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1) XM
a) Nwp
i) How do we know that 37°72 must be 2177 K>?
b) y1n
1) X70m 27 says we derive:
(1) (RXAM...wOM) 70127 AR0ZAR (RXD® XY IRW 07° NVAW) PANT AR°Xn
(2) (R¥2M ...woA) P17 WIDOA 12T ARXM
(3) (Mn12 25w PR WOMR) 279177 NMIR T0IaT WM
(4) (w1219 M1 0°°78T TA0D) PTON° NI DY NN DOWT WD
(5) (J02 °777 92 WOWT QIR NAWI 'T 73) T I 2°HwIT MO
i) HRyPw ' 027 RIN
(1) R¥m> XD MRW 0°»° Nyaw 2°n0
(2) 7127 WM N
(3) W WD I
(4) 25T N1 MY
(5) > 1 I
iil) X°Wp to PRYMAY° ' °27 RN
(1) Why do you need
(@) 7 "1
(2) You already have your 7%°% from 2521 nm1
iv) Y170
(1) without >7°1° 71 I might have thought that m71 are not fit for 772
(2) And mn1 will be used to search 2217 in order not to find small MmNy
2) nmooin (as explained by X"wann)
a) Introduction
1) Wherever the X3 derives a proof with the format
(1) 702 XIP MINY XA RP
ii) Each x7p itself is enough for the 712
ii1) So in reality either one of the >0 is enough

iv) And that’s why the X713 never asks



b)

c)
d)

e)

(1) Why do you need the first X7p once you have the second &7p
(a) Because we know that that is precisely the point:
(b) Each xp is enough standing alone
V) Xwp
(1) Then why does the X711 then typically asks 1181 "R
(2) Meaning why do you need the second &1p
vi) 717°n

(1) Because although the 7mX1 syntax means each X7 is enough standing
alone

(2) The wording also implies that a 17 5va
(3) Could raise a plausible minor objection to the Xnp X7p
(4) And the X713 then explains this minor objection
(5) An example is 2Xynw° " *27
(a) Where without X702 X7p
(b) A 17 9¥2 might have objected that
(¢) In 05w the reason that 111 were used was not to find 7 My
X707 11 does not use the X1 format
this suggests that each X7p does need support from the other
We already know why the first 877 needs minor support from the second
1) 1i.e., to avoid the objection we mentioned earlier
Xwp
1) But once we have X702 Xp
i1) Why do we need &np RX7p altogether
111) X7n2 X7p alone should be enough
iv) Derive
(1) XAN2 XP2 710 217 WIDIA PRI2T VDN
(2) XIP 1MIX2 30 T 1T WM
YN
1) On the second X7 we can assert
(1) That 7"2pn is doing the searching
i) Not the "1
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1) xm

2)

a)

b)

Xowp
1) There is a 77°nN0 between these two MnN»12
(1) '® xn>72
(a) NpPoOMY N2 TN NPT TV IR AW
(b) mp7a o
(2) "2 xn™n
(a) 27 N2 NPT TR IR AN
(b) nNpoOM “NNN QN0 O°1ARY QXY
(c) mP7a AOvX N
XN
) ORNNMT R RDTNT RT ROWP RO

i1) As we’ll explain below

MR
a) Where is the potential y»n?
1) Under the bed.
ii) The bed is npoon in the sense that it establishes a space under it.
b) What does np21mi7 teach?
1) That the bed is used as a partition for part of a room.
c) Xowp
i) Doesn’t that suggest that we’re concerned with y»n in the partitioned-off
portion?
d) y1n
i) No.
ii) np2Inn is stated only by-the-way: it has no relevance to whether or not we
need 7P 2.
e) The &3 resolves the 77°no as follows:

i) where the bed is high off the ground (%*57°17)

(1) we need 777°72 because the large space under the bed may have been used



i1) Where the bed is low on the ground (*)nn°»7),
(1) there is no 17?>72 because it is difficult to use the space
3) msoin
a) Xwp on "wA
i) The mn»92 would not have used npo i if it was irrelevant.
b) y1n
1) Disagrees with *"w"
i1) The space for which 777>72 is at issue is in fact the inside portion of the room.
ii1) The issue is whether we need 77°72 for the inside portion of the room.
iv) When the 1¥7n distinguishes between high and low beds, he means either
(1) First Approach
(a) Where the bed is high off the ground,
(1) the resulting access under the bed to the inside of the room
1. makes it likely that the inside portion of the room was used
a. and we require 1p>73, and
(b) where the bed is low on the ground
(1) the resulting lack of access under the bed to the inside of the room
1. makes it not likely that the inside portion of the room was used
a. and we don’t require 7P°72
(2) Second Approach
(a) Where the bed is high off the ground
(1) access over the bed to the inside of the room
1. is inconvenient and 77°72 is not required
(b) Where the bed is low off the ground
(1) access over the bed to the inside of the room
1. is convenient and 77?>72 is required
c) Xwp
1) But note that 'a Xn>72
(1) That says 7p>72 712°7% 7R
(a) says "nnn Q°170 012X QXY.
i1) Why don’t we explain that
(1) the reason 2 8072 requires no P72 is

(a) because the wood and stones under the bed



(1) block access under the bed to the inside portion of the room.
(2) in '} ®n*12 we do need P72
(a) because access isn’t blocked by wood and stones
d) y™n
i) mooin uses the following words in the y17°n according to 7"wann noax
(1) Ap>72 7% PR 70 2awaw H ynawn K97
(2) 7vnn NN M MWL 717 PRT DWH KON
i1) mooin uses the following words in the y17°n according to X"w17n N0
(1) 7p>72 778 PR 72 awaw D ynwn RDT
(2) muna DAN M MWL U7 TRT W
4) 7w
a) By using X?X M0N0 says
1) that wood and stones
(1) aren’t at all factors in whether or not 7p°72 is needed.
i1) The only factor that’s relevant to whether he might have gone under the bed
(1) Is how high the bed was off the ground
5) X’wann
a) Two nrwp on 2"wann
1) First xowp
(1) why does '2 Xn*72 mention 2°12X1 2°XY at all?
i1) Second Rwp
(1) 3%n "o Aov M2 rules that 021281 D8y
(a) is a factor for this section ("1WRA7 ¥17°0") of MdOIN.
b) y1n

i) The proper X073 in M0 does not contain the word X9X. What msoin means
is that:

(1) Where there is wood under the bed, he indeed doesn’t have access under
the bed to the inside of the room

i1) But the 7wpn assumed that there would be no access under the bed
(a) Even where there is no wood
ii1) That’s why he asks that in '& Xn»72
(a) Although there is no wood
(1) there still ought to be no 7p>72 21N



iv) The X3 answers that
(1) First Approach
(a) '® X012 requires P72
(1) because the bed is high
(i1) and there is no wood to block access
(b) '2 Xn*72 requires no P72
(1) because the bed is low
(i1) and there would be no access
(ii)even if wood had not been placed under the bed
(2) Second Approach
(a) 772 depends only on whether there is access over the bed
(b) so that wood under the bed is irrelevant
6) Back to nvo1n as explained by X"win
a) 9X1m7 1127 says that
1) Both min>12 say no 7p°72 is necessary
i1) And both mn»72 there is no 7?>72 because
(1) Consistent with the first approach we’ve explained
(2) there is no access under the bed
b) The 77°no is that
1) The first Xn»72 doesn’t rely for this ruling on wood under the bed
i1) The second &n>12 does rely on wood and stones under the bed
c) The second approach that we’ve explained earlier
1) That the issue is access over the bed
(1) doesn’t work for HX1117 12°20
i1) What difference does it make to access over the b ed

(1) That there are wood and stones under the bed?
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1) mwn (as explained by *"w")
a) aperson needn’t do fip*72 for every part of his house at the same time
b) because we're not concerned that maybe
1) while he was P72 one part of the house
ii) a 7791 took ynan from an area not yet P172 to an area that was already p172
c) because if you were concerned about v being dragged within a house
d) 707277 X
e) And you’d also have to worry
1) That maybe person '& was 712 his house before '2 was 712 his house
ii) And a 1779 later dragged yn from the house of "2 to the house of 'R
f) xwp
1) you imply that
(1) we don’t worry about a 779117 because we did’ see one
(2) suggesting that if we saw a 77211 drag y»n, we need a new np>72
ii) what about the 71wn that says
(1) we can assume that a 9°1m 77271 would root out and eat corpses
ii1) if we make the same assumption for ynn
(1) there should be no 72 even where we saw a 77210
2) X"wamn
a) Xowp
1) The m1wn relied on two factors not to require P72
(1) that he didn’t see a 1771 taking y»n
(2) that we needn’t worry about a 7721 he didn’t see
(a) because 710 1277 PN
ii) The X713 asks only that
(1) Given that a 77711 eats what it finds anyway
(2) Why does the mwn stress that he didn’t see a 7721
ii1) Why doesn’t the X3 also ask
(1) That once we know that a 717911 eats what it finds



(2) It’s irrelevant whether there was a 7721 that he didn’t see
(a) So that 7m0 1277 X is also irrelevant
b) y°n
1) You’re assumptions are wrong
i1) It’s not true that
(1) Where we didn’t see a 77210
(2) The mwn still requires support of 710 7277 PR
(a) To conclude that there was no unseen 177211
ii1) Instead, explain the mwn this way
(1) Where we didn’t see a 77211 taking ynn
(a) We rely on that fact alone to assume that there was no 717211 at all
(1) Seen or unseen
(2) Where we saw a 17721 taking ynn
(a) Then
(i) in the house where the 77211 was seen
(i1)) We require new 112>72 for the part already p172
(iii)Because we don’t rely on 710 1272 PX
(iv)To avoid a second 71p>72 that isn’t an excessive burden
(3) But
(a) In another house
(b) We don’t require new 1p*72
(c) Because 710 1277 PR
(d) And it would be an excessive burden to have all householders
(1) Do anew fp*12
(i1) Once a 7771 was seen taking y»r in any one house
¢) The mwn that says we assume that a 77711 eats all corpses
1) Suggests to the 7wpn that we ought to rely on y»n having been eaten
(1) Even in the house where we saw the 77211
(a) And that no new 777>72 should be needed
i1) The jwpn can’t add to his Xwp
(1) Why does the mawn rely on 710 7277 1R
(a) Because

(1) in the same house we don’t rely on 710 1277 PR

10



(i1) and in a different house

1.

our 7Iwn agrees that 772 77X PR

a. even where we saw a 17721 take yam
and once the result is the same

it’s not significant that

a. our mwn relies on 70 1277 PR

i. while the other 713wn relies on the assumption that 173X

11
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1) Review the X3 again:
a) The mawn implies that we require a new 77°72
1) for a part of the house that was already 172
(1) if we saw a 1721 taking y»n from a non-p172 portion of the house
b) xwp
1) Why so?
ii) The Xn»"2 of 2™2y M7 holds that

(1) gentile dwellings are Xv because gentiles tend to bury infant corpses in their
dwellings

(2) but where 71779 1°212° 1M 7790
(a) the dwellings are Mv

(1) because the animals are assumed to root out the corpses and consume
them.

c) Two ox1n
1)  X7T 27 says
(1) it’s true that a 7797 eats up meat and leaves no trace
(2) but when it eats bread it does leave traces
1) X217 says
(1) in the case of gentile dwellings we don’t know of any actual corpses.
(2) Contrast our 71wn where
(a) because X7 >71 XXM POO TX.
(b) the poo of maybe the 77217 ate it
(i) can’t dislodge the "X that a 7791 was carrying ynn
(3) xwp
(a) But is it true that *X711 *7°% X°X11 750 PX?

(1) If so, why do we assume that a n»w 7211 was J?n» his M0 before he
died?

(i1) It’s "R that the M0 require "wy» and only a p0 that the 1211 was
Twyn the Mo!

(b) Doesn’t this prove that X701 >7°1 XX poo!
(4) Two x17°n

12



(a) See the X m3’s first y17°n, which isn’t relevant to the maoin.
(b) Second y17°n
(1) There is no MR that the N°d require Wn.

(i) 12 7ML N9IX IMAA2 RANW 72 W YIRA 70°IM) INRIAN DY OTR Own
Wwynn.

(111)It follows that the Xn>>72 of N»w 721 doesn’t prove that 77 XX poo
RTN.

2) Now see NI 72 XAnw 72 7"n
a) Xwp
i) But even if 79w yIn2 70°30% the produce was at one point 131277 %20 *K7.
ii) The produce remained %2v subject to the 50 that it was wwn.
i11) It follows that the Xn>*72 on NAW 121 proves at least that 13277 "R 771 XX poO!
b) y°n

i) Yes, but the X3 assumes that in the 71wn on ynn there was no 710°3, so the 21n
79772 1S RDPIIRT.

i1) The &n»72 can prove that "X711 *7°n XX P50, but it can’t prove it in a Xn»7IX7
case similar to our 7wn.

i11) That’s why in the Xn»7IX7 case in the 71wn we require new P72 when we know
that a 7791 introduced ynn. We don’t rely on the poo that the 7727 ate it up.

3) Rwan
a) 0">Y NN NDRMIY is only 11277 in PRI PON.
b) In fact, there is no 2"2¥ N7 NXMW at all in PIR? Y.
c) Nwp
1) How could the jwpn try to prove from 22y M 17»
(1) where the nxmv is only 731277
d) that X7 71 XX 750 and that we can dispense with X187 72°72?

13



‘D [2'ynY Ml Xd0ni ‘1D Anna XNNY ' 2" TN

5"p7n 5% MdoIN X"wAnn "0% Moo el

7957

nanwn To onn:
NN W3R SMRN
TRRYY TN

M IRAL 72N
N2 K9 77P02
293 DWW NI

MY WHW M MW WHW M | 1 VDT RIPA W
TPV PR I Hav
7V (72°0K) NRI

97772 MOR XL KA

0K 7IRNAY 721N
7702 AR P07
IR PP97777 770K
M990 HW 7RI RYY
TED IR PRWD
RIW?

X0 AR 7277
X"WI7n WIPOW 13 Xnw 22v on wpinn Xnw 22v m 1"pn AR 70X ML P2
7V AR P2T772 70K W"3 P9772 MOR | 279K p9 T2 100
TRV PRI MON TI0R MY D207 iglahrinby

"9 D NI hiran)
770 2w 1"pn 7 'R mMwpe 'an 59OR72 PRIWD 70K
9523 PYTA2 ORY TOR 7770 7N *3777) 72170 1Nk
"3 M99 YW ORI AR 12 719K YR 17797 AR 70X 2w
TORW NV 721N TOXR 7IRHY 7N 1170 23 (1270817
irla el lal=) i mRrXX raivd ORI DA WY

77170 79°OKRA7 70X

1) X
a) ow 72 70°1021 1NXRI12N 5V QIR 0N
b) wyna I N9 N2 RANY 072
2) mooin
a) Nwp
i) Why do we need the nn7va
ii) Why should we think that 2v is 7X372 MOK
b) yn
1) In naw noom the X713 says that
(1) MmN nanwn DR T2 °NN3 730 IR
(a) The word >ny17n, which is in the plural
(2) Refers to two nm1n
(a) 7w N
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(b) nxnv AN
(3) And compares the two by wp
(4) To teach two o>
(a) First 77
(1) nRnY AN
1. Although it’s 79282 TOK
2. And although it’s 797W% Mxn
(i1) Nevertheless is similar to 77170 72170
1. in that it has a 0’7
2. namely
a. PRI apon nn
(b) Second 7" by way of wp i
(1) Just as for 7770 770
1. its main 18377, which is 79°9R
a. applies only after 7m777 and not while it’s 22v
b. because 77287 N2 Hav
(i1) Just so for RMY 71N
1. its axan for PR PO
2. applies only after 7771 and not while it’s 22v
i) ""wn
(1) ®wp
(a) how do we know that 727772 70K MY 220
(2) v1n
(a) based on a 1w 2:
(1) if Rv 22V is APYTI2 MNOX
(i1) Then certainly 2170 20 is AP2772 MOK
iii) nooIN
(1) ®xwp on "M
(a) What is the basis of the 10w 55?
(b) Why should 7171 92 be more prone to M0°X than Rnv 92v
(2) nwOIN NVW
(a) We derive that 7p%772 0K N0 %20

(1) from the same w171 we used earlier

15



3)

4)

1. justas Xnw 92w is 7P2772 MOK
2. Just so apR72 70K AL S
v) Xwp
(1) does it make a difference
(a) if the 7% is by 19w 93 as in *"wn
(b) Or by wp©i1 as in MO
V) 71N
(1) yes
(2) A 7% from 19w 93 is limited the precise MoK that applies to &nv 2
(a) That is, P77 MOX
(3) A % by way of wp»1 can extend the M0°X for v 720
(a) To any "9°> W a8In
¢) And this answers our original X*wp
1) We now have a source for the rule that
(1) a2 7w 92w 92IKR77 0K
ii) The MR applies because 1NN N?IR is a "17% W IR
mooin
a) /X T RWP
i) How do we know that
(1) A & can’t feed mmy9n w12 to his animal
(2) A 172 can’t fee Y0 °1wAd to an animal he rented from a SR w°
b) 710 (according to 7"wann)
i) Apply this 12w 53
(1) if 11770 920 is N2 22IK77 70K
(a) Even of a 112
(2) Then certainly
(a) PXRIW° 5w 1Nna2 792877 710K 770 30
R"wan
a) Xwp
1) The same sort of XWwp applies that mooIN asked *"wA earlier
(a) What is the basis of the 10w 55?
(b) Why should 770 72170 be more prone to M0°X than 717w Hav
b) y1°n

16



1) moon relies on two serial extensions of the wp 1 we discussed earlier
(1) First wpn
(a) Just as for 7770 72N
(i) its main 1IR3, which is 770K
1. is 5w MoK
(b) Just so for axnY 717N
(1) What’s 1722 2nin
1. Namely npom apo1a
(i1) Is PXw°2 MOR
(2) Second wpii
(a) Just as RN 71N
(1) Is ap97m2 PXIW°2 MOK
(3) Just so
(a) P72 PRAWH TNOR N0 TN
¢) And as we said earlier
i) when the T»°% is by way of wp>1
i1) We can extend the 70°X for 777w 727N
(1) To cover any

(a) PRW1H 2% YW IR

17
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1) X

a) The mwn implies that we require a new 1p°72 if we saw that a 7791 carried ynn.

18




b) xwp
1) Why so?

i1) The Xn»72 of ">y MM171 holds that gentile dwellings are X1t because gentiles
tend to bury infant corpses in their dwellings.

iii) But where 7912 1212° 2°1m 7791 the dwellings are 717w, because the animals are
assumed to root out the corpses and consume them.

C) X27°9% Y17
1) in the case of gentile dwellings we don’t know of any actual corpses.
i1) Contrast our 71w»
(1) Where, because X711 771 XX P90 PR
(a) the poo of maybe the 77217 ate it
(b) can’t dislodge the *&7 that the 7791 carried ynn
d) xwp
i) But how can you say X7 >7°n XX po0 1PX?

(1) A xn» 2 discusses the case of a nnow who threw her %91 into a 2. A 375 then
leaned over the 712 to see if the 751 was male or female. The 775 didn’t see the
%01, but it was possible that it was nevertheless in the M12.

(2) If there was a corpse in the 112 the 172 would have been 7ax nxmw XL.
(3) The 175 was ruled M7v, because

(a) The area was frequented by 077121 77210

(b) and these animals would have already dragged the 751 away.

(4) So you see that the ppo activity of the 77911 prevails over the *X70 that there
was once a 91 in the 2!

e) Two o1 n:
1) First y17°n

(1) There is no 991 °8M

(2) So this is a case of P50 71 XXM D0

(3) And as concerns R
(a) Although Xnv Tor°m MWYI2 XMW POD
(b) This case is different, because, as we’ll explain more later
(c) There is only a Xp°50 90 that the 172 is Rnv

(1) Namely,
1. The 372 is Xnv only if:

a. there really was a 993,

19



b. and only if the 77211 didn’t drag it away
i1) Second y17°n
(1) This is a case of "R71 7 XXM *RTN.
(2) Although
(a) it’s only a Pod whether a 7771 has eaten what she dragged away

(b) it’s certain that she has dragged these items away into a burrow at the side
of the pit

(c) so it’s certain there is no XMW in the pit itself
(3) Contrast our 71wn on Y11
(a) where dragging doesn’t avail to avoid the y»m 70X
(b) and we need to rely on the P20 that the 7771 ate up the ynn.
2) ~’wn
a) Xwp

i) What difference does it make that the 7791 dragged the 791 into a burrow in the
side of the pit?

i1) The 175 may have stood directly above the burrow and have become &nv, because
XX IR is 7791 nvpia!

b) yn

1) We assume the burrow was rov nniy, i.e., a 19Y high and wide. The top of this
space is an 77X that blocks 8™ from moving upward.

3) mooin:
a) Xwp
1) If the 72 is located in 2277 MW"

(1) why did the Jwpn think that the fact that we were 770n the 7772 proves XX P50
RTN TN

(2) Even the slightest 750 is 02777 NMw2 YavA!
ii) And if the M2 is 7mn Mw"a

(1) we understand the 0'1wpn complaint that the Xn»92 proves that >7°n R°X1n poo
RTN.

(2) But the ®3’s First y17°n — that in this case P90 >7°n R°Xn poo — is difficult: the
slightest po0 — even a Xp°90 290 -- should be 71" Mw"2 XnwA!

ii1) Note that this R°wp doesn't apply to the Second y17°n
(1) Because that y17°n is based on a 371773 °XT
(a) Not a Xp>50 po0
(2) And of course Mv X7 avails even in a 7°17°7 MY
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b)

d)

¥7°n
i) The M2 is Tr°n w2
i1) The First y77°n says that

(1) the Xp>o0 o0 (was it a 991, and even it was a 251 was it 71721) nevertheless
works

(a) because the ¥ P90 is an unusually powerful P90 — a 2°3771 P90 — which
supports a X090 Po0 even T MW,

Xowp
1) OK, the M2 is 7" Mwn2. But where does the 175 stand?

(1) If he’s o771 Mwn2 then there’s a 790 that he’s standing above the burrow, and
7791 NV AXIXN IR0,

(a) We’ll see below why n1901n doesn’t accept
1. the approach by >"wA to this Xwp
Two approaches:
1) First approach
(1) The 37> stands 2°277 Mw12
i1) Second approach (as explained by X"w7n)
(1) The 37> stands 7r°7 Nw"a.

(2) True, ¥ is not a 2°377 oo relative to where the 1772 stands on the side of the
712

(3) But there is another P50 — "N P50
(a) which together with 951 poo forms a Xp*50 P50
(4) and "n%2IR PO is a 2°377 PoD in its own right
(5) So that this X0 pod works even in 717 MW
iii) By way of summary of the second approach
(1) The First y17°n we analyzed earlier relies on
(a) a Xp°»0 poo for the M2
(i) (?°37) 3773 PoDY 991 PR
(b) a separate Xp*50 90 for where the 1715 stands
(i) "“n921% poo1 991 o0’ (9°37)
(2) The Second y17°n we analyzed earlier relies on

(a) 3772 °RT for the M2

! Alternatively, the first y17°n could also have relied on "n92 oo relative to the M2, but it didn’t have to rely
on that P50
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(i) Remember that this y17°n holds there was a 991 °X7
(b) X0 poo for where the 7772 stands
(1) (2°37) “NHIIR PHOY I POD
4) R’wImn
a) Xwp
1) Remember that the X713 first noted that our 71wn holds X771 771 XX POO TR
i1) And asked why in the Xn»72 of X AMOW2 AWYH
(1) Does the ¥11773 poo prevail over 991 X7
ii1)) Why did the X3 assume that
(1) the &n»92 relied on 171773 PO
(2) And that it didn’t rely on "n%2 P50
iv) After all, for 2"y MM we did rely on "n%5R o0
b) v1n
1) For both the First y17°n and the Second y17°n
(1) “n%21% P50 counts as a 2°31 PHO
(2) relative to where the 7715 stands
il) 11773 oo doesn't count as 931 for the Second y17°n
iii) The ywpn preferred to point out that even a weak non-°x1 kind of po0
(1) Prevails over a *&M
iv) That’s why the 7wpn based his X*wp on 171772
5) Back to m»oin
a) Recall this X*wp and y17°n we brought for *"w" earlier:
1) Xwp

(1) What difference does it make that the 77211 dragged the 791 into a burrow in
the side of the pit?

(2) The 175 may have stood directly above the burrow and have become Xnv,
because 7¥1¥7 RNV is 79 NYPIA!

1) 717N

(1) We assume the burrow was rov nni», i.e., a 19v high and wide. The top of this
space is an 71 that blocks n¥mw from moving upward.

b) We then mentioned that n901n asked the same X°wp
c) Nwp
1)  Why doesn’t ma01n accept the 17°n that >"wn offered?
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6)

7)

d) 710 (as explained by X"win)

1) it can’t be that @A is right that the Xm0 is blocked because ndvw nn1v, because, if
S0,

(1) the passageway from the burrow to the pit is likely also a 15w wide, and

(2) that should bring the X right back into the 712 so that the 175 gains nothing
by the 111773 to the burrow.

ki 7aht)

a) w1 holds the burrow was a 1o high inside
i) so that the nXmw wasn’t 7231 Ny

b) but its passageway was less than a rov wide
1) so that its XM didn’t pass into the M2.

R7Wn

a) nmoon doesn’t accept this explanation

b) because Moo holds that
1) if the passageway is not a MoV wide
i1) the burrow is considered a 21nd 13p

ii1) which is ny12 even if the burrow is a 19v high inside.
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1) XM

2)

3)

a)

b)

TN HW IR 78R YW PR ywn
i) 9pwr D20v RNXY
ii) MBI NLW 5% 1952 RXAN
ii1) We treat the case as
(1) RIIT2 RIDOK POOY 78 7Y 8N
iv) Because we don’t follow 211
(1) Where the poo was generated in our minds
(2) At aplace (312p 21pn)
(3) Where we knew there was both Mo} and 01
NAR 70179 WD
i) 1D XYM PPWI 120V RN
i) 217 90K 790
i11) Because the P50 was not generated ¥12p 0pna
Similarly
i) 77721 W2 N9 DNRY 0N WA 1707 1513 DMan ywn
(1) MoX P00...377 NRD TP
i) 2177 IR 797 R¥RI

X723 in 790

a)

23777 MK 0°O917 5751 102 RYAIW W2

N3 in onar

a)

b)

5|7'OJH MW IR DINRAT NIRRT AR
1) DM M2 N2 2N
i) 2172502 R’ 0 M
But if he moved them out one by one
1) According to our MoOIN
(1) As he watched
ii) According to M9oN in 771
(1) While he did not watch
ii1) We should treat the case as w15 and follow the 217

iv) But instead we are

25



(1) ¥12p WX W7D M
4) mooin (as explained by X"wan)
a) Xwp
1) Go back to
(1) 192 R¥AN pwT "20Y
i1) We can accept that this case is different
(1) from nimn yIn R¥M12
(a) Because for the 7125y we can at least assume that the
(b) "> was taken from the 1"112°¥ that are a ¥12p DpP»
i11) but why is the 7120¥ case different
(1) from >721 772 X¥M1
(2) Where we can make the same assumption
b) y°n
1) we saw the 725v take the 712> from the piles and leave
(1) so that we saw the pod being generated ¥12p 0pn2
i1) the fact that it was moved later isn’t relevant
5) The rest of this m»01n here
a) is different from MooIN in 771N
b) because of the differences we explained above
1) on whether in 0’127
(1) he saw or did not see the animals move away from the herd
6) mooin here
a) Xwp
1) In o°12a1 you said that he watched as he moved out the animals
i1) Yet you said that we would have treated the case as X¥n1
i11) Were we not ¥12p 10X w19 13
iv) Shouldn’t we have treated the case
(1) As 120y where we said there is no 210
(2) Because the poo was generated ¥12p 23pn2
v) So why would we have treated the case as X¥»1 if not for the 77712
b) y1°n
1) The ¥12p in 2°1727 isn’t a true XNRT V1P

(1) Because
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d)

(a) although when the 50 arose in our mind

(1) we knew there was definite 710°% commingled in the herd

(b) we didn’t know which animal was 710K

(c) so that this ¥13p is only 71277 (¥17° 1°K7 ¥12p in the table)

i1) and that’s why
(1) even though we watched the w19
(2) we would have treated the case as w19
(3) were we not
(a) ¥12P WX M
Xwp

1) Why don’t we make the same 777°12 for every case of R¥%1 or w19

'aRbY
1) in the standard w15 case
(1) there is no concern that
(a) If we apply 211 to the Wb stage
(b) He may also purchase 70°X at the ¥12p stage
(2) Because at the y12p stage
(a) The identity of the 710°k was known
i1) But in the 2127 case
(1) Where in the y12p stage we can’t identify the Mo X
(2) If we apply 217 once it’s w12
(3) He might apply 211 even while it’s still 312p
X"wAn
i) nwp
(1) why didn’t m»poin distinguish
(a) the standard w1» case
(b) From o°nar
(2) Simply
(a) because in 2°1a1 he saw the w»

(1) so we can consider the 50 to have begun ¥13p D112
(b) while in the standard w15 case he didn’t see the w»

7) nMoIN in 7PN

a)

Rowp
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b)

1) In 2°na7 you said that he didn’t watch as he moved out the animals
ii) Yet you were ¥12p 10X w19 M
ii1)) Why aren’t we 713 in the standard case of w1»
(1) Where he also didn’t see the w5
'aRbe
1) in the standard w5 case
(1) The identity of the m10°X was known at the ¥12p stage
(2) So there is no concern that
(a) If we apply 211 to the Wb stage
(b) He may also purchase 70°X at the ¥12p stage
i1) But the o’nar case
(1) Where in the y12p stage we can’t identify the MoK
(a) If we apply 217 once it’s w12
(b) He might apply 211 even while it’s still 312p
Note that
i) for Mo in PN
(1) Both in
(a) the o°nar case
(b) And in the standard w15 case
(2) He didn’t see the w1»
i1) So the Xwp by X"w71 to N1BOIN in our XINA
(1) Doesn’t apply to moIN in PP

28



NISIP 'NY 12''d 2" TN

1) x7mx

a)

There was a pile of v and a pile of 7¥» and there were two houses, one of which
was P17

b) One 723y took a 132 from one pile and ran into one house, and another 7125y took a

c)

795 from the other pile and ran into the other house.

The issue is whether there is a 21’17 for another 7p>72 for the house that was already
P17

2) mooin:

a)

b)

Review the X3 at .0 q7:
i) The mwn implies that we require a new 1p>72 if we know that a 7721 carried ynn.
i) xwp

(1) The &n>72 of 2">Y M7 holds that gentile dwellings are X»v because
gentiles tend to bury infant corpses in their dwellings.

(2) But where 77912 1212 °1m 7791 the dwellings are 717w, because the animals
are assumed to root out the corpses and consume them.

1i1) Y17°N
(1) 12

(a) a 7791 eats up meat and leaves no trace. But when it eats bread it leaves
traces.

(2) ®2
(a) in the case of gentile dwellings we don’t know of any actual corpses.

(b) Contrast our mwn where the P50 of maybe the 77911 ate it can’t dislodge
the "X that the 77210 introduced ynr, because YR *7°1 XXM POD PX.

Xowp
1) Along the lines of X217, why doesn’t our X713 say

(1) That the po0 that the 720y ate the yam

(2) Outweighs the po0o that the 720¥ ran into the house that was 172
717N

1) The X713 assumes that the 733 in our case is too big for the 7123v to eat up totally
without leaving something.

3) Rwan:

a)

7817 Pva explains that
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b)

1) our X711 agrees with X7 27 that an animal doesn’t consume bread as completely
as it does meat.

i1) So there is a "X that the 725 left something over.
The 187 ¥ also sets out an alternative approach:
i) maybe even X217 holds that an 920y is different from a 7771,

ii) A 77971 might eat bread completely, but an 923y certainly does not.
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v 790 a" TN

1) Basic Principles
a) Where there was no 7112 the 17p°72 is RNINT
b) After )12 the P72 217 is 13277
¢) In case of doubt on 1p°72 we follow the P11
1) such as p172 npIn
(1) Even against a Rn*™7IR7 21°11
2) Now analyze the n1°'w2°X in the X3,
3) Mk ywn
a) Two nYyaxR
1) First XX
(1) There were nine piles of 7¥» and one of ynn
(2) An 122y took one 12> and we don’t know from which pile.
i) mawn
(1) Because of ¥12p, we can’t follow the 211
i11) Second R*V2X
(1) There were nine piles of 71x» and one of y»n
(2) One 72> separated from one pile
(3) An "20¥ took the 725
1v) 72wn
(1) follow the 210
b) °”wA says the issue is whether we need another 7>72.
c) Mmoo NI ywn a7 disagrees for the following reasons:
i) If there was a prior 2103, the potential 712>72 21°1 is only 13277

i1) Why is it relevant that we don’t follow 217 for a ¥12p in M1 ywn which involves
a RN»M7IRT Xp o0?

iii) And even if there was no 72, why can’t we rely on 172 npii even for a 21n
RNPIINT?

d) So mvoIN says
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i) the 732 was found 225y °51 and the issue is whether it’s 72°9%2 nA.
i1) Note that

(1) The poo is RNMMIRT

(2) There is no available P11 to follow

4) o°na - MK W

a)

b)

d)

Involves

1) two houses, one of which was 172

i1) two 1 M2°, one of y»n and the other of 7xn
ii1) Two o123y

iv) Each 720¥ took a 13> from a different pile, one ran into one house and the other
ran into the other.

v) The issue is whether we can assume that the 725y that took v entered the house
that was not p172.

127wnN
1) The case is the same as
(1) 7nn 5w ARy 19 2w DR vy nw
(2) 72170 W DARY PRI W NAR 7RO NW D199
(3) oM PR TIND 19K 19eN
(4) 73277 7102 ...1993 P TINT PRI NI OIRY
i1) because fp°72 1s only 11277 we can also rely on 11X IXW (just as for N9} Nw)
(1) to arbitrarily decide that the y»n was not brought into the house that was P172.
Note that
i) the X3 says outright that there was 712 and the 7°72 is 131277.
R7Wn
1) Xwp
(1) why not rely on 71p>72 np111 to avoid 7P 72
ii) yn
(1) why don’t you ask the same question for m»p nw
(2) the reason must be that the npm for the P21 nop
(a) Is destroyed because we know that
(1) A poo R0 is embedded into the 9P
(3) Just the same in our case

(a) An 120 certainly went into one house
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(b) And the 12> that the 725 held is a 50 without a 1P
(4) So we can’t rely on p172 npin for the house that was p172
5) DY ORI OR ¥ ORI ORIV KDY PRIT2 N2 N Pan DY TR MY
a) An 720y with y»n entered into one of two houses that were 2172
b) We don’t know into which house it went.
c) mawn
1) compare this case to
(1) Mmv 'R R0 'R PAw W
(2) *3w2a 977 v am Jan TIRA 790 R,
(3) where the 1772w are 0°277 MWA.
i1) In that case:
(1) If only one person was unsure whether he passed over the Xav 22w
(a) he certainly would have been "v
(b) because M0 0°277 MW IRAIL PO
(2) There is an issue in this case only because
(a) two persons walked the 122w
(b) and one certainly walked in the Xnv 92w
(3) But so long as the two persons present the issue to 17 n°2 separately
(a) we ignore the inconsistency and rule that both are "17v.
d) wvA
1) We apply the same rule for y»n:

(1) If the owners of the two houses approach "7 n°2 separately we exempt each
from further 772 notwithstanding the inconsistency.

(2) Why the leniency?

(a) Because the case involves owners who had already been ?v2n, so the issue
of 1p>72 21m is only 11277

€) Mooin is silent on this case.
f) X’wamn
1) moon would disagree with >’wA, here, too.
(1) That is, m201n would say that this case also involves
(a) XNPMRT P72
(b) Because there was no 7112

(2) The %73 concludes that
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(a) m72 npin should be dispositive in our case
(b) even though where there was no 71°2 and the 7272 is XN*>7IRT
(c) Just as in the case of XML each person has a 2°277 MWI2 777V NPIN
(i) Where he asks his 77Xw separately
1. and it’s that 7pIn that’s dispositive even Rn™IXT.
g) {For further analysis:
1) Xwp
(1) why is this case different from
(a) o’ma "1 PMax 2
(1) Where one house was p172 and the other wasn’t
(b) Where we said there is no P11 to rely on
ii) y1™n
(1) we prefer a case where two houses are both 172 for these two reasons:
(a) First reason
(1) there must be at least one house
1. thatis p172
2. and that the 725y didn’t enter
(b) Second reason
(1) because each house is P172
1. we treat each house as a separate case
2. the same as in 1772w "2 where we give each a 7170 npin
a. if he approaches the 17 n°2 separately
3. and in the separate case before us it is possible that there is no y»n
(i1) Contrast where there is only one house that is p172
1. Where we consider both houses together as one case
2. So that in the joined case before us there is definitely ynn
3. And the 72 np1n of the one house that is 172
a. can’t withstand the possible entry of ynn
i. as we discussed earlier}
6) HY R? PoD 5y poD
a) Here there was only one house
b) it was p172

C) Wwe saw an ynn 20w 020y,
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d) We don’t know if the 7120¥ entered the house

e)

f)

a12wnN
1) We compare this case to
(1) a person who enters a DWwa7 M2 AYp2
(a) which is a 7171 mWN
(2) and who doesn’t know if he crossed a 717w in which there was .
i1) The o°»om are Xnvn because all 7°r°7 NIWN2 NP DO are RV,
i) YR "M is 1707 (Y IR PO IR WYHR 1 Nw).
(1) There is a X0 poo:
(a) maybe he never went into the 77w that held the axm,
(b) and even if he did maybe he wasn’t 2°7xn.
w1 says that for ynn, where 1272 is only a 131277 2vn, all agree R2p5.

g) mdoIn as explained by X"wn

i) Xwp on "

(1) For ynn there’s a P72 np1n that applies even to a Xn°71R7 21’1 where there was
no 71°2. So what’s the analogy to nypa?

i1) XWwp on the XM
(1) Even for v >X7% °R H¥ X777 R 1197 K
(a) we compared the case to 0°2771 MWN2 ARMAIW OO
(b) and respected the 7p>72 NP1 for y1m, even XN»IIRT
(1) just like we respect 22277 MWI2 7Y NP

(2) Why would we compare v o0 (where there is even more of a 7m0 npin,
because maybe nobody was Xnv1 at all) to 7r7 nmwn2a axnY P50 where there is
no 1 NPIN?
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1) Review the X3 again on ¥ XY po0 %Y po0

2)

3)

a)

b)
©)

A person enters a 2w NM°2 Avp3a, which is a 7 MwA. He doesn’t know if he
crossed a 77w in which there was fxm.

The o o0 are Rnun because all 7°1°7 MWD2 MPPDD are XAL.
TYOHR " is 0N
) IV AR PDD MR MYHR M W

"7 and MdOIN

a)

b)

Both 21398 " and 1127 agree that

1) There is a Xp*50 pdO:
(1) maybe he never went into the 777w that held the nxm,
(2) and even if he did maybe he wasn’t 2°nxn

They argue in that

i) 21v"9x ' holds that a Xp*50 PO is T MWI2 N

il) o mon disagree.

R7wAInA:

a)
b)

c)

d)

For o010 the reference 71798 ' makes to X2 P90 is P17 NR?.

In this case X2 P50 just happens to be one of the two mp*o0: Did he enter the field
that held the xmw, and even if he did, was he 2’787 on the aRm0.

Similarly, o°»3m are Xnvn all 77 Mwa2 NP oo 90, whether or not 7IX°2 90 is one of
the np 0.

WP

i) So, why at 9% X¥nn X1 7"70 .0 77 does '0In refer to X°2 PO as a powerful PO
that is similar to 9°x177 po0?

TaRk1

1) Must be that the n501n on v 77 is based on the following o*vw»s of >’wA (777 7MY
XY A7) and 2"2awn (71 77 X702 R22):

(1) wn
(a) the 77w is full of IRMIY, so X2 poO is the only poo.

(b) But 713°%& "1 holds that 710 (from where we derive the rule that R»=W PO
Xnv 2"7772) involves Y PO, not 1R’ poD.

(2) o"aw~:
(a) Both 719X "1 and the 0°»om hold that a X950 po0 is NIL.
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(b) The issue is whether 2°78:7 2901 IX°2 P90 count as one P90 or as two.
i1) Both o°vws assume that even the 1327 would agree
(1) that a true Xp*90 P50 is 717 NIWI2 NNV
111) MdoIn explains that that applies only to a Xp 50 P50
(1) that includes a 2°»1 oo
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1)

2)

3)

XA,
a) NVIN
1) What if the owner finds nothing
(1) when he is P72 his house
(a) after an 120y entered with ynn?
b) "wn
i) 7227 PRR "7 XN
11) ... M R " T IN0T
iil) N7 71277 ARV T2 YW TV INRMILA R°7 09W0
V) Y207 3w 79 P12 270X 2O
L7l
a) Even 7&n " would be 2p°n for 11277 yan np>72.
b) He’d assume that an 725¥ or some other animal ate the y»r.
mooIn as explained by 27 wann:
a) WA is correct
i) if there was prior ?11°2
(1) so that the 772 is only 712777
(a) even 7°&n " would dispense with further 7°72.

b) But it can’t be that the X nx deals with 131277 Y1 nP>72 and that 7327 7°X% " are both
oo,

i)  Our X723 says 11271 PR» "7 XNM9D.
ii) So it must be that there was no ?1°2 in our case
ii1) And that 79X " would disagree with 7127 in our case
iv) Presumably
(1) 2°kn " would require Xn>>7IRT 210°2
(a) because the unavailing 71p>72 was defective
(2) 1321 would require 711°2 only 112777
(a) under the 1327 %92 that S02°w 79X P77
c) Xowp
1) The implication in the & n3 is that
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(1) they disagree on
(a) more than whether what he needs to do is Xn™1X7 or 11277
(b) and that they disagree on just what it is he has to do
d) yn
1) This is their disagreement
(1) For 7oxn "
(a) Since there was no prior 21v°2
(b) And the first 7?>72 was defective because he found nothing
(¢) We demand that he do a second rp>72
(d) xwp
(i) why do you assume he’ll find the y»n this time
(e) 10
(1) since the P72 211 is RNMIIRT
1. we have no choice but to insist that he do a second 1p°72
2. with more care and effort than he used for the first 7?>72
(2) For 1121
(a) Since the first 772 was effective
(b) He has satisfied his ¥n»7I87 21
(¢) And he need do no further 1772
e) Xowp
i) Recall that we said mooIn disagrees with *"w who says there was a prior 211"
(1) Because if so there would be no disagreement between 7°&» " and 1127
i1)) Why not say for >"w7 what we said for n1v01n
(1) 7°%n "1 demands a second P72
(2) 1127 do not
) yn
i) Since *"w" holds that the case involves prior 7112
ii) So that
(1) even for 7°Rn 'Y who says the first 7p>72 wasn’t effective
(2) the AP>72 2111 is only 71277
iii) It can’t be that
(1) =°&n " would require him to try harder on a second 7p°72
(2) when the first 7p>72 turned up nothing
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4) mooin as explained by X"waan
a) Recall that N0 already explained that
i) there was no prior 11"
ii) °&n " and 1321 therefore disagree on whether the 710°2 210
(1) is Xn™MIXT because the 7°72 wasn’t effective — °&n'"
(2) Is 11277 because the 7772 was effective -- 1127
(a) and 71 is needed only because of the 33277 1°7 that
(i) Huaw 7% P
ii1) And that is their entire disagreement!
b) xwp
i) But didn’t 2"wann complain that it’s implicit in mMo0N that
(1) They disagree on actual actions
(2) Not on whether a particular action is 8> K7
c) 1N
1) It’s not implicit at all
d) xwp
i) Why doesn’t X"w11n accept the explanation of mooIn by 2"wAnn
(1) That they disagree on whether to require a second P72
e) yIn
1) Because the words of m»oin are
(1) "% 7°9%) 7722 °30 KD PR 97"
ii) This shows that mo0In holds they disagree on 10°2
5) Back to ?"wann
a) Xowp
i) How does 2"wnnn deal with the proof that X"w17n draws from these words
b) yn
i) IN these words n1vo1n don’t refer to their own mv°w
ii) Instead they explain the point we made earlier
ii1) That it can’t be for >"w"
(1) that 7°8n " requires a second 7p*72
iv) Because for 7°®n " to require a second 11p*72 with extra care
(1) Although the first 7p>72 was ineffective
v) Makes sense only according to n19010 nvw for XM "
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(1) Y9122 %) 727722 "0 K97
(a) So that the Ap>72 211 is RN™IRT
vi) It makes no sense for *"w"
(1) Who holds that even for 7°&» "
(a) The Ap 72211 is only 112771
(i) Because there was a prior 7102
vii) Which leads n1901n to conclude that
(1) *"wn now isn’t acceptable

(a) because it leaves no NP2 between 13127 PRH
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DNIYN Y wyni '71n 2" Th
1) R
a) Nwp

1) If he deposits nine M1 and later finds 10, can he assume that the original nine
are included in the 10 that he found?

i1) Or must he be p712 until he finds nine others?
b) v

i) This is the same issue 2°NX» XXM 711 7°17, where 27 says 17277 3w WYm 190
and 031 say 1" 91

2) A
a) Nwp
i) How is he %nn the nmwn that are Pamwn?
b) yn

i) He takes another 7111 and is 9911 onto the new 1731 any of the 127wn nmyn that are
1w WwYn.

3) moon
a) Disagrees with *”wA. There is no need to take a new 1.
1) He can do the following.
(1) Divide the 200 amyn coins into 100 coins of Pile A and 100 coins of Pile B.
(2) The coins in Pile A that are "wy»n remain Wyn.

(3) The coins in Pile A that aren’t 2wvn are 9211 those coins in Pile B that are
awyn.

(4) The net result is that the coins in Pile A are all 7wyn and the coins in Pile B
are all 77.

b) MooIn then questions whether X¥2°0 (as opposed to MwID) can be used for 7117°1 at
all.

4) R’wam:

a) The 791 system that Mo proposes works only for >’ who holds that ¥¥2°0 can
be used for 77
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VYN XX¥XNI YWY Na a"1n

(as explained by &’wann)

1) xma

2)

a)

b)

d)

Rowp

1) If he deposits nine M733 and later finds 10, can he assume that the original nine
are included in the 10 that he found?

ii) Or must he be P72 until he finds nine others?
¥7°n

i) This is the same issue 2°NX» XYM 731 7°17, where 27 says 1277 3w Wy 190
and 2317 say 111 9511

ROwp
1) Conversely, if he deposits 10 and finds nine, is it enough if finds only one more?
ii) Or need he search for 10?

¥7°n

i) This is the same issue as 7131 XXM 2°NRA 171°37, where 27 says 2012 711 1 71 and
Q°nIn say PPN 9am.

mooin (as explained by R"wAnn)

a)
b)

Both when he left nine and found 10, and when he left 10 and found 9,

The 7127 disagree only when the money or the M125 were tied together, so that it is
more likely that the entire pile was removed by children.
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TVIND N2 7Ta X7 DN A" TN
1) Principles
a) "vn
i) holds the purpose of 772 is to avoid X¥»® 921 IR 92
ii) the purpose of n>72 is not to avoid 777X
(1) there is no concern that a person will eat v that he
(a) accidentally finds MoK nywa
i11) Contrast 7717 " who holds the reverse, as we’ll see later:
(1) if a person is actually involved in y»n np>72
(a) Even Mmox nywa
(1) There is some level of concern that he might eat it
1. in the course of his fp°72
b) The Mok of X¥» 521 1R 91 applies only starting with nightfall
1) Proof:
(1) »"wn refers to the time between noon and nightfall as "71¥°27 nyw"
¢) During o, the X¥»° 921 787 92 M0°K doesn't apply to
i) 317 KW pan
ii) ynn that was H01an before 't nyw
iii) 1°117°5 crumbs that are considered X2°n1 202 (see 1 77)
(1) as opposed to a Xpo12a that is 21w and isn’t R2°mn Hva
iv) van that is n2wIn as soon as it’s discovered
d) There is no X¥n> 921 X7 92 after oo
e) o is KNPMRTA 797982 MoK after the end of "1 yw
2) X
a) according to >"w"
1) 1327 permit 7p>72 until nightfall
i1) A7 " permits 7P°72 only until the end of " fyw
(1) because afterwards he is concerned that the p712
(2) might eat the ynn at a time when 177°2X is 0K
3) vn
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a) 7127 permit TWRANWY TV AP 72
b) 773 " permits 7p°72 only until ww. He is concerned "1 93°1% XNR Xn77.
4) mooin
a) Nwp
1) why does *"w1 hold that it’s Mox to do 772 starting with nightfall
b) y1n
) "R¥? 921 R 922 PHY MY ROW DOPTIAT MIWHA wHw "1on"
5) Explanation of nv0IN by "wann and X"wnn
a) The initial explanation of %"wann (as we’ll see below)
1) And the explanation of X"w11 (as we’ll see below)
(1) Is that in this case there was no 7112
(2) And there is the potential for 787> 72 in 170D
(3) If he searches for yn and finds it
b) Until nightfall
1) he can safely do np>72
ii) because if he finds ynn he will not be 7%7> 922 72w
(1) so long as he is n*awn the ynn before nightfall
c) After nightfall
1) It is better that he not do 772
i1) Because so long as he doesn’t find the ynn
(1) It’s considered y17° 11°RW
(2) And he’s not X7° 922 72w
ii1) While if he is p712
(1) He may find a Xpo1oa
(2) Hesitate a moment before he is n°2wn the Xpo12)
(3) And be 787> 922 72w
(a) Because he wasn’t 2van previously
(b) And the time for 91°2 has passed
d) 77 "1 extends the 7p°72 7O°X until noon
i) because he has the further concern
i1) that he might eat the y»n during the 772
iii) at a time when 79°2X is already 0K
6) 2"wan
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a) Xwp
1) Logically 777 " should require 712772 before nightfall
i1) Here’s the analysis
(1) If he is 72 and finds y»n
(a) True, he might eat it
(b) But it’s certain there will be no later 7% 92 for that ynn
(1) Because now that he’s found it
(i1) He certainly won’t find it any more later in 109
(2) But if he’s not P72

(a) True, there’s an advantage that he avoids the chance that he’ll eat it during
the P72

(b) But he loses the ability to avoid later 787> 92 for ynan found in nod
ii1) Doesn’t it make more sense
(1) To be p72 now while he still has the opportunity
(a) Taking care not to eat what he finds
(2) And avoid nx" 92 for ynn he may accidentally find in 170D
b) y°n
i) must be that he in fact was Svan the yan
i1) so that even if he finds y»r in nos
iii) he won’t be 787> 922 72w
iv) and that’s why it’s best he make no 71>72 before nightfall
(1) because he might eat it
(2) without achieving any benefit of avoiding later nx 92
(3) because there would be no later 87 92 even if he does find ynn later
c) Nwp
1)  Why then do the 7127 prohibit 7p°72 in 109 itself
i1) Even though
(1) they’re not concerned about 172K8> Xnw
(2) And there is no potential 052 7R 92
d) y1n
1) the 71pn of p»72 was established
ii) only for the hours before nightfall
iii) when the 71?>72 would have availed against 7% 2
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iv) Were there no 7102

7) R"wamn

a)
b)

c)

d)

there was no prior 7102 in this case
so the reason the 7327 don’t allow 7ip°72 in 170D
i) is because of possible x> 92
Xwp
i) what about the X>wp the ?"w i raised
(1) that it would make sense for 777 "
(a) to let a likely concern about later %> 2
(1) outweigh the slight concern about eating y»n during 7ip>72
'aRbe
1) Consider the probabilities
i1) If he does P72
(1) There’s a large possibility that he’ll find 1"17°5 crumbs
(a) But there’s only a small chance that he’ll eat them
(2) There’s a small possibility that he’ll find a Xpo1a

(a) Even thought there’s a large possibility he might eat any rare Xp0173 that
he does find

ii1) If he doesn’t do P72
(1) There’s a large possibility that he’ll find no52 P17

(a) But we can ignore this possibility because there’s no 87 92 for crumbs
anyway

(2) There’s a small possibility that he might find a no52 XpoY2a
(a) And be 787> 922 72w
iv) the odds either way are small and equal
(1) similar to a X»pwY X
(i) so it’s best he do nothing nwyn X1 2wa
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N' T

'wTIa X7 72N
(WAPRD PIRW 20 O Y101)

U TIXIP oY I gals!
hvats! WO K IPWIN K? ARERY 7 "M
WIn W R RvAMY IRAM I ) 1329

X3 (as explained by *"w")

a)

b)

gaign!
i) Jwnnw 7v 1Pp7a a7
(1) ww nR P10 92912 RN RNPDT 110010 K97
i) Ww IR PP PR AT 0
(1) 11 92917 RNR RADT W1NT
W PAvo
i) Pnowa N nvepa
(1) "1 52°1% RNR RADT 11w 82T T 3"
i) awma
(1) "1 5317 RN R1DT 1W1AT 7 3"
iil) *%p1 P2
(1) "1 5217 RN RNDT WWIN IR 370
(2) 11 92917 RNR RADT WWIN 1320
Xowp
1) %P1 nnpa 72°0KY AT ' W R ORDR
ii) 79°OKRD wn yan
77N

) 92172 °nKR KD M1wa ROR 19w 77°EP NONT XYW TINN K2 0K

Xowp
) RI7 W R?2 PR°WT N2 DR N
i) "1 927 NR RADT W R
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f) vn
i) >"ax MR
(1) “rn 9727 DWwn 729982 11PW1n R? WINa
(2) "1n 972 KT APIRY 1WON yana
g) Xwp
i) a7 "R A7 7 nEn
i) 7wp nI1 0MONR 0NN 2aR
(1) "1 52717 RNR X127 9P MR POYNA? OO0 0701 T
(2) "1 H2on% RNR RNPT2 W0 KD Y1 SRNR)
h) 0
1) DMWY POV NN WMXY RT PN
i) "n 9T nRP RO
2) mooin
a) Before the X n3 asked its Xwp from w7 to ynn
1) The &3 must have understood the w71 °1>7 this way:
(1) 7xp is 2. because of 7097
(2) w73 is MOR because there is no 7097
(3) 1321 are "0 for *2p1 np because there is no 7097
(4) n7v " is nn for 9Py np
(a) because for the benefit of 22937 %W
(1) we treat *>p) P the same as 7097
b) Xwp
1) You just said that for 777> "
(1) there must be 7057 to avoid 79728 wwn
(2) and *5 P counts like 7097
i1) For ynn there is no 7057
ii1) It follows that 777 " should be
(1) =nn for “opy nap
(2) and 70X for ynn
iv) so why does the X3 ask these 0°1°7 aren’t consistent
c) yY™n
i) "RT0D DWN M NAY WO N Mk wn e v
3) P"wan
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b)

Xwp
1) now that we’ve established that the X°wp for 777 "
(1) is because we hold that ynr counts like 70577
i1) why does the X723 ask
(1) how is it that 7327 aren’t w11 for Y1 but are wwin for *2p) map
i11) explain that the reason is
(1) ynn counts as 7097
(2) and *9 P doesn’t
'aRbe
1) MmooIn holds there are two kinds of 70577
(1) the first kind
(a) actual 7097
(1) as for axp
(2) The second kind
(a) 70971 YD
(1) as for a7 " for *op1 nnp
1. for the convenience of 09379
(i1) and for ynn
1. because of My N2
1) we treat y7n as 70977 PV
(1) Only for a1 "
(a) Because he treats 70977 173 "9p) map
(i) For the convenience of 2°%31 9w
(b) We can accept that he would also treat 70977 v ynn
(1) Because of 72 n21n
(2) But 1120
(a) Who say *%p1 nnp doesn’t count 7057 v
(b) Must hold that we need actual 7057
(1) The same as for 77°%p
(c) So that ynr should also not be counted as 70577 1V
(d) And that’s why we ask why is it that they’re no52 7°nn
iii) Now

(1) when the X713 at first answers for 7717
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(a) That he’s 2°n» for *921 P because of "W
(2) This is what the X713 means
(a) *9p1 map is special because of the combination of two reasons
(1) it counts as 70977 7°¥2
(i1) and it’s made by a 1w
(b) and that’s why
(i) although *% nap teaches that ynn is 7097 Py
(11) we’re still ynna wwin
1. because the second reason is missing
a. there is no "W
iv) After the y17°n we just mentioned
(1) The x7m3 asks
(a) RI7 MW RP2 PRLWT N2 NP 0
(b) "1°1 92°17 NR RADT WM RN
(2) Meaning that
(a) xp proves that
(1) 7097 can be 7°nn alone without the help of 1w
(b) so that we can once again ask
(1) why ynn is different from *91 map
(c) because both are 70577 1°v2 and "°w isn’t a factor
(d) {since it doesn’t make sense
(1) not to require MW for the solid 70577 of %P
(i1) but to require "11°w for 7097 PV
(3) Note
(a) That now that we’ve said there are two sorts of 7057
(b) and the 70977 of %1 nap is weaker than the 70977 of %P
(c) We can’t interpret the question to 7717 "1 from 2Xp
(d) To be direct, i.e.,
(1) “why is there no wwn for 1°x¥p
(i1) while there is a wwn for ynn”
(e) and that’s why we need to take the indirect approach
(i) that the ®wp continues from 91 rmap

(4) And °xp is used to prove only that "% isn’t necessary
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V) Rwp
(1) maybe
(a) when the & 13 answered that *91 map is N because of "W
(b) The %713 intended that 11w alone is enough to explain the 07
(2) And this approach would resolve all nrwp
(a) It would explain why there’s no wwn for 7 map --
(i) Because "11°w alone is enough to be 7°n»
(b) it would explain why 7°%p is 0 —
(i) because there is actual 7057
(c) whereas for ynn
(i) not only is there no actual 7057
(1) there is even no 70577 PV
1. because we can’t derive 70971 PV from 991 mnp
(d) since the 201 for *2p1 nnp is based on "W alone
vi) 717°n
(1) X120n it’s clear that 7177 "W isn’t enough
(a) and that we also need "11w as a factor
(b) { X"wnnn notes below that 2"w1n doesn’t explain the X120}
(2) here’s proof that "1°w alone isn’t enough
(a) when the X n3 ultimately explains that
(1) wnis 272 while y»n is not
(b) We still need the factor of 70577 to explain
(1) Why we’re 7°nn for 77°¢p and not for 7w
(c) Just as 972 isn’t enough alone
(d) Just so "1 isn’t enough alone
4) R"wn
a) three n1wp
1) first Xwp
(1) If 5"wnnn is correct that m»oIN holds that
(a) There is a grade of 709577 and a lower grade of 7057 1°¥>
(b) And
(i) ynn because of My*2 2117 is counted as 70977 V2
(i1) only because *721 nap is counted as 7097 PV

52



(2) Mmoo shouldn’t have said
"RTO0D DWN 1M PNT? W M MEn own b v (i)
(3) But should instead have said
"937 "W 112 PN W Y2 MXn own v e (i)
(4) Because the main point of nMooIN is
(a) That we derive from 21 P
(b) That we can be 7°nn based on 70577 7°¥2
(c¢) And we don’t need the actual 70577 that we use for 77°xp
i1) Second Rwp
(1) 9"wann doesn’t say a X120 in support of his position
ii1) Third Rwp
(1) You can’t compare "W to °72
(2) n7°xp and nw 73 are both 272
(a) yet 77°¥p is N while w73 is 710K
(3) so it must be that to be °nn requires the extra factor of 7057
(4) but 1w
(a) applies to *2p1 nnp and not to w7
(b) and alone is enough to explain why
(1) 9P map is AN and WTA is not
b) y17°n based on a new fvw by X"wan
1) Introduction
(1) Unlike the mow of %"wonn
(a) There is only one category of 7057
(2) The %713 from the start knew the X720 it used in the end for 7127
(a) e HY T ey X"
(3) And considered that this X720 had the same force as 70577
(4) When npoin answered
(a) "RT°0D DWN M NAY WO N Mk Dwn e v
(1) The reference to 71¥°2 N1¥» means ""21 XY X"
(i1) And the reference to "X7°05 1wn M1"
1. means to X709 in general
2. and not to a special lower category of 7057

a. that 5"w1nn envisioned
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ii) The ywpn asks why for 777 ' is *2p1 nnp different from ynn
(1) Because
(a) He assumes that *721 nap is also 7mn because of 7057
(b) and he already knows that y71 counts as 70577 because of
(1) "121 71 MRY R
i11) The X713 answers
(1) What makes you think that > rmap is 20 based on 7057
(2) Maybe it’s "mn based on M1°w alone
(a) Which is precisely how we asked %"w17n to explain the X773
(3) xwp
(a) what about the point "w1n raised
(1) if we explain >2p1 nnp as based on *11°w alone
(ii) we won’t be able to derive 70971 for ynmn from %1 nnp
(4) 717°ND
(a) that isn’t a problem for X"wann now
(b) because &"wnn doesn't derive ynan 7097 from 91 nnp
(5) xwp
(a) What about the point 2"w2 raised
(1) If we knew from the start that y»r counts as 7097
(i1) then that explains why 7127 aren’t wwIn for ynn
(ii1)and why after explaining 77177 "
1. do we ask for an explanation of 7127
(6) y1n
(a) The &7 frequently uses a series of N1wp and °x17°n
(b) To bring out what it had in mind from the start
iv) The X713 then asks
(1) You’re right that 1w alone
(a) could be the reason why 777> " is °ni for "1 nnp
(2) but for 77°%p there is no "W
(3) So it must that we’re 77°%p 7°n» because of 7057
(4) Because 70911 is the only factor that makes 777°¢p different than 7w7)
(5) So now we ask directly from 77°%p to ynn
(a) (unlike %"wann who says that we rely on ¥p
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(b) Only to prove that 70577 doesn’t need the support of 1w
(c) And that in the end the ®wp to ynn is from 71 map
(d) And not from 77°%p)
(6) If for 1°xp we rely on 70577 and are not 72287 w»n
(7) why are you 17°3x8? w1 for ynn
(8) Once you already know that "mxy X17" for ynn
(a) Counts as 70977 the same as for 77°xp
v) The X3 answers
(1) 77°%p is M because it’s both 2>72 and 7057
(2) nw ) is 10X because although it’s >72 there is no 70571
(3) ynr is MoK because although there’s 70577 there is no 2°72
(4) And actually now that we’ve developed the concept of 772
(a) You can also explain *>p1 nnp
(i) Based on 70971 and 2°72
(i1) Rather than on M1w
5) {Further points on the MW of X"wamn and "W}
a) At the end of the X210
1)  When the &723 explains that
(1) there is no &*wp for the 712
(2) because
(a) "Dy armn mEy X
b) For >"wAan
1) The X3 means by XY X7
(1) As explained by "1
(a) A new concept
(b) That has no connection to 7057
ii) Because for ?"wnnn we’ve decided that
(1) ynn has only the weak 70571 of 7¥°2 21N
(2) and 7127 give no weight to this weak 7057
c) For x"wann
1) There is only one category of 705:
i1) And the 7121 also respect 70577 for 77°%p
ii1) And whatever counts as 7057 to 777> " for yan
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iv) Also counts as 70577 for 1127

(1) For we ought not to develop a np12mn that isn’t proved
v) And once we know that 1127 accept that there is 70977 for yn
vi) There is no need to develop a new concept why there is no wwn for ynn
vii) So it must be that 21mn XY X177 is the equivalent of 7057
viii)  So when N19OIN says

(1) that for y»n there is 7097

(2) "1y°2 nam own"
ix) mooIn referred to TMn MXY X7

(1) that the 7327 use X>10 7102

(2) To explain why ynn has a 7097 1°7
x) And that’s why X"w"71 concludes that

(1) a7 " agrees with 7127

(2) that y»r has a 70977 1°7

(3) because of N XY R
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N' T

ANIN TNXT X210 N'X¥NN
1) X
a) M"Rn "M

1) if one witness in a capital case says the event occurred in the 2" hour and the 2™
witness says it occurred in the 31 hour, i.e., '3 '3, the testimony is valid.

i1) The testimony is not valid if they testify to 7 'a.
b) amm "™
i) 'm'isvalid
i1) '1'7is not.
(1) If they’re honest and saw the event together
(2) each would have realized whether it occurred before noon or after noon.
c) R (*IMXRT RI°XY) explains that:
1) R "M
(1) who permits '3 2
(a) holds that a witness can make a moment’s mistake.
(2) We assume that the event happened
(a) either at the end of "2
(1) in which case the 7¥ 3 erred by a moment
(b) or at the beginning of '
(1) in which case the 7¥ 2 erred by a moment.
i) a7 ™
(1) who permits 77 "2
(a) holds that a witness can make a mistake of an hour plus a moment.
(2) We assume that the event happened
(a) either at the last moment of '3
(1) in which case "7 erred by one hour and one moment
(b) or at the first moment of 77
(1) in which case "3 erred by an hour and a moment.
d) X2 attacks this

1)  Why should we assume
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(1) that the event occurred just at the very moment
(a) when the discrepancy in the testimony is the least
(1) and within the bounds of permitted mistakes.
i1) We must be able to assume the greatest possible discrepancy
ii1) and it must be that this discrepancy is still within the realm of permitted mistakes.
e) So for Xan:
1) R "M
(1) who permits '3 2
(a) holds that a witness can make a mistake of two hours minus a moment.
(2) We assume that
(a) the 7v who said '2 meant the first moment of '2,
(b) the 7v who said "3 meant the last moment of '
(c) and that the event happened at
(1) either the first moment of '2
1. in which case the 7¥ 3 erred by two hours minus a moment
(i) or at the last moment of A
1. in which case the 7¥ "2 erred by two hours minus a moment.
i) A7 ™
(1) who permits 77 "2

(a) holds that one of them can make a mistake of three hours minus a
moment.

(2) We assume that
(a) the 7v who said '3 meant the first moment of "3,
(b) the 7v who said "7 meant the last minute of 71
(c) and hat the event happened at
(1) either the first moment of "2
1. in which case the ¥ 77 erred by three hours minus a moment
(1) or at the last moment of '
1. in which case the 7¥ 3 erred by three hours minus a moment.
f) xwp
1) The purpose of m7°pr is to force the 077y to fix the time of the event
ii) So that they can by ann by later 2>7v who say
(1) an»n 1y at that time
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g)

ii1) But if the 07y can make these errors
(1) how can they be ann
(2) they can maintain

(a) True, we were with you at the time that we testified that the event
occurred

(b) But we were mistaken and the event actually happened at a different time
'aRbe
1) For 7xn "
(1) the o>7v who said '3 '2 can be o1 by witnesses who say

(a) ani 1y from the beginning of '& (daybreak) until the end of '71 (2 hours
after ).

(2) The a1 needn’t begin before daybreak, because the 7v who said 2 can’t
honestly maintain that he erred and the event really happened before
daybreak.

i1) For nmm ™
(1) the o7v who said '71 '3 can be o1 by witnesses who say
(a) an»7 1nY from the beginning of 'k (daybreak) until the end of "1 (noon).

(2) The a1 needn’t go beyond noon, because the 7¥ who said ' can’t honestly
maintain that he erred and the event really happened after noon.

i11) Keep in mind that

(1) while the 0*7v can use these expanded periods (five hours for 7°®» "7 and six
hours for 7717 ") to avoid 7117,

(2) the testimony itself is invalid if the only way the testimony of the first two
0°7¥ can be made consistent

(a) is by assuming an error
(1) greater than two hours minus a moment for 7°X» " or

(i1) greater than three hours minus a moment for 777 "
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1) Review the &0 n*¥nn
2) mooIn
a) Nwp
1) We’ve noted earlier that 7nnm 71 is at 7% 'R,
ii) The X3 says at :2° 77 that
(1) 9202 3M7Y TAMT 73 R MR TR AN 71 a7 I TR
iii) Then how can we credit 3 '2?
iv) It is possible that the one who said 2 meant '2 n%nn
(1) Which is before nnni va.
v) The one who said 'x certainly meant after 717 71
vi) If so, they could not have innocently testified about the same event.
vii) And if this is possible how can we use their testimony in a capital case?
viii)) Remember that
(1) “how can we use their testimony in a capital case?”
(a) is the basis of the X°wp by X237 against »2aR
(1) thatis summarized in the n°Xnn at page 57
b) yn

1) Where they testify in terms of 731, as on :2° 77, they concentrate on 1 and if they’re
honest they can’t be confused about it.

i1) But they testify about hours they can be confused about the y1 as well as the
hours, so that the

(1) Event may have occurred after the y2

(2) And even if the 7¥ who said "2 meant the beginning of "2

(3) He and the 7v who said "3 are assumed to testify to the same event

(4) even though the event occurred after the y1
(a) one half hour after the beginning of 'a

3) X’wAmn:
a) moomn
i) emphasizes that someone can mistakenly think that
(1) an event occurred at the beginning of "2
(2) even thought the event occurred after the y1.

i1) And implies that no one can mistakenly think that
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b)

(1) an event occurred during 'X
(2) more than a half hour before the y1
(2) if it occurred after the y2.
i11) So that, for example
(1) am "
(a) who holds that '3 and '77 are valid m17v
(b) would agree that '% and '3 aren’t valid M7y
Xowp
1) Recall that we said in the n>xnn

(1) anyone who says 's can be am» only by 0°7% who say an»i 111y from the
beginning of 'R

i1) Why is it not enough for the 111 to say an»i 1%y from the beginning of 2
ii1) After all the 7v who said '3 couldn’t have meant '}

(1) Which is more than a half hour before the 71m:7 71
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1) Review the X077 n°¥nn at page 57
a) And especially 0'%27 explanation that
1) °Xn "1 who permits '3 2
(1) holds that a witness can make a mistake of two hours minus a moment.
i1) We assume that
(1) the 7¥ who said '2 meant the beginning of '3,
(2) the 7v who said "3 meant the end of '3
(3) the event happened at
(a) either as early as the beginning of "2
(1) in which case "3 erred by two hours minus a moment
(b) or as late as the end of 'x
(1) in which case "2 erred by two hours minus a moment
2) Xwp
a) Why does 7°Xn "1 disagree with 777 "1? Why does he invalidate 77 'A?
1) Assume the greatest possible discrepancy:
(1) the 7v who said s meant the beginning of '3, and
(2) the 7y who said '71 meant the end of 7.
i1) The total discrepancy is three hours.

111) Since each 7¥ can honestly make a mistake of up to two hours minus a moment,
assume that each made a mistake of one hour and a half.

b) The testimony should be valid!
3) yn
a) X217 says we assume that no more than one 7v will make a mistake.
4) X W
a) Nwp
1) Why didn’t mo01n ask a similar &wp for the explanation »ax gave for 7717 "1?
ii) Recall the explanation:
(1) amm " who permits 77 "

(a) holds that a witness can make a mistake of an hour plus a moment.
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(2) We assume that the event happened
(a) either at the end of "
(1) in which case the 7¥ "3 erred by one hour and one moment
(b) or at the beginning of 71
(1) in which case the 7¥ "3 erred by an hour and a moment.
i11) Why doesn’t 7717 "1 permit a greater separation, e.g., 'i1 '2?

(1) Remember that »2x assumes only the narrowest possible discrepancy, i.e., that
the 7v who said '2 meant the end of '3, and that the 7v who said 'i7 meant the
beginning of 7.

(2) The total discrepancy is two hours.

(3) Since each 7v can honestly make a mistake of up to one hour plus a moment,
assume that each made a mistake of one hour.

iv) The testimony should be valid!
b) yrn.

1) It may be true that

(1) 77 " himself would permit 77 '2.

(2) And that 777 "1 said 7 "

(a) only to point out that 7°X» "1 disagrees even for '71 "

ii) That’s why moon prefers to question ;1 '3 for 7°&n "% X217
iii) But note that 521N’ 17N

(1) that we can’t assume that both 07y erred

(a) would also invalidate "7 "2 for 777 1% »2x
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1) Introduction
a) The m7pn yaw include, in the following order:
i) What day of the month, e.g. 2" or 3, and
i1) What day of the week, e.g., Monday or Tuesday

b) If one 7 said the event happened in the 2™ day of the month and the other said on the
3 day

1) the testimony is valid

(1) because we assume that the second 7¥ didn’t realize that the prior month was
q2wn.

2) See v a1 7"7N on X A7
a) Xowp
1) Why do we execute a suspect based on this assumption?

i1) Why don’t we check to see if the 7v really didn’t know about the prior month’s
M2Y?

b) yn
i) We in effect check
(1) by later confirming that the o>7¥ agree on the day of the week.
3) mooin ar arRa a"n
a) Xowp
1)  When 27¥ respond to m7°pri the answers also constitute M7y N7 (testimony).
ii) M7y N7 is subject to the rule of Tam) M R W TATW .
(1) We ignore later testimony that is inconsistent with testimony give earlier.
ii1) Once the 2>7¥ have testified consistently about the day of the month
(1) we should ignore anything inconsistent they later say
(a) when they testify about the day of the week.

iv) So why do we ask them the day of the week if we need to ignore the testimony
anyway?

b) First y17°n
1) The mpn have a special status.
(1) Besides being M7y n7a7

(a) they are also essential to qualify the m7y.
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(1) So we must ask related questions and disqualify for inconsistencies.
c) Second y1°n:
1) Refer to the prior mpoIn.
i1) We need to ask the day of the week
(1) Because we will not ignore the testimony
(a) where it resolves a discrepancy in the day of the month
(i) that can be explained by assuming error in W77 2.
4) >PwA a AT PITIIo
a) XWwp (equivalent to the X°wp by NN just mentioned)
1) Once we ask them the day of the month
(1) "Awnm o wya W owya”
(2) why do we duplicate and also ask them the day of the week?
b) y°n
1) Because potential 7777 *7¥ might not notice
(1) that the date designated by the first 2>7y
(a) is the day that the first o>7v were elsewhere with the potential 77177 7.
ii) But the potential 7117 *7v might notice when the day of the week is mentioned.
5) P wAamn a7 PITII
a) Another y17°n to the X°wp by >"w"
1) It’s important to question the day of the week
i1) Because without information on the day of the week
(1) the initial 2>7v can defend themselves against 71717
(a) by pleading that they wrongly thought the prior month was 7217 or 7or.
b) R’wWAnn .2 AT PITI0
i) First Xowp on ?"wann
(1) Can’t be that it’s so easy to evade 1171 based on the date of the month.
(2) For if it were, we wouldn’t consider this question one of the M7 pn yaw.
(3) Must be that we can counteract this defense either

(a) By mn11 77y who testify an»i 131y throughout the designated date and any
potential mistake date — similar to what X217 says in 2109, or

(b) The testimony is given late in the month by when we can presume
everyone is current on the proper date.
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(i) It may be that this is why >”&1 in 117710 refers to the 20" or the 25™ of
the month when he gives an example of the date question.

ii) Second RXwp on P"wan
(1) Where both o7y testify to the same day, say the 2" of the month,

(a) they can’t save themselves from 1117 *7v who say anii 11ny on the 2 by
saying “we mistook the M2y and we really meant the 3™.”

(2) This excuse should work only if at least one 7V testifies that the event occurred
on the 3"

(a) Because to give the M7y minimum connection to the event at least one ¥
must testify correctly about the day on which the alleged event occurred.

(b) Only if that minimum connection is in place

(1) can we cure defects (i.e., the incorrect date asserted by the other 7v) by
an excuse based on wIm7 M2,

(3) Here’s proof:
(a) Refer back to our mvoIN in 0’170
(1) that says we ask the day of the week
1. to explain a discrepancy between the 27V in the day of the month
2. that can be resolved by assuming error in w7n7 M2V,

ii1) This suggests that wn7 712°Y works as an excuse only for discrepancies, not
where both o7y gave the wrong date.
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1n7 [1an' v'’n Y7 "N
1) Review the n°¥nn of the X210
a) 7K1 "M permits "2 '2 because
1) a witness can make a mistake of two hours minus a moment.
1) We assume that
(1) the 7v who said '2 meant the beginning of '3,
(2) the 7y who said '3 meant the end of '3 and
(3) the event happened at either
(a) the beginning of 2
(1) in which case the 7¥ 3 erred by two hours minus a moment
(b) or at the end of '3
(1) in which case the 7¥ 2 erred by two hours minus a moment.
b) Also for xn "
i) the 0°7¥ who said '3 '2 can be om»
(1) by witnesses who say an»i1 1ny
(a) from the beginning of '& (daybreak)
(b) until the end of '71 (2 hours after "3).

i1) The nnm1 needn’t begin before daybreak, because the 7v who said 2 can’t honestly
maintain that he erred and the event really happened before daybreak.

c) There is a similar explanation for 777 ™.
2) mooin (as explained by X"wann)
a) Xowp

1) If the o7y say 2 '3, why are they amnn by witnesses who say an»i 111y from the
beginning of '& (daybreak) until the end of "7 (2 hours after ).

(1) Take for example, the 7v who said ".
(2) True,
(a) he can make an innocent mistake only for two hours minus a moment

(b) so when he said 'x he may still honestly be referring to an event that
occurred at any time until the end of '71.

(3) But maybe the 7v was honest

(a) and the o1 themselves erred by an hour when they say an>i7 11y until
the end of '7,
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(b) and what they really should have said was on» 11y until the end of '7?
i1) In an aside, N0 emphasizes
(1) that the X°wp is only why the first M7y are anmn
(2) mooin accepts that their M7y is WM because 2 7v and 71 7Y
(a) couldn’t have seen the same event
b) yn

1) Remember that we said earlier that we assume that only one of the two 0>7v made
a mistake.

3) X’wann
a) Mooin could have asked a variant of its Xwp:
1) Maybe the 7y was honest.

i1) The event occurred in "7, well within the range of the permissible error of both '2
and ".

iii) The ot themselves erred by two hours when they say an*: 1ny until the end of
'1, and what they really should have said was an»7 11»¥ until the end of .

b) Refer back to the aside by mooin:
1) Moo emphasizes that the X°wp is only why the first M7y are anmn.
1) MdoIN accepts that their M7V is W21 because
(1) They avoided 7177 only because of a poo that maybe the 121 erred.

(2) We can’t execute a suspect where the prosecuting 07y avoided 7% on the
strength of a po0.
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INYUNI NYY QYIL DTIXT XAaw'7 1071 A"

1) Review the n°¥nn of the &°210 we brought down earlier

2) X7miat X0 A7

3)

a)
b)

c)

" 09102 1O 7192 2O MR VRN
"N 09N 1O 1192 1IN 1T 9D PO AR AT
Xwp
1) According to the X7 X2°X explanation of »2aX,
(1) A7 " holds that a person errs by no more than one hour plus a moment.
i1) Since
(1) the Mok 17 is the first moment of 1
(2) And you are 719°2X 70 earlier because of a possible mistake in time
(3) And he can’t err more than one hour plus a moment

i11) why not let him eat until the end of '7?

d) Next xwp

1) X217 said that 7°%» " holds

(1) that a person can err by as much as two hours minus a moment.
ii)) Why for X237 does 7°&» " not insist

(1) that a person stop eating y»11 from the beginning of '1?
7170 for the R°wp to X231
1) A person will not confuse 71 with '7

(1) Because

(a) during 71 the sun is in the east

(b) during '1 the sun is in the west

nmson:

a)

Xwp

1) The &3 implies for »ax that there is an issue for 777 " only if he says a mistake
can be no more than one hour — then we ask why does 777> "1 say it’s 710K to eat
two hours before 7.

ii) But per "X there is an issue for 777 "1 even if he were to hold that people can
usually make mistakes of more than one hour

(1) This case should be different

(2) Because a person will not confuse 7 with '1

69



(3) So why stop before the end of '
4) Rwmn
a) We need to analyze whether
(1) The jwpn to ™R was aware of the concept
(a) that a person will not confuse 71 with 't
(1) because of the sun’s position
b) On the one hand
1) 777 " already mentioned the argument in the 71w» when he says
(1) that 't "7 witnesses in a capital case are invalid
(a) Because if they’re honest and saw the event together

(1) each would have realized whether it occurred while the sun was in the
east before noon or in the west after noon.

c) But on the other hand
1) Note that
(1) First the Jwpn questions 02X position,
(2) Second, the 7wpn proceeds to question 0'%27 position
(3) And only then does the jx7n explain

(a) that once "7 passes the sun is close to overhead, that no one will make a
mistake, etc.

i1) so that if the J7wpn to »ax was already aware of the concept

ii1)) why would he attack &2
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yron IX? Ix'ma a1 "

TRIT 7R N YW TRIT T AYw TOR ' vw
70X mn Righlal PRA "M
70K mn 70K a7
70K ann 17197 20N X913 120
1) xma

a) MR TRN "M

i) " nomna pomwn 1195 o9
b) K AT "

i) " no%nn2 Pomw 193 1M 1T 90 PO
C) 77 "5 71097 27 MK M1 27 MR
d) During ', when 777 "1 says 1210, he holds that X172 0 yan
€) N refers to a mawn in YW 93 at .2 77

i) MW 7% 71727 228N DIORY MY Ivw 95

ii) This implies that whenever it’s 219K? 0R, it’s X172 TOK
f) wpn

i) Doesn’t this mwn ono support 7% " who says X7 792X have the same time
limit, i.e., until "1?

i1) Contrast 777 "1 who holds
(1) 7R372 MM 797082 MoK M2
g) “First x7n”
i) The words 72581 219K7 Inaw 7yw 95 do not support R» M.
ii) If the mwn supported 7°Xn "1 it should have read more simply: 2°58n 92Ww 7yw 95

iii) The additional "n1 suggests that so long as another person is 21287 20, you
may have 7837 and be 228,

iv) This supports X213 127 who holds that a 3775 can eat in '7 whereas a non-j12

(1) can’t eat
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2)

3)

(2) but can have nxan.
h) xwp
i) Butisn’t 5X°9n3 127 a yon.
ii) And shouldn’t that decide the 712%7 in his favor?
i) “Second jx7n”
1) No, for two reasons
(1) 5%°913 121 is not really a ¥>1on for a reason explained in the &3
(2) XX nya'Ry, another 7awn that supports 7717
maoin
a) Nwp

i) Go back to the first reason why the “Second 1%7n” didn’t decide the 7577 in favor
of HX°9n3 1271 — that HX°%73 127 is not a ¥12n.

ii) But what difference does it make that PX>9%3 127 is not a ¥>751?
(1) Once the X1 decided that the 73wn ono in YW 92 supported 2X°713 127
(a) that should be reason enough to say that %> 1275 75%7!

i11) And if you decide not to give weight to the word “nn,” then the miwn ano
supports X "

iv) So no matter what, the 71wn ano certainly doesn’t support 7717 !
b) y°n
1) The X7n3 relies on the second reason in the X»°X NY2*X,
(1) that there is another 71wn that supports 777 ™
R7Wn

a) This still leaves unanswered what the “First 7¥7n” thought when he explained that the
word “mn” in the mwn ono supported 7R°9m3 127.

b) At that point the X713 hadn’t yet even reached the second 770
1) And his reference to the other mwn.
¢) How did the First 1¥7n understand why 27 held 777° "2 75957
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TI0 2N Y

70 2N N

797 I RHVD

797 AN RHVD

DIWR *IRW 10D 21597
IPRT AR) TIR? 19107
(13277 772 ROR 073

21297 MOX 0P "7
NEYY 1MWy

NNAT YRwn KN»722

1oy "9 10D *19H XOW 1oD3 *10Y oD *19H XOW
N7 2N R NN PDD 51997 NN RPN 70X
IR yAn 9Iwe 9902 SINW 110D

nwnNWwnT JNIRNY?
TRD ' wHa

1) nmpon as explained by X”wAman

a) NN NWR DR an e teaches that

i) 7770 P70 XBwh 0K,
b) Not clear whether the same 2105 teaches that

i) 370 30 (71w PA2) 7aRD 10K
¢) Our &n>92 says that MY M"20 MRHY NN 191 before oD,
d) »wp

1) Does this mean they’re burned together

(1) so that the Xn>12 teaches that we can be &nvn them as well as burn them?

e) ymn

1) Most likely yes, because this is what 7°X» " holds on :3 77, and 7°8» " uses the
same terminology as our Xn*"2

f) But our Xn>72 teaches nothing about whether in a non-y»m, non-nos 27Y situation it’s
AN to burn 7MY AN

i) The noo 27y-ynn case is special because the 770 is TI2K? 7211 anyway through
197w

ii) This is true even though °30 Xn5v2 711°22 RNPNRTA
(1) The fact is that this 7270 will be burned and is T12°X% 9717

(2) And it doesn’t matter that the reason is only a 131277 77°12 lest he accidentally
eat it because he’s not “1» 72

g) The proof that the ros situation is special
1) is that 7°Xn " goes so far as to permit the owner to be 72170 Xnvn

i1) and, as we noted,

73



(1) there is no question that generally it’s 772170 Xat? OK.

h) -o1 " disagrees on :2 77 and requires that

)

1) the 7Mnv 1N and the ARMY 721N be burned separately
Xwp

1) Why doesn’t °01° "1 allow him to be Xnvn the 72170 by burning it together with
Rnn?

'aRbe
1)  We do the least possible
ii) Although burning is permitted, either because
(1) It is generally 701 to burn 72170
(2) Or because burning is necessary on 109 because we’re 71228° Xnw W
111) RNV is not necessary even on 0o

(1) because he can burn the M7v and Xnv separately
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nav 2ya X7 "1 "MwN
1) xma
a) 0°MdM say it’s MOK to burn 7Y AMAN on NAW 2 the 130
i) because P22 1777 WX Xnw on n2w the 14th
b) But it’s "0 MWL i

i) because it’s not 77°28? X1 unless and until X237 7°9R determines that it’s 20,
and

ii) % won’t come on the 14™ (naw) because we’re busy preparing for 21w ov.
2) R’wam
a) Xowp
i) 2w ar nawn mav? Mox

ii) So if %R were to come on 2w 01° 27 NAW we could not be rwA ourselves to
prepare for 210 01’ on the 15"

iii) Why can’t he come on naw the 14™?
b) 7
i) Ifthe pminn 17 applies "n 75917 (23 77 nIAW)
ii) we can explain that the reason he can’t come on n2aw is the
(1) 2N yima NRY? MO°R
(2) not the 7w of preparing for 2w ar
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1) xm

2)

3)

a)
b)

c)

ARPIPT 13 held a R¥ pagan yan »m 208 ymapiw PTpo

On o2 27 he didn’t want to buy it for himself while it was still 20
i) Even though it was 712X 7717

Because people might think that he paid too low a price.

meoin

a)

b)

d)

g)

Rowp

i) Does the 7wn apply only where the 7po1 takes the 1175 for himself?
YN

i) No.

i) "n7w17 says that appraisal by the 17 n°2 (7 n°2 nW) is necessary even where the
17PD is sold to a third party.

WP

1) If Xmw is necessary, why does the X713 explain that he didn’t take it for himself
because of Twn?

IaRk1

(1) The point is that if he takes it for himself, even with 17 n°2 nmw, people will
still suspect that there was no proper 17 n°2 nWw.

(2) In short, the sale must satisfy two conditions: it must to be to a third party, and
there must be 17 n°2 nnw.

Xowp
i) Why may an 715X sell to a third party without x»w, and
i1) why with X% may she take for herself?

aRls!

1) We let her sell to third parties without Xm1w, X111 27Wwn, to make her more attractive
to prospective suitors. (See R"w"71 below)

Rowp

1) A X nielsewhere tells of a case where a 751 from 2°m1n° sold the 1175 to himself
i1) If there had been ®mw the sale would have been valid.

ii1) What about the fact the 751 took the 1175 for himself

i lal

a)

Xowp
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i) In the yyn for nanox
(1) mooin explains why she can sell to third parties without 77 n°a nmw
(2) But m2o1n doesn’t explain why with Xmw she can take for herself
ii) In the y17°n for o
(1) m»doin explains why with X212 he can take it for himself

(2) But moon doesn't explain why he can sell to third parties without 17 n°a nmw
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