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I  Continued discussion of status of 2R vis-a-vis DWTp
a  Implication (of ruling that he may not take part in division): he may eat 0wp that night if offered
b Challenge: ruling that an 1% may go to the mpn (as above) and eat his noa (only!) that night, not other nwTp
i Answerl(’normm 7707 ’7): in our case, it refers to noa night; since he may eat nos, he’s allowed to eat all »wTp
1 Read: wwpn 3 refers to other nights
ii ~ Answer 2 (sox 77): in our case, the death and burial weren’t on the same day
1 Therefore: myR of that day is 13270, it doesn’t extend to night; if on same day, MR is n"nn, extends (v"1n)
2 observation: authority who holds that n%% miR is 0”11 is W™, per explicit statement in Xn»2 (contra N’ ")
(a) proof: an MR can eat Nva that night
(b) challenge: w™ states that an 1138 cannot send a j27p to be offered
(i) assumption: this includes noa
(ii) rejection: besides noa
(c) challenge: w™ interprets "D'n%w” to mean that the donor must be n5>» — not an 18
(i) then: he extends it to nvaY Twyn M2 ,n%Y ,nMn then pwWrY NrVN, then all gifts — by analogy/language
(ii) point: he includes noa in his (exhaustive) list of excluded nnavp
1. defensel: noa was added “by habit” with 9wyny 1132 and doesn’t really belong there
2. defense2: noa means Noa *nYw (Mnan that accompanies Noa 127p)
a. challenge: already listed nn%w
b.  justification: X"10 that since it accompanies nva it would be like nva and be brought 5"np
3. defense3 (»71 *7): noa isn’t brought if the relative died on 77, if it was only nmap oy — brought
4. challenge (?wn "7): W"™’s proof to »™ fails if he only “proves” v n%% MR from NN1p DY — ROWVP
iii answer3 (»aN): prohibited if relative died before midday; permitted if s/he died after mxn
1  reason: before mxn, he is defined as an 118 before noa 137p 21N sets in; afterwards 9”p 21N “defines” him
(a) support (for distinction between before/after m¥n): resolution of contradiction between ruling that one must
engage in burial, even if it means becoming ®nv and being unfit for noa 129p (v. 1 and story w/jnan qov)
against interpretation of v. 2 — that only for mxn nn do we “endanger” a”p by engaging in burial
(i) proposed resolution: if he died before/after mxn
(if) challenge: perhaps both are after mxn and it is YRynw> "1/y™
1. y”7. 8NV’ 1Y is an obligation
2. 271 RNV’ 1Y is a permission/MwA
(iii) block: Xmm2 of vn is authored by y™ (signaled at beginning — he interprets way and nn and then
proceeds to justify mention of each relative in spite of v/p from father
iv  answer4 (827): both are after mxn, but if the relative died before 77171 nvnw, he doesn’t eat; if after — he eats
1 question (712111 92 K78 “): once there’s been 7”771, who cares what happens — he’s already fulfilled 5”p
(a) interjection (X237 who is a student of 837 and teacher of NTX ’7): we know from X1 "3 72 N1 that eating the
9”p is 20yn > he isn’t “done” and without eating afterwards isn’t X¥v (comment of 817 — listen to R2a1!)
(b) background (’27 "1 12 737):
(i) am272 YW DY (i.e. hearing about a death in family within 30 days of the event) is akin to n1ap ov
for 7/30 — must keep nwHw/nyaw from that day;
1. but: for eating noa, we treat it like mnxy vV1p’y DY (re-interment — only practiced that day);
(if) and: for both of them, he goes to the mpn and then eats noa that night
1. observation: there is a tacit contradiction here;
a. ~w7 implies that for nM1p DY, one may not eat noa that night (else why classify nywmw ov
differently to allow him to eat noa?)
b. x90: “for both of them” — we assume means both nymw o and nM1p 0V — he may eat
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2. solution1 (NTDN *9): it is a dispute between ©Xin

a.

b.

N12272 MR lasts the entire day; »a7 — until he is buried

analysis: cannot be the day of death — all agree that that day extends, o™ into night; in ad-

dition, 27 couldn’t permit it immediately after burial per v. 4

nww 1. must be nMap oy

i.  challenge (901> 37): by implication of /v Dy being allowed to eat that night, nmap ov
isn’t permitted — but which authority is this?

rather: means — wnn prohibit entire day and night of nn>nn oy, »a7 allows that night if he

was buried that day

i.  /mp7 7 astonished at qov 17's answer — all know that 27 is more stringent in this re-
gard, as we see from his ruling that m»ix could last days, n’nan only allow for one day

rather: naN enforce mar the whole day, '21 extends until he is buried — and then that day

and night

i.  students to 8237 implies that a1 holds that 1 is included (if nnn DY) n"nn

ii. challenge: »a71 explicitly (in disagreeing with nT »27) from v. 5 — night is "M

iii. answer (X¥27): 27 holds that n%% MR is "0 — but WNIN made this ruling stronger than
a Rn»NRT ruling

: solution2 (8177 77 92 7137): if he heard — or buried — before sunset — eats noa that night

i.  but: if he heard — or buried - after sunset, doesn’t eat (same day >n”nn jnx)

ii. challenge: after sunset — he’s already brought nos, no need for anything else

iii. rather: this proves that eating nos is indispensible (20yn)

solution3 (»w~ 77): “both of them” refers to ny1W DY and Mnxy VIp*y oY

i.  rejection: if so, no need to state nr TNRY AT IR, could’ve stated nM At > errant report
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