forgive their wayward son (1711 9710 j2)
vi  Tangential question: may he forgive even after n7no or only before (521 'R1nR NPoNN)
1 Reasonable — only until n7'no, otherwise *ov "7's v'p, favoring trusting the husband to be alone with his wife,
would stand, as 010 would also have the possibility of 7n’n (if he forgives the mp)

III  Analysis of dispute between n”a/v”a about collection of N2> if husband died before drinking ("a mwn)

a  Note: dispute revolves around status of nama-is it already "collected"(->she's nprmn and heirs must prove infidelity)

IV Analysis of case of pregnant/nursing woman who married (0'nan/n"7) and infertile woman (nman/8™) - '3 Mwn

\%

a  Dissent: R"av" interprets v.1 (»71 nyt nnpn) as excluding an n'n5»R from the process
b Response: 1111 interpret v.1 as blessing her with children if she was barren (»™) or "better" children (YRynw» ")
¢ Tangential 811772 brought:
i Includes: n7tnn married to a 91an drinks — even though we enable adding Ynp *109
ii  Includes: wife of 93 and 99mwn T2y — even though v. 2 targets Y%7’ 211, nInNRY expands to include o3
Explanation of "1 mwn — 102 nwr drinks — even though v. 3 = only one who, if raped, would be n%»1% nimn
a  Additionally: she is n%2% namn, meaning if she get sickly (nann) in her limbs, X“10 due to rape — %"np
b Additional ruling: ©70 nWR drinks — even though w8 »1v5an implies that her husband has to be sexually competent
¢ Additional ruling: any m7y may be object of "1p, even though she is already forbidden to him and won't become
"more forbidden" as a result of the process (or an affair)
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