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And do we not require - 9912 1773919 9217 90 J9Ya KD PO
two majorities concerning genealogy?! I will dispute that etc.!

OVERVIEW

WX 72 X1 27 said in the name of 21 that the 712%7 is according to "0 " of
the mawn. 7°n7° °27 understood that to mean that the nP°n is 71729 DONM
even if there is one 111 only. 7°»7° " therefore challenged this ruling from
another ruling of 27 concerning a castaway child, that even if the 217 are
o*>xw° we do not consider this child a %X in regards to porme.! Why is it
that by the nP11°n one 211 is sufficient for 170r1°? Our MdOIN argues that this
contradiction could be resolved without resorting to the s'®773 answer that
NN is 711737 W only by 211 1N,

nvoIn asks:
SINIYIT NPIN NPD 5PDT PINN INY 1YY 81 NN

The X713 could have answered, that the following case of a castaway child,
is different than the case of npw°n in our mwn; for the »1°n has no

presumption of M w>. We do not know the lineage of this child, therefore one 211 is
insufficient. However in our 71wn, the np1°n had a maw> npin before she was 0182 777v21,
therefore one 217 may be sufficient.”

SUMMARY
There is the option that *217 "0 are required only when there is no N1w> npIm.

THINKING IT OVER

nooIN maintains that there is a difference between a case of M w> npin and
no M w> nptn with regard to °217 >3N. The &3 will shortly ask on 92 717 27
X217 who maintains that the need for *217 °7n by the np1°n of our mwn was
merely a 7yw n&M7. This is contradicted by the 17 of 7%wwan P1°n were two
"2 are required. However according to m»don there is no contradiction;
because in the case of 77w P11°n there is no NWw> npm!3

!'See ar 7”7 2,0 *"wA, that we are concerned that she may be an 2"y (or a n1°3) who are 711757 9100.

* See w"x17 MO0 who answers that the 1om> 2100 by the castaway child is even if he had relations with a
5% n3; she nevertheless becomes 71117737 77109, even though she has a nw> npin.

? See, 21 (TXA) X"wan. This question is seemingly ‘stronger’ than Mmoo question, for the X3 requires
that 1371 21 disagree with the ruling of 27 concerning the 72w¥1 P°n (while according to this maon this
does not seem necessary).
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