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Continued analysis of 1 mwn ("7’ *7’s opinion that a daughter of a 131 7 is the same as a 721 Y9N na)
a  Argument:1"p from 59n, who comes from a “nw3 nav” — certainly, 73, who comes from a n109 nav, N1 Y18
i Challenge: mnYR/"n3 disproves it — he comes from "n7w3 nav” and invalidates his daughter
Deflection: that nk»a (nNNR/"N3) was itself a violation
Common denominator: different from most Jews (n71apa ¥ or nay nR»a) and his daughter is %108
defelction: in case of Y9n and mnYR/1"n3, there is an n17ay involved; untrue about 1
response: include WX Mxn as proof — (no violation in his nNX»a with mMxn, yet child is %109)
deflection: PNWRI M¥n is, himself, banned from entering the Ynp; untrue about the 73
response: 990 disproves this — may enter Ynp, yet creates n9on
common denominator: Ynp 71 1R
deflection: they all invalidate via nk»a (including nwx1 "xn); untrue about 1
9 answer: " "1 maintains that a 71 is 1R212 Y010
t mwn (grouped with "y nwn on .ny) - status of children of 0™ vis-a-vis N2> Nw>
a "ar1 - if either parent is Y87 (not M) — daughter is N1N12% NV, but if both are w1 — for generations — N1N2Y Y109
i 2w - a girl who converted before the age of 3 may marry into n»n (v. 1 — oma was among them!)
1  counter: D39 — means to keep as slaves (but not for marriage)
b o1 1 —even daughter of nn M is N1INDY MW — NdA
i however: D103 maintain higher standard for themselves (as per »"arv)
1 Ruling: if they ask, we instruct as per »”ar"; if they marry (as per 'ov "7), we do not force divorce
¢ Sources (forall 4):v.2
i /777’7 must have main Y1 (father) be Y8wn
ii  »2aN7 Y7 means “any Y” (as long as either parent is YR7wn)
iii o1 ’7. as long as they were w11 (conceived) YR7vr2
iv  »7awT as long as her m91n1 were “completed” as a YR’
d  question (827 2 179): v. 2 is partially about 3"n3 (prohibition of ninoR) and part about V111 172 (rest)?
i Answer: indeed —just as v. 3 is partially about the Y3’n (the n1mn) and partially outside of the n71y (where YRnw slept)
e  Further interpretations (v. 2): MR from 020> means “from other n2112” —not 3"n3 (i.e. NYon)
i A7 1 means “from those who are n11n3% X"Wn” —i.e. not from 1751 71 N1 (as per his approach)
'm mwn - credibility of parents to identify child as 7nn
a father isn’t believed to declare his son a 7tnn
i even if: both parents admit to it
1 meaning: not only the father, who may not know, but even if she makes the claim — not believed
ii  and even if: the child is still in utero — no credibility to generate 04
1 meaning: not only an already born child, with m w2 npmn, cannot be stained by their claim —
(a) but even: in utero, sans MW Npn, their claim isn’t accepted
iii  dissent: T "1 grants credibility as per v. 4 (179)
1 Counter: 13271 use V2 for granting double-portion to 7192 who needs “recognition” (e.g. came from abroad)
2 Response: unnecessary — father could grant him any gift on his deathbed
(a) Defense: needed for ability to grant him double-portion in funds coming into estate after death
(b) Challenge: according to n™ (»”525v7 Mpn DIR) — unnecessary
(c) Answer: covers funds which enter the estate while he is a oo
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