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’y mwn — conditional 102 (con’t)

I

II

I

v

a

if: he made the v conditional on her serving his father or nursing his baby (means — 2 years ["1 — 18 months]) — valid
i then: even if they die (i.e. the baby dies before 2 years of nursing are complete) 03 is valid
ii  challenge: Xm™a ruling that even if she only served/nursed for 1 day — the v is valid
iii answerl: X1 follows 3"av1 (who is lenient about conditions as per ruling about cloak) — nwn is 1127
iv  Answer2 (827): in case of mwn, he didn’t set a time; in Xn»131, he stated 1 day
1 Block: »w& 27 — anytime he doesn’t set a time, we assume it to be 1 day
2 challengee: according to *wR 11, Mmwn’s ruling that a bno obligates 1.5/2 years — should be one day
3 Answer: it is one day — but must be during the first 1.5 or 2 years
4 Challenge: in 2™ clause, he explicates 2 yrs.; according to >wR 17, how is that different from 1% clause? — block
v Rna presents 3"2w7 responding to 0" or 13117 about the existence of 5193 *Rin throughout 7”0
1 unclarity: may be challenging n™ on grounds of 1215 »w; may be challenging 1127 seeing those as source
2 challenge to 817792 1317 say that if she didn’t cause the failure of the *xn, the va is valid (contra 1327 of Xn»2)
3 answer: 13271 of that 274 k11 are 3”2v71 who states (below, [b ii]) that if she doesn’t cause failure — v is valid
however, if: he made the 03 conditional on her serving his father or nursing his baby for 2 years (stated explicitly)
i then:if baby dies during the 2 years, or father refuses her service (even if she doesn’t cause it) va is invalid
ii  dissent: »"aw1 validates vj if his refusal isn’t on her account as per his rule: any obstacle not of her doing — v nr »1n
iii  Note: if he makes two unrelated conditions in front of separate sets of witnesses — they are options but the
witnesses can’t mix and match; if the two conditions are related (e.g. greater amount) the 24 one cancels the 1st

1 Mwn: boundaries of travel for Pvo RIn:

a

if: he gave a v on condition that he doesn’t return within 30 days
i if: he was going from nT to %’>» and reached v1901R (near N1m), that is considered arrival — vy annulled
1 challenge: ©1901R is in NI
2 answer: he made 2 conditions; if he goes to %), V1 is immediate; if he leaves and is gone for 30 days — v is
valid; but he left as far as v192018 but returned within 30 23 is null
ii  if: he was going from 9 to N7’ and reached *Rimy 993, that is considered arrival — v annulled
iii if: he was going to »’nTn and got as far as 12y and returned, that is considered arrival — vy annulled
1 challenge: 13y is considered part of »&
2 answer: he made two conditions (as above) — getting to 13y is considered “leaving” enough to annul
if: he gave a v), conditioned on not seeing her for 30 days & he went and came but never alone with her — vi is valid
i challenge: he saw her —
1 answerl (X277 37): means vnWN (euphemism)
2 Answer2 (7277 ”7): means “seeing” — but vi is only valid after 30 days of absence and we’re not concerned that
they “made up” — because he stated ab initio that she is believed to say that he never arrived
3 Note: some read this as a comment on 'n mwn (below); in which case, the need for his 'y ninri surely applies
to ®na (but if we read it as comment on mwn, in case of ®n»11 we won't need it, since he comes and goes)

'n mwn: time-lapse 107 in circumstances where he dies during interval

a

b

if: he made the v conditional on not returning within 12 months (w/o retroactivity) and died in the interim — no v3

i note:wman allow her to marry, following »o1 "3 — 19 o1 VW YV 1Nt (akin to retroactive)

but if: he made it retroactive and died in the interim — valid

i question (also to 1ma7in 1% clause): permitted immediately (he won't be arriving) or after 12 mos. (*®n is fulfilled)?
ii  Note: if he gives vy at night, saying it takes effect “when the sun comes out” and dies at night — nn'n InNRY V3 > Y109
iii  But: if he says “on condition that the sun comes out” and dies at night — valid (nin 5p::1wayn)

iv  Dispute (1237/12m27): if he says “if it comes out” —1m17 rely on 70wn jn1; 1127 don’t rely on Town ot

"0 Mmwn: commissioned V7 written earlier than the directive indicates

a

b

if: he says “If I don’t return in 12 months, write and give...” and they write it before 12 months lapse — invalid

if: he says: “write it and give if I don’t return within 12 months” and they write it before — invalid

i dissent: yov 1 permits (wording implies that he doesn’t care when it’s written) — 3 nra

If: they wrote it and gave it properly (after 12 months) and he died

i If: they gave it before he died, it’s valid

i Butif he died first, invalid

iii Note: if he makes a time-lapse condition “after this nonw” 1 year; “after this year” -1 month; “after this
month” 2>week; “after naw” >1,2,8 0. (1,0 ,7 0V are considered “before naw”)

iv  Note: »a7 ruled that “after the %37” is 30 days (not accepted)
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