D7D TIVRID'T YA DRI 17717730 noon MY AT TIHY 1y opT

23.3.5; 27b ("1 awn) 2 28b (7325 12107 RI1°8 K1)

10 7109 75 779 07137 NN IRVNI YR NIIR HY 1NN KY 01123 D212 HY MR NN R .

77109 75 779 mow 1DPIT HPT DOWYRY HY 072 32 YY) 073 KY MR 1Y TR N1 KY NP1 IRV YY) (1Y RYI DaYRY TON 1N
v5 7109 12 779 47777 :IPYY DRR DNAR NIIYA GR) DR NIRD DIIYI PR D2 DIRVID .
15 7109 12 779 X777 : DR 1192 NNIPA DI NN KDY PR 9T 270 190D YNNI WK YY) .

25 7109 75 779 8777 :DPIR N IR 9D NI MIIRD 13D DIP MDY TN vaYnD .
72 2109 12 779 X771 SRID GNTT 2PN KD INVUR YR 1PN KD Par My My .

I 7 mwn: invalidity of witnesses (and ©°1>7) due to kinship

a ym
i List of 9 — each includes them, their sons and their sons-in-law
1 Brother 5  Father’s sister’s hus- 7 Mother’s husband (step-
2 Father’s brother band (uncle) father)
3 Mother’s brother 6  Mother’s sister’s hus- 8  Wife's father
4  Sister’s husband band (uncle) 9  Wife's sister’s husband

ii ~ #10 - only he is invalid, not his sons nor sons-in-law
1  Wife’s son (step-son)
b »ov 1: the NwrY Mwn only lists inheriting relatives:
i Father’s brother (uncle)
ii ~ Father’s brother’s son (cousin)
1 And: anyone else who can inherit from him — if he is a 219p at the time (of the act and/or my)
2 But:if he was originally a 219p and became dis-related — w3
3 Dissent (771777 77): if his daughter dies but leaves children, his (former) son-in-law is still 9109
¢ Source for invalidity of £22177. v. 1, which cannot mean “not bearing parents’/children’s sins”, as per v. 2-4
i Note: this source only invalidates parents and brothers and only paternal relatives
1 Maternal relatives and cousins: extended via mar may, inny nny»
2 And: extension to mnnn yTviav.5
d  37sextension: 17 suggests symmetry, which leads to 17'WR12 "»%W being namp DIvN Y109
i Suggestion: he gets it from our mwn and reads 17N as “sons-in-law of the sons” (3 gen.)
1 Rejection: then it should teach “sons and grandsons” (defense: teaches 1nwrd 5y1)
2 Rejection: ®vn v's multiplicative “8->24" should be “8->32"
(a) Rather: n1wn means “sons-in-law” of the principal; 27 ruled like 8" who also invalidated nwa »»%w
(i) But: 271 permits w1 "WYY
(if) Answer: 21 holds like 8™ (based on reading 12y D2 %Y Mar NP RY) but not to the same extent
e  jnm "’s application: mother-in-law’s brother, or either of her nephews
i Support: nywn rules that sister’s husband and his son-in-law etc. — by reciprocity, 3’s rule is supported
1  Story: 271 was asked if a man can testify for/against his step-son’s wife
(a) Answer: husband and wife are as one (= 5103), as per v. 6
f  Analysis of next clause: son of mother’s husband
i Challenge: that is his brother
ii  Answer: includes step-brother
1 Dissent: n"1 permitted a step-brother to testify, interpreting our niwn as paternal and maternal brothers
2 Note (n™): father of groom and father of bride may testify
3 n7227 a man may testify for his fiancée
(a) &2237: only to have her lose money, not gain (as he will gain it later)
(b) Rejection: in either case, he cannot testify
(i) Clarification: n"2171 was misled by ruling that fiancées are not Xnvn for each other (e.g. if he is a 12
and she dies), nor mourn for each other; if she dies, he doesn’t inherit her estate and if she dies, he
keeps the namo,
1. Distinction: that is dependent on a full marital relationship of 18w which doesn’t yet exist
2. But here: it is due to emotional/financial attachment, which exists already
II "nmwn: (still nmn 79): disqualification due to emotional attachment to 17 Yva
a  amR—if he is his “best man” — only during the week of the wedding (or that day)
b xnw - if he hasn’t spoken with the 17 Yva for 3 days due to enmity
i Dissent (237): YR ny isn’t suspected of lying due to such emotional entanglements
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