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:ˢˬ˵ ˱ˡ 

˸˧˰˧˟˷ˢ ˭˧˞ˣ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) :ˠ ˸ˣ˩ˬ 

a) ˞ˬ˵ ˞ˮ˷˧˪ 

i) ˸˧˰˧˟˷ is ˦ ˬ˷ˬ a ˟ ˣ˥ even if the ˟ ˣ˥ isn’t due until after ˸˧˰˧˟˷ 

b) ˞˶˸˟ ˞ˮ˷˧˪ 

i) ˸˧˰˧˟˷ is ˦ ˬ˷ˬ a ˟ ˣ˥ only if the ˟ ˣ˥ is due before the end of ˸˧˰˧˟˷ 

2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ  

a) the ˦ ˧˧˲ was ˭ ˵˸ˬ this ˥ ˯ˣˮ 

i) ˣˮ˟ˤ˰˧ ˣ˧ˬ˧ ˧˴˥˟ ˣˮˣ˪˧ ˧˩ ˱˯˩ ˶˷˰ ˭ˬˤ 

ii)  Because the ˭ ˦˧˧˲ agrees with ˞ ˬ˵ ˞ˮ˷˧˪ 

b) For ˞ ˶˸˟ ˞ˮ˷˧˪ the ˦ ˣ˧˲ has to be s ˠˣˬ to read 

i) ˦˲˷ˬ˟ ˞˪ˣ ˣˮ˟ˤ˰˧ ˣ˧ˬ˧ ˧˴˥˟ 
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˶ˣ˩˟ˢ ˭˧˞ˣ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) ˸ˣˮ˧˟˷ˣ˷ is the right of a person to receive ˸ˣˮ˶ˣˡ when he marries  

b) A ˶ˣ˩˟ doesn’t take ˫˧ˮ˷ ˧˲ in ˸ˣˮ˧˟˷ˣ˷ that was owed to ˶ ˣ˩˟ˢ ˟˞  

i) because the obligation to ˟˞ counts as ˧ ˣ˞˶ 

ii)  and ˵ ˤ˥ˣˬ˟˩ ˧ˣ˞˶˟ ˫˧ˮ˷ ˧˲ ˪˦ˣˮ ˶ˣ˩˟ˢ ˭˧˞ 

2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) we know from  ˵˶˲˭˧˪˥ˣˮ ˷˧ that a s ˣ˪ˬ obligation doesn’t count as ˧ˣ˞˶ 

3) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ on the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

i) The ˞ ˶ˬˠ in  ˵˶˲˭˧˪˥ˣˮ ˷˧ deals only with ˶ ˦˷˟ ˢˣ˪ˬ 

ii)  And agrees that s ˲ ˪˰ ˢˣ˪ˬ does count as ˧ˣ˞˶ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˸ˣˮ˧˟˷ˣ˷ is similar to ˶ ˦˷˟ ˢˣ˪ˬ 

(1) Because  

(a) it’s ˡ"˟˟ ˢ˟ˠˮ when the ˰ ˟ˣ˸ marries 

(b) and the ˰ ˟˸ˮ isn’t ˭ˬ˞ˮ to say ˧ ˸˰˶˲
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.ˣˬ˵ ˱ˡ 

˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ ˢ"ˡˣ ˞˟˶ ˧˰˟ ˢ"ˡ ˫"˟˷˶ 
 

˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

˫˸˯ -- ˞˷˧˶  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ ˢ˪˰˟ï˞˸˰˧˴ˬ  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ ˢ˧˟˞-- ˞˲˧˯ 

 ˪˩˞ ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ï ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞˭ ˭˧˟ˠˮ  ˭˧˞˭˧˟ˠˮ 

 ˪˩˞ ˞˪ ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ï ˭˧˟ˠˮ   

 

 

˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

˫˸˯ ï ˞˷˧˶  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ ˢ˪˰˟ï˞˸˰˧˴ˬ  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ ˢ˧˟˞-- ˞˲˧˯ 

˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˪˩˞ ˫˞ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˭˧˟ˠˮ  :˪"˷˶ˢˬ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

  ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ :˞"˷˶ˢˬ 
 

1) General s ˬˡ˵ˢ  

a) ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are gifts that a ˭ ˸˥ gives to his s ˪˩ 

b) the s ˮ˷ˬ and ˞ ˥˞ ˟˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 

i) deal with whether  

(1) ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ by the ˭ ˸˥ or his ˫ ˧˷˶ˣ˧  

(2) if the ˭ ˸˥ or s ˪˩ dies or if the ˭ ˸˥ is ˷ ˶ˠˬ the s ˪˩ 

2) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ to s ˦˧˷ of ˫"˟˷˶ 

a) The s ˮ˷ˬ in the ˞ ˷˧˶ says 

i) if there was ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ the ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

ii)  if there was no ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ the ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ 

b) the s ˮ˷ˬ in the ˞ ˸˰˧˴ˬ 

i) "ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ ˶˧ˤ˥˸˷ ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯" are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ 

ii)  ˫"˟˷˶ 

(1) "˶˧ˤ˥˸˷" means ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that ˪ ˰˟ was ˷ ˶˲ˬ that she was to take to  ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟ 

(ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ ˷˶˲ˬ) 

(2) ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ is ˞ ˵ˣˡ ˣ˞˪ but reflects that ˪ ˰˟ is more likely to be s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ ˷˶˲ˬ 

where he gives many ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ 

c) The s ˮ˷ˬ in the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

i) ˷˸˷ ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ"˸"ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˭ˢ˟ ˷ˬ aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

ii)  ˫"˟˷˶ 

(1) "˷ˬ˸˷˸˷" means ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that ˪ ˰˟ was ˷ ˶˲ˬ that she was to use in ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟ 

(ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˪ ˷˶˲ˬ) 

(2) ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ is ˞˵ˣˡ ˣ˞˪ but reflects that ˪ ˰˟ is more likely to be  ˷˶˲ˬ˪ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟ 

where he gives few ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ 



 6 

d) Note that  

i) In the ˞ ˷˧˶ there is no s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟ ˷˶˲ˬ or s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

ii)  In other words the ˞ ˷˧˶ is ˫ ˸˯˟ 

e) ˞˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟  

i) In a case of ˫ ˸˯ there was a ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ and 

(1) ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ ˸ˣ˪˟˪  weren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ  

(2) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ were ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ  

3) Second s ˬˡ˵ˢ to ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷  

a) We’ve established three categories of ˫˧ˬ˶ˣˠ that affect whether ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ or 

˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

i) First category 

(1) ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˪ ˷˶˲ˬ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ ˷˶˲ˬ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

(3) ˪˪˩ ˷˶˲ˬ ˞˪—the same as ˫˸—˯is a neutral ˫ ˶ˣˠ 

ii)  Second category 

(1) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

iii)  Third category 

(1) ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ ˞˪ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

b) Now combine certain of these ˫˧ ˬ˶ˣˠ 

i) In a case of ˫ ˸˯  

(1) ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(a) Are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ if ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ ˞˪ 

(b) Aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ if ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

(2) ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(a) Are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even if ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

ii)  In a case of s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

(1) ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(a) Aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ even if  ˞˪˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

c) We’ll discuss below  

i) For ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ in a case of s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

(1) Whether they’re ˭˧˟ˠˮ 
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(a) Because ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ is the stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ 

(2) Or they’re ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(a) Because ˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬˢ˧˟  is the stronger ˫˶ˣˠ 

d) We’ll also discuss below 

i) For ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ in a case of s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

(1) Whether they’re ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(a) Because ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is the stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ 

(2) Or they’re ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(a) Because s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ is the stronger ˫˶ˣˠ 

4) ˞˶ˬˠ according to ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

a) ˞˟˶ ˧˰˟ 

i) In a case where ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ has a different ˭ ˧ˡ than ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

ii)  What’s the ˭˧ˡ for ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

(1) Do these count the same as ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

(2) Or do they count as ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

5) ˫"˟˷˶ 

a) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ also applies where the ˭˸˥ gave both kinds of ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ 

b) Namely both 

i) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

ii)  And x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

6) ˨˷ˬˢ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why not be ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ of ˞˥˞ '˶ 

(1) Which involved both ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ and ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ in a case of ˫ ˸˯ 

(2) Where ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ has a different ˭ ˧ˡ than ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(3) Since  

(a) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ where there’s a ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ 

(b) And ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even where there’s a ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ 

(4) And presumably the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ 

(a) Includes x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ as having the same ˭˧ˡ as x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(i) So that both aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ where ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

ii)  So we’ve proved that x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ has the same ˭ ˧ˡ as x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

7) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 
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a) ˞˧˷˵ on ˫ "˟˷˶ 

i) Why did ˫ "˟˷˶ need to say that the ˞˧ ˰˟˧˞ for ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ applies also 

in a case where 

(1) Besides the ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that were x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

(2) There was also ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that were ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

ii)  Why not say simply that the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ applies where the only ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ were those 

that were x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Because the ˞ ˶ˬˠ wants to be ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ of ˞˥˞ '˶ 

ii)  And we established that in the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ there were both ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

and˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷  

8) ˨˷ˬˢ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ 

a) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) There is no '˧˞˶ from the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ of ˞˥˞ '˶ 

ii)  Because  

(1) Maybe 

(a) when the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ refers to ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(i) the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ considers the words ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ as a short-hand 

reference to mean also x ˪˟˷˩  

(ii)  and that’s why these ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ weren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

(2) And maybe 

(a) Were the case to involve x˪ ˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) These ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ would have been ˭˧˟ˠˮ  

(i) Even where ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

(ii)  the same as ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ of ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ from the ˞˲˧˯ of the s ˮ˷ˬ as explained by ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

(1) ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ holds that  

(a) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ is the stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ and is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even ˟ˬˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ 

(b) So that the ˞ ˲˧˯ of the s ˮ˷ˬ 

(i) That says for s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ that ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(ii)  Deals only with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(c) It follows that  

(i) For s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 
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1. the ˭ ˧ˡ of ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is different from the ˭ ˧ˡ of ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(ii)  and the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ of ˞˟˶ applies also to s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

ii)  That’s why the ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ asks 

(1) That we ought to be ˦˷ˣ˲ the ˞˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

(2) That says ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(3) And that presumably also covers x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

iii)  So we’ve proved that ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ are treated the same as ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

9) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) How does ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ know that ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ is the stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ 

(1) So that 

(a) For s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ the ˭ ˧ˡ of ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ is different from the ˭ ˧ˡ of 

˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) And allows the ˭ ˷˵ˬ to ask that we be ˦˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

ii)  Say that s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ is the stronger ˫˶ˣˠ 

(1) So that  

(a) For ˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬˢ˧   

(i) the ˭ ˧ˡ of ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ is the same as the ˭˧ ˡ of ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(ii)  since both are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) and so that we understand why ˞˟˶ isn’t ˦˷ˣ˲ his ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Part 1 

(1) We established that the ˞˷ ˧˶ says that ˫ ˸˯˟ when there’s a ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ the 

˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

(2) And we established from the ˞˸ ˧˧˶˟ that  

(a) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ are ˫ ˸˯˟ ˭˧˟ˠˮ even ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ ˞˪˟ 

(b) So it must be that the ˞˷˧˶ deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ only 

ii)  Part 2 

(1) The ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ˰ˬ˷ ˞  ˸concludes that the ˞˲˧˯ is similar to the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

(2) And deals only with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

c) ˞˧˷˵  

i) Before the ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ the ˞ ˶ˬˠ had concluded that  

(1) To explain why the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ isn’t ˦ˣ˷˲˧˞ from ˞ ˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 
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(2) We can say that the  '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟˞˥˞  

(a) When it refers to ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) deals only with  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ˣˣ˪˟  

ii)  Why does the ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ˰ˬ˷ ˞  ˸assume that the ˞ ˲˧˯ of the s ˮ˷ˬ 

(1) Is different from the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ 

(2) And refers to x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ as well as to x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

d) ˸˳ˣ˶˧ 

i) because 

(1) Unlike the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ that mentions the words ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰  

(a) And which the ˞ ˶ˬˠ concluded could emphasize that the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ deals 

only x ˪˟˷˩ 

(2) The s ˮ˷ˬ  

(a) doesn’t spell out directly that it deals with ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰  

(b) so there’s no implication that the ˢˮ˷ˬ deals only x ˪˟˷˩ 

10) ˫ "˟˷˶ 

a)  ˧˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˢˣˢ ˣˢ˧ˬˣ"˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷˩ x˞ "ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷˩  

11) ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˫"˟˷˶ appears to suggest that the ˞˶ˬˠ could have been ˨ ˧˶˲ˬ the ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ by saying 

that  

i) we don’t derive from the ˞˷˧˶ that the ˞ ˲˧˯ deals only with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰  

ii)  instead 

(1) the ˞˲˧˯ does deal also with ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

(2) so that  

(a) in the ˞ ˲˧˯ both ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ and ˭˧˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ aren’t ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

(b) And we can’t be ˦˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯  

b) but we’ll prove based on the following ˸ˣ˧˷˵ that it can’t be that this is what 

˫"˟˷˶ actually suggests 

i) first ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) ˫"˟˷˶ should have said that  

(a)  ―the ˞˶ˬˠ could have answered that the ˞˲˧˯ deals with  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ˟

ˢ˧˟˞‖ 

(i) Because that’s the critical factor that makes irrelevant whether the 

˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are or aren’t ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰˸  

(b) Instead of saying that  
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(i) ―the ˞˶ˬˠ could have answered that ˞˲˧˯ deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞‖ 

(ii)  That isn’t the critical factor  

ii)  Second ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(1) In summarizing ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(a) ˞˟˶ ˢˬˠ˶˸ ˢ"ˡ ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ never mentions that ˫"˟˷˶ says the ˞ ˶ˬˠ could 

have said the ˞ ˲˧˯ deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

(b) And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ mentions only that ˫ "˟˷˶ says the ˞ ˶ˬˠ could have said the 

˞˲˧˯ deals with x ˪˟ 

iii)  Third ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(1) ˧"˶ in the same ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ answers the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˫"˟˷˶ only to explain why the 

˞˶ˬˠ didn’t say ˣ˪˟˟ 

(2) ˧"˶ doesn’t even try to respond to a ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˫"˟˷˶ that the s ˮ˷ˬ might deal 

with ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

c) ˞ˮ˵˯ˬ  

i) Must be that the correct ˞ ˯˶ˠ in ˫"˟˷˶ is to delete the words ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷˩  

(1) So that ˫ "˟˷˶ says 

(a)  ˧˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˢˣˢ ˣˢ˧ˬˣ"ˣ˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷˩ "ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷˩  

ii)  Namely  

(1) the ˞ ˶ˬˠ could have answered that  

(a) our effort earlier to say why for the sˮ ˷ˬ it’s more ˶˟˸˯ˬ than in the 

˞˸˧˧˶˟ that the ˧˯˞  ˲also deals with x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) isn’t ˶˟˸˯ˬ 

(2) And we can say that the ˞˲˧˯ as well as the ˞ ˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟ deals only with 

ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰  

12) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ – implied ˸ ˣ˧˷˵ on ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) Although ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ doesn’t mention these ˸ ˣ˧˷˵ they are possibly implied 

b) First implied ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) why can’t l ˭˷˵ˬ˰ˬ˷ ˞  ˸be ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ directly from the ˞ ˷˧˶ this way: 

(1) presumably the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

(a) that says ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ where ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

(b) deals even where x˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(2) so obviously x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰  

(a) is treated the same as ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) and not as ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ that are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even if ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 
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c) second implied ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) Consider the progression  

(1) From the ˞ ˧˷˵ from the ˸˧˧˶˟ ˞˞˥˞ '˶ˡ 

(a) Where the ˭ ˷˵ˬ assumes that ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ in the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ includes x ˪˟ ˞˪˷ 

(2) To the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to the ˞ ˧˷˵ of the ˞ ˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 

(a) ―˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ in the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ means only x ˪˟˷˩‖ 

(3) To the ˞ ˧˷˵ by ˭˷˵ˬ ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ of the s ˮ˷ˬ 

(a) Where the ˭ ˷˵ˬ again assumes that ˸x ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ in the ˞ ˲˧˯ includes  ˞˪˷

ˣ˪˟ 

(b) And where ˫ "˟˷˶ explains that this is because the s ˮ˷ˬ doesn’t use the 

word ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ 

(4) To the proposed ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ of ˫"˟˷˶ 

(a) That the ˢˮ˷ˬ deals only x ˪˟˷˩ 

ii)  First point 

(1) It would be helpful to strengthen the explanation of ˫"˟˷˶  

(a) On why ˭˷˵ˬ ˞ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ  

(b) ignores the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ that the  ˞˸˧˧˶˟˞˥˞ '˶ˡ deals with ˣ˪˟˷˩ 

iii)  Second point 

(1) Why does ˫ "˟˷˶  

(a) Without any new ˞ ˶˟˯ 

(2) propose a ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ 

(a) namely that the ˞ ˲˧˯ deals only with x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(3) that goes against the ˞˶ ˟˯ of the ˭ ˷˵ˬ 

(a) namely that ˞ ˲˧˯ can deal with  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ  

(b) because the sˮ˷ˬ doesn’t mention the concept of ˸ ˣ˪˟ 

13) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ – new ˨ ˪ˢˬ 

a) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) Contrary to ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ ˸˦˧˷ 

(1) The ˭ ˷˵ˬ doesn’t derive from the ˞˷˧˶ 

(2) That  

(a) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even ˷ ˶˲ˬ˟ 

(b) And isn’t included in the ˞˲˧˯ 

ii)  In fact the ˭ ˷˵ˬ understands that in the ˞˲ ˧˯ 
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(1) ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ is a stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ than ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

(2) So that  

(a) the ˞ ˲˧˯ teaches  ˭˧˞ ˭˧˟ˠˮ even for ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

(b) and  

(i) as we’ve established earlier 

(ii)  the ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ can’t be ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

b) Second s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) the s ˮ˷ˬ is structured to teach that  

(1) all cases of ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ that are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞  

(a) in the ˞ ˲˧˯  

(b) where there is ˷ ˶˲ˬ 

(2) Are also ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞  

(a) in the ˞ ˷˧˶ that deals ˫ ˸˯˟ 

(b) if ˭˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

c) Third s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) Now  

(1) Were the ˞ ˷˧˶ standing alone  

(2) It would have been possible  

(a) to say that the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals only with x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) The same as we established for ˞ ˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 

ii)  But  

(1) in the ˞ ˲˧˯ for this s ˦˧˷ 

(2) It must be that x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(3) since even ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

iii)  and  

(1) Since x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ in the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

(2) It must be in the ˞ ˷˧˶  

(a) that x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ where ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

d) Fourth s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) Since in the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

(1) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even where ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

(2) And x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ where ˭ ˸˥ ˸ˡˣ˰˯ ˫˷ ˪˩˞ 

ii)  We’ve proved that ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ are treated the same as ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 
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e) And that’s why ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ asks that the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ has been ˦ ˧˷˲˧˞ 

f) In short 

i) Unlike ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) Who first compares the ˞˲˧˯ to the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

(2) And then says the ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ is ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

ii)  ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) Compares the ˞ ˷˧˶ to the ˞ ˲˧˯ and is ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

g) ˫"˟˷˶ then says in "˧˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˧ˣˢ"  

i) I can say that in the ˞˲˧˯ 

(1) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ only where they were x˪˟ 

(2) And that ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ are in fact ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ where x ˪˟ ˞˪ 

ii)  So  

(1) that it’s no longer a certainty that ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) since x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(a) Possibly is similar to x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ that are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ 

(b) Or possibly is similar to x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ that are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

iii)  And 

(1) Once we don’t know whether x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ in the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

(2) We don’t know whether the ˞˷˧˶ deals with x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

iv) So we’ve explained why we can’t be ˦˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˟˶ˡ ˞˧˰˟˧˞ from the s ˮ˷ˬ 

h) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) What does x ˪˟ mean when applied to ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

i) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) ˣ˟ˮˠˮ or x ˲˶˷ˮ or x ˡ˟˞ˮ 

j) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Since the ˭˷˵ˬ ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ accepted that the ˞˲˧˯ deals also with ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

ii)  What does ˫ "˟˷˶ mean by saying  

(1) " ˧˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˧ˣˢ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷˩ x˞ "ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷˩  

k) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Read the words of ˫"˟˷˶ as if they read this way: 

(1) ˢ ˣˢ˧ˬˣ {ˣ˪˟ˣ} ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷˩ ˧˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˢˣˣ˞ xˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷˩  

(2) And understand ˫ "˟˷˶ as saying  

(a) The ˞ ˶ˬˠ could have answered that it can be that  
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(i) both ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ and ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(ii)  are ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ only x ˪˟˷˩ 

l) this approach answers the ˸ ˣ˧˷˵ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ on the s ˦˧˷ that ˷ ˶˲ˬ results in ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

even for ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

i) The first ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) The ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(a) ˫"˟˷˶ should have said that  

(b) ―the ˞˶ˬˠ could have answered that the ˞˲˧˯ deals with  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ˟

ˢ˧˟˞‖ 

(c) Because that’s the critical factor that makes irrelevant whether the 
˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are or aren’t ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ 

(2) The ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

(a) ˫"˟˷˶ in his proposed ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ mentions ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ ˣ˪˟ˣ  instead of 

ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

(b) Because  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ˣ˪˟ˣ  

(i) Is the essential point of the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ of ˫"˟˷˶ 

(c) And  

(i) Although ˷˶˲ˬ is the reason that x˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(ii)  ˫"˟˷˶  

1. doesn’t need to mention this in his proposed ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

2. because the ˭ ˷˵ˬ of the ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ already understood this point  

ii)  The second and third ˸ˣ˧˷˵ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) The second ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(a) In summarizing ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(i) ˞˟˶ ˢˬˠ˶˸ ˢ"ˡ ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ never mentions that ˫"˟˷˶ says the ˞ ˶ˬˠ could 

have said the ˞ ˲˧˯ deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

(ii)  ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ mentions only that ˫ "˟˷˶ says the ˞ ˶ˬˠ could have said the 

˞˲˧˯ deals with x ˪˟ 

(2) The third ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(a) "˶˧ answers the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˫"˟˷˶ only to explain why the ˞ ˶ˬˠ didn’t say 

ˣ˪˟˟ 

(b) ˧"˶ doesn’t even try to respond to a ˞˧˷˵ of ˫"˟˷˶ that the s ˮ˷ˬ might 

deal with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

(3) The ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 
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(a) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ mentions only that ˫ "˟˷˶ had said the ˞ ˶ˬˠ could have 

answered x ˪˟˟  

(i) Not because ˫ "˟˷˶ refers only to x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ 

(ii)  But because ˫ "˟˷˶ refers to both x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ and  ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷

ˣ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ 

m) Note that this approach also answers the two implied ˸ˣ˧˷˵ of ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) the first implied ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(1) the ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(a) why can’t ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ be ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ directly from the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

(2) the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

(a) in fact ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ is ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ directly from the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

ii)  second implied ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) the ˞ ˧˷˵ 

(a) Consider the progression  

(i) From the ˞ ˧˷˵ from the ˞ ˥˞ '˶ˡ ˸˧˧˶˟ 

1. Where the ˭ ˷˵ˬ assumes that ˪ ˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰˸ˣ  includes x ˪˟ ˞˪˷ 

(ii)  To the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to the ˞ ˧˷˵ of the ˞ ˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 

1. ―˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ means only x ˪˟˷˩‖ 

(iii) To the ˞ ˧˷˵ by ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ of the s ˮ˷ˬ 

1. Where the ˭ ˷˵ˬ again assumes that ˸x ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ includes x ˪˟ ˞˪˷ 

2. And where ˫ "˟˷˶ explains that this is because the ˢˮ˷ˬ doesn’t 

use the word ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ 

(iv) To the proposed ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˫"˟˷˶ 

1. That the s ˮ˷ˬ deals only x ˪˟˷˩ 

(b) First point 

(i) It would be helpful to strengthen the explanation of ˫"˟˷˶  

1. On why ˞ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ  

2. ignores the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ that the  ˞˸˧˧˶˟˞˥˞ '˶ˡ deals with x ˪˟˷˩ 

(c) Second point 

(i) Why does ˫ "˟˷˶  

1. Without any new ˞ ˶˟˯ 

(ii)  propose a ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ 

1. namely that the ˞ ˲˧˯ deals only with x ˪˟ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 



 17 

(iii) that goes against the ˞˶ ˟˯ of the ˭ ˷˵ˬ 

1. namely that ˞ ˲˧˯ can deal with  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ  

2. because the sˮ˷ˬ doesn’t mention the concept of ˸ˣ˪˟ 

(2) The ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

(a) We’ve explained that the ˭ ˷˵ˬ assumes  

(i) that the ˞ ˲˧˯ must say that x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(ii)  Since even ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(b) we’ve also given a new ˞˶˟˯ why the ˭ ˷˵ˬ assumes that the ˞˷ ˧˶ deals 

also with x ˪˟ ˞˪ˣ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

(c) and  

(i) in fact 

(ii)  the whole point of the ˧˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˧ˣˢ in ˫"˟˷˶ is to question this 

new ˞ ˶˟˯ 

(d) So that  

(i) the ˞ ˧˶˦ˣ ˞˪˵˷ regarding the s ˮ˷ˬ and the ˧ ˴ˣ˶˸˪ ˧˴ˬ ˢˣˢ of ˫"˟˷˶  

(ii)  Isn’t a repetition of the  ˞˪˵˷˞˧˶˦  xof the ˞ ˶ˬˠ on the '˧˞˶ from 

˞˥˞ '˶ˡ ˞˸˧˧˶˟  

14) ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

a) ˭ˣ˷˪ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in our ˫ ˧˯ˣ˲ˡ 

i) ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ˢ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯" 

ii)  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˣ˪˞ ˧˶ˢ ... ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ ˭ˮ˸ˡ ˞ˢˣ 

iii)  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˦˰ˣˬˣ 

iv) ˮ"˞ 

v)  ˪˟˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ ˞˵ˣˡ ˭ˮ˧˰˟ ˸ˣ˦˰ˣˬ˟"˭˧˟ˠˮ ˧ˬˮ ˸ˣ˪˟˟ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ˟ 

b) This is the ˭ ˣ˷˪ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ in ˭ˣ˷˞˶ ˯ˣ˲ˡ of ˫˪˷ˢ ˢˬ˪˷ ˸ˬ˩˥ 

i)  'ˣ˩ ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟ˬ ˢˬ˰ ˞˧˟˸˷ ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ 'ˣ˩ˣ ˫˧ˣ˷˰ˢ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ ˢ"ˡ˟" 

ii)   ˸ˣ˪˟˧˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˦˰ˣˬˣ 

iii)   ˸ˣ˪˟˧˪ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ ˞˵ˣˡ ˭ˮ˧˰˟ ˸ˣ˦˰ˣˬ˟ ˭˩ ˫˞ 

iv) ˧ˬˮ ˸ˣ˪˟˟ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˫˧˟ˣ˶ˬ˟ ˪˟˞ "˪"˴˩ ˭˧˟ˠˮ  

v) My thanks to R’ Hersh Eidlisz for making ˭ˣ˷˞˶ ˯ˣ˲ˡ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ available 

c) It would seem as we’ll explain below that  

i) When ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ says "˧˪ˣ˩" in the first line after "ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟" 

(1) He is referring to the words "˭˧˟ˠˮ ˣ˪˞ ˧˶ˢ" 
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ii)  But that ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ isn’t ˣˠ˯  ˶the words "˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ" that in our ˞ ˯˶ˠ appear 

after "˭˧˟ˠˮ ˣ˪˞ ˧˶ˢ" 

d) So that this is the full text of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as understood by ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ˢ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ 

ii)  ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˣ˪˞ ˧˶ˢ ... ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ [˞˸˰˧˴ˬ˟] ˭ˮ˸ˡ ˞ˢˣ 

iii)   ˣˮ˧˧ˢ [˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ˡ] ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ [˞˲˧˯˟]ˣ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰˟  

iv) [˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˟ ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ˟ˡ ˶˥˞ˬ ˶ˬˣ˪˩] ˭˩ ˫˞ 

v)  ˭ˮ˧˰˟ [˞˵ˣˡ] ˸ˣ˦˰ˣˬ˟˞˵ˣˡ [˭˧˟ˠˮ ˞ˢ˧˷ ˧ˡ˩] ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

vi) ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˧ˬˮ ˸ˣ˪˟˟ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ˟ ˪˟˞ 

e) And ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ means to say that  

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ agrees with ˫ "˟˷˶ as explained by ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) Namely that  

(a) ˞˸˰˧˴ˬ deals with s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ and says ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ 

(b) ˞˲˧˯ deals with s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ and ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ and says ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(c) The ˞ ˲˧˯  

(i) Doesn’t deal with ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(ii)  Because  

1. ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ is a stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ than s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

2. So ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even ˢ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ˟ 

ii)  Now 

(1) We’ve established  

(a) that s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ 

(b) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ is a ˫ ˶ˣˠ for ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) But we haven’t established which is the stronger ˫˶ˣˠ 

(a) Where s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ and ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

iii)  The point of ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ is to teach that  

(1)  ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬˢ˪˰˟  is the stronger ˫ ˶ˣˠ and is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ even for ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

iv) ˢ˪˞˷ 

(1) Why does ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ take this position 

v) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

(1) Probably for these two reasons 

(a) first  

(i) If ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ is ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ only where ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 
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(ii)  Then  

1. ˢ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ has the same ˭˧ˡ as s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ ˷˶˲ˬ 

2. And there is no difference in ˭˧ˡ between the ˞ ˸˰˧˴ˬ and ˞ ˲˧˯ 

(b) Second 

(i) We’ve already explained for ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

1. That ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ reasons that  

a. since the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

b. the ˞ ˲˧˯ also deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(ii)  and it follows also that  

a. since the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

b. the ˞ ˸˰˧˴ˬ also deals with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

15) ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ˶ˣ˞˧˟ by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ  

i) Part 1 

(1) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ disagrees with ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(2) And says  

(a) It’s not relevant whether or not a case involves ˫˸˯ or ˷ ˶˲ˬ 

(b) All that matters is  

(i) Whether ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are neither ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ or ˭ ˧˦˰ˣˬ 

1. this is the case of the ˞˷ ˧˶ 

(ii)  Whether ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are ˭ ˧˟ˣ˶ˬ 

1. so it’s likely that the ˢ˪˩ will bring them s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ 

2. this is the case of the ˞˸ ˰˧˴ˬ 

(iii) or ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are ˭ ˧˦˰ˣˬ 

1. so it’s likely that the ˢ˪˩ will use them only s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ 

2. this is the case of the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Precisely what does ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ and ˭ ˧˦˰ˣˬ mean 

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ means simply ―many‖ 

(1) And when ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are many  

(a) it’s likely that the ˢ˪˩ will bring them s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ 

ii)  ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ means simply ―few‖ 
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(1) And when ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ are few  

(a) it’s likely that the ˢ˪˩ will use them only s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ 

d) ˞˧˷˵ of "˧˶ˣˬ ˧˟˞" in ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) Can’t be 

(1) Because in the ˞˸˧˧˶˟ ˞˥˞ '˶ˡ there were many ˭˧˧ ˧ˡ˩ 

(2) So that  

(a) according to this ˢ˦˧˷  

(i) they should have counted as ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ 

(ii)  and they should have been ˭˧˟ˠˮ under the ˞ ˸˰˧˴ˬ 

(3) And still the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ says that whatever was ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ was ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ 

e) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˧˶ˣˬ ˧˟˞ 

i) ˞ˮ˵˯ˬ 

(1) Must be that  

(a) ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ means ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(i) And when ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

(ii)  It’s likely that the s ˪˩ will bring them s ˪˰˟ ˸˧˟˪ 

(2) Must also be that  

(a) ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ means ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ that are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(i) And when ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞  

(ii)  It’s likely that the ˢ˪˩ will use them only s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ 

(3) ˞˷˧˶ deals with ˸ ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ ˫˸˯ 

(a) That don’t count as ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(b) And also don’t count as ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

f) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

(1) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˧˶ˣˬ ˧˟˞ fits well with these words of ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ before ˮ "˞  

(a) ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ˢ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ 

(b) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˣ˪˞ ˧˶ˢ ... ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ ˭ˮ˸ˡ ˞ˢˣ 

(c) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˦˰ˣˬˣ 

ii)  ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) But how can ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ continue by saying 

(a) ˞ˮ"  ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ ˞˵ˣˡ ˭ˮ˧˰˟ ˸ˣ˦˰ˣˬ˟ 

(b) ˟ ˪˟˞˭˧˟ˠ˧ˮ ˧ˬˮ ˸ˣ˪˟˟ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ 
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g) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˮ"˞ means ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ [see ˷ "˷˶] 

ii)  And read the whole ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ this way: 

(a) ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ˢ ˸ˣˮˣ˪˟˯ 

(b) ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˣ˪˞ ˧˶ˢ ... ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ ˭ˮ˸ˡ ˞ˢˣ 

(c) ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˭˧˦˰ˣˬˣ 

(d)  ˸ˣ˦˰ˣˬ˟˞˧˰˟˧˞ ˶ˬˣ˪˩} ˭ˮ˧˰˟  {ˣ˪˟ ˞˪˟ ˭ˮ˧ˡ ˢˬ ˭ˬ˵˪ ˭˪˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ ˞˵ˣˡ  

(e)  '˧˲˞ ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ˟ ˪˟˞˟ˣ˪˟ ˸ ˭˧˟ˠ˧ˮ ˧ˬˮ {ˣ˲˶˷ˮ ˣ˞ ˣ˟ˮˠˮ ˣ˞ ˣˡ˟˞ˮ˷ ˶ˬˣ˪˩} 

(f) [˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭ˮ˧˞ ˬ"ˬ ˧˶ˢˡ} 

h) Meaning  

i) Now that ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ has explained that consistent with the ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 

(1) ˭˧˟ˣ˶ˬ means ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞ 

(2) ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ mean ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

ii)  ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ adds 

(1) For ˭ ˧˦˰ˣˬ  

(a) meaning for ˭ ˧˦˰ˣˬ that we’ve explained to mean ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ 

(2) ˭ˮ˧˰˟  

(a) [not in the sense of ―we need‖  

(i) because the fact is  

1. ˭˧˦˰ˣˬ is another way of saying ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

2. and doesn’t ―need‖ ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ 

(b) but means] 

(i) ˭˪ ˞˧˰˟˧˞ in the ˞ ˶ˬˠ on what the ˭ ˧ˡ is  

(ii)  if  

1. although they are ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ 

2. ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ 

iii)  and ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ adds that 

(1) Although  

(a) for ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰˷ that aren’t ˭˧˟ˠ˧ˮ  

(b) There is this ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ on the ˭ ˧ˡ if ˣ˪˟ ˞˪ 

(2) The reverse isn’t true 

(a) And for ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ that are ˭ ˧˟ˠˮ 

(b) There is no ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ on whether they’re ˭˧˟ˠˮ ˭˧˞ if it happens that x ˪˟ 
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(c) Because it’s a ˸ ˣ˦˧˷˲  

(i) that they’re ˭˧˟ˠˮ even ˸ ˣ˪˟˟ 

(ii)  meaning even if x ˪˟ 

i) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) How can ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧˧ˣ˷˰ ˭˧˞˷ become x ˪˟ 

j) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) They can become x˪˟ in the sense of x ˡ˟˞ ˣ˞ ˣ˲˶˷ˮ ˣ˟ˮˠˮ  

16) Note that for ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ ˸˦˧˷ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) First  

i) It’s automatic that the ˞˲˧˯ deals only with ˸ ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

(1) Since s ˧˟˞ ˸˧˟˟ means ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

ii)  So we understand  

(1) why the ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ 

(2) Can be ˦ ˷ˣ˲ his ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

b) Second 

i) The ˞ ˷˧˶ doesn’t deal with ˸ˣ˪˟˪ ˭˧ˣ˷˰ 

ii)  So we understand  

(1) why the ˰ ˬ˷ ˞˸ˡ ˭˷˵ˬ 

(2) Can’t be ˦˷ˣ˲ his ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the ˞ ˷˧˶ 
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˱ˡ :ˣˬ˵ 

'ˣ˩ ˧"˶˪ ˡ"˞˟ˣ '˧˶˥˞ ˯ˮ˩ˮ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) A ˪˰˟ is x ˸˷˞ ˷˶ˣ˧ if she’s a ˢ˞ˣ˷ˮ but not if she’s an s ˯ˣ˶˞ 

b) ˫"˟˷˶ 

i) A ˪˰˟ isn’t ˣ˸˷˞ ˷˶ˣ˧ even if she’s a ˢ˞ˣ˷ˮ if  ˢ˟ ˭˸ˮˢ˷˶ˠ˪ ˣ˧ˮ˧˰ 

2) ˞˶ˬˠ 

a) ˞˧ˢ ˸˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸ ˣ˸˷˞˷ ˣ˪ ˣ˶ˬ˞˷ ˡ˥˞ ˫ˡ˞˟ ˢ˷˰ˬ 

b) ˢ˵ˡˣ˟˪ ˢ˟˶ˣ˥˪ '˧˶˥˞ ˯ˮ˩ˮ 

c) ˢ˸ˬˣ ˢ˟˶ˣ˥ ˢ˪˰ ˪˲ˮ 

d) ˢ˷˶ˣ˧ ˣˮ˧˞ ˢ˸ˬ ˫˧ˬ˩˥ ˣ˶ˬ˞ 

e) Because 

i) First ˞ ˯˶ˠ  

(1) ˢ˵ˡˣ˟˪ ˞˪˞ '˧˶˥˞ ˯ˮ˩ˮ ˞˪ˣ ˪˧˞ˣˢ 

ii)  Second ˞ ˯˶ˠ  

(1) ˢ˵ˡˣ˟˪ '˧˶˥˞ ˯ˮ˩ˮˣ ˪˧˞ˣˢ  

3) First s ˦˧˷ in the s ˮ˷ˬ (˸"˶) 

a) The proper ˞ ˯˶ˠ is  ˪˧˞ˣˢˢ˵ˡˣ˟˪ ˞˪˞ '˧˶˥˞ ˯ˮ˩ˮ ˞˪  

b) Which implies that  

i) ˪˰˟ wasn’t ˣ˸˷˞ ˷˶ˣ˧ 

ii)  Because his only purpose was to see if she was a ˸˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸ 

iii)  But that he’d have been ˷˶ˣ˧ ˣ˸˷  ˞if he had entered also for another purpose  

iv) namely 

(1) ˭˧˞ˣ˷˧ˮ ˫˷˪ if he found that she wasn’t a ˸˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸ 

c) so obviously 

i) the s ˮ˷ˬ deals with where s ˯ˣ˶˞ ˣ˸˷˞ 

d) now  

i) it must be that in the end he found that she was not a ˸ ˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸ 

ii)  and that’s why  

(1) the only reason he wasn’t ˷˶ˣ˧  

(2) was that he didn’t enter also for ˭˧˞ˣ˷˧ˮ if she turned out not to be a ˸ ˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸  

4) second s ˦˧˷ (preferred by ˫ "˟˷˶) as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 
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a) The case involves an s ˷˞ who was already s ˞ˣ˷ˮ 

b) So  

i) the proper ˞ ˯˶ˠ in the s ˮ˷ˬ is s ˵ˡˣ˟˪ '˧˶˥˞ ˯ˮ˩ˮˣ ˪˧˞ˣˢ  

ii)  and it’s not appropriate to say "˪˧˞ˣˢ" and "˞˪˞" 

iii)  because she’s not an ˢ˯ˣ˶˞ for whom it could have been that he was also ˯ˮ˩ˮ 

for the purpose of ˭ ˧˞ˣ˷˧ˮ 

c) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) why if ˯ˮ˩ˮ ˟˪ˢ˵ˡˣ  isn’t he ˷˶ˣ˧ from his s ˞ˣ˷ˮ ˣ˸˷˞ 

d) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Because s ˵ˡˣ˟˪ ˯ˮ˩ˮ counts as s ˷˶ˠ˪ ˣ˧ˮ˧˰ ˢ˟ ˭˸ˮ 

ii)  And this is enough to make ˪˰ ˟ his right ˢ˷˶ˣ˧˪ 

e) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) But if in the s ˵˧ˡ˟ he found that she’s not a ˸˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸ 

ii)  Then he was no longer s˷ ˶ˠ˪ ˣ˸˰ˡ˟ from that point on 

iii)  So why wasn’t heˣ˸˷˞ ˷˶ˣ˧  ˢ˞ˣ˷ˮ  

f) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) You’re right 

ii)  For this s ˦˧˷ it must be that in the end he found she was a ˸ ˧ˮ˶˸ˣ˸ 

5) :ˤ˧ ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

a) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) a ˦  ɣis always dated the date of s ˟˧˸˩ ˫ˣ˧ 

b) second s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) in a ˫ ˡ˵ˣˬ ˦ˠ the s ˬ˧˸˥ is made after s ˟˧˸˩ ˫ˣ˧ 

c) Third s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) ˫˧ˬ˩˥ say that a ˫ ˡ˵ˣˬ ˦ˠ is ˪ ˣ˯˲ 

ii)  ˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ says a ˫ ˡ˵ˣˬ ˦ˠ is ˶ ˷˩ 

d) ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ and ˷ ˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ disagree on the reason for this ˸˵ˣ˪˥ˬ between ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ˣ ˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ 

6) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ on the ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ of ˫˧ˬ˩˥ and ˭ ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ 

a) part 1 

i) ˢ˪˞˷ 

(1) When a ˪ ˰˟ is x ˸˷˞ ˷˶ˠˬ 

(2) At what point does he lose his right to ˶˧˲ˠˣ˪ˬ ˧˯˩ˮ ˸ˣ 

ii)  ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 
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(1) ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶  

(a) says s ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ˬ 

(b) And that  

(i) for ˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ this means ˷ ˬˬ ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ 

(ii)  for ˫˧ˬ˩˥ this means s ˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ 

b) part 2 

i) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

(1) ˵˪ ˷˧˶˧˷  says 

(2) ˭ˬˤ is written in a ˦  ɣis to protect the s ˷˞ by documenting when ˪ ˰˟ lost his 

right to ˧ ˶˧˲ 

ii)  now 

(1) for ˫˧ˬ˩˥ 

(a) If ˢˬ˧˸˥ happens on a day after the ˭ˬˤ was written into the ˦  ɣon  ˫ˣ˧

ˢ˟˧˸˩ 

(i) Then the ˪ ˰˟ should ˭ ˧ˡ˟ lose his right to ˧ ˶˧˲ on s ˬ˧˸˥ ˫ˣ˧ 

(ii)  but l "˟ will mistakenly assume that sˬ˧˸˥ happened on the earlier 

ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˫ˣ˧ 

(b) so to protect the ˪ ˰˟ we say ˫ˡ˵ˣˬ ˶˦˷ is ˪ ˣ˯˲ 

(2) but for ˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ 

(a) It doesn’t matter that ˢˬ˧˸˥ happens on a day after the ˭ˬˤ was written 

into the ˦  ɣon s ˟˧˸˩ ˫ˣ˧ 

(b) Because in fact the ˪ ˰˟ already lost his right to ˧ ˶˧˲ at  ˸˰˷ˢ˟˧˸ ˩

c) ˧"˶ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ says that  

i) ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ agrees with ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ that  

(1) To say that ˪ ˰˟ has ˧ ˶˧˲ until " ˸˰˷"ˢ˟˧˸˩ 

(a) Doesn’t mean that ˪˰˟ has ˧ ˶˧˲ only until  ˸˰˷˷ˬˬ ˢ˟˧˸˩ 

(b) But means that ˪ ˰˟ has ˧ ˶˧˲ until ˢˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ 

(2) And that ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ himself says ˫ˡ˵ˣˬ ˶˦˷ is ˪ ˣ˯˲ 

7) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶  

i) a ˪ ˰˟ has ˧ ˶˧˲ until ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷  

ii)  ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ can be many days after sˬ ˧˸˥ˣ ˢ˟˧˸˩ 

iii)  ˡ"˟ doesn’t assume that ˦ˠˢ ˸ˮ˧˸ˮ happened on s ˟˧˸˩ ˫ˣ˧ 

iv) It follows that  

(1) ˢ˷˞ can’t use ˦ˠ˟ ˭ˬˤ to unfairly limit the right of the ˪ ˰˟ to sell ˧ ˶˧˲ 



 26 

(2) Since l "˟ won’t in error take ˸ˣ˶˧˲ away from the ˪ ˰˟ starting with  ˫ˣ˧

ˢ˟˧˸˩ 

v) ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) So why is ˭ ˬˤ written ˦ ˠ˟ and what’s the point of the ˸˵ˣ˪˥ˬ between ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ 

and  '˶˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ 

vi) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) For other reasons that aren’t relevant to ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here  

8) ˨˷ˬˢ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) a ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ elsewhere says the reverse 

(1)  ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ ˶ˬ˞ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ ˬ

(2)  ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ ˶ˬ˞ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷  ˬ

ii)  Note that  

(1) For this ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ 

(a) Since ˭ ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ explains the ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ of ˫˧ˬ˩˥ and ˭ ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ on a different 

basis 

(b) It’s not necessary for ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ to say that  

(i) ˫˧ˬ˩˥ and ˭ ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ disagree on the meaning of ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ˬ 

(c) And instead ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ can say that  

(i) ˞ˬ˪˰ ˧˪ˣ˩ agrees that s ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ means ˷ ˬˬ ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) How is this other ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ consistent with the ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ that said  

(1)  ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ ˶ˬ˞ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ˬ 

(2)  ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ ˶ˬ˞ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷  ˬ

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˨ˣ˲˧˞ the other ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ 

ii)  And in fact  

(1)  ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ ˶ˬ˞ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ˬ 

(2)  ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ ˶ˬ˞ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷  ˬ

9) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) To say that   ˪˰˟loses his right to ˧ ˶˧˲ at ˷ ˬˬ ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ would support ˫ "˟˷˶  

b) because  

i) ˫"˟˷˶ would explain that ˷ ˬˬ ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ˬ he was s ˷˶ˠ˪ ˣ˧ˮ˧˰ ˢ˟ ˭˸ˮ 
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ii)  And 

(1) Just as ˪ ˰˟ loses his right to ˧ ˶˧˲ when s ˷˶ˠ˪ ˣ˧ˮ˧˰ ˢ˟ ˭˸ˮ 

(2) Just so he loses his right to ˢ˷ˣ˶˧ at that point 

c) On the other hand 

i) To say that ˪ ˰˟ doesn’t lose his right to ˧˶˧˲ until ˢˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ or s ˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ 

ii)  Doesn’t support the ˢ˦˧˷ of ˫"˟˷˶ 

10) s ˦˧˷ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in our ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ 

a) ˭ˣ˷˪ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ based on the ˞˯˶ˠ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ˬ ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶˪ˣ ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ˬ ˸ˣ˶˧˲ ˭˧˞˧˴ˣˬ ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶˪" 

ii)   ˫˸ˢ {˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ˢ ˪˰˟} ˧"˶ ˷˶˲ˬˡ ˧˞ˬ˪ˣ 

(1)  ˪"˶˪ '˧˪ ˸˧˞ˢˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ ˬ

(2) "ˢˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ ˡ˰ ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ˬ ˧˶˧˲ ˭ˮ˟˶ˣ ˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ ˭˧˟ ˧ˬˮ ˞˩˧˞ ˞ˢˡ 

b) For this ˞ ˯˶ˠ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ deals with the ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ at the point after the ˞˶ˬˠ was ˨ ˣ˲˧ˬ the other 

˞˶ˬ˧ˬ 

ii)  So we now know that  

(1) ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ says  

(a) ˪˰˟ has ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ until ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ 

(b) Even though he was s˷˶ˠ˪ ˣ˧ˮ˧˰ ˢ˟ ˭˸ˮ from s ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ 

iii)  So ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ concludes that ˭ ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ certainly doesn’t follow the ˢ˦˧˷ of ˫"˟˷˶ in 

our ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ 

iv) And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ adds that  

(1) Even ˷ ˧˵˪ ˷˧˶  

(a) who after ˨ ˣ˲˧˞ says ˪ ˰˟ has ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ until ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ 

(2) Doesn’t support the ˢ˦˧˷ of ˫"˟˷˶ 

(3) Because  

(a) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ˢ ˪˰˟ ˧"˶ has established  

(b) that ˷ ˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ agrees with ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ who say ˢˮ˧˸ˮ ˸˰˷ means s ˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ 

(4) So that ˪ ˰˟ still has the right to ˧ ˶˧˲ after s ˷˶ˠ˪ ˣ˧ˮ˧˰ ˢ˟ ˭˸ˮ 

11) s ˦˧˷ of ˞"˷˶ˢˬ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) ˭ˣ˷˪ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ based on the ˞˯˶ˠ of ˞"˷˶ˢˬ as set out in ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ ˯ˣ˲ˡ 

i)  ˸ˣ˶˧˲ ˭˧˞˧˴ˣˬ ˧"˶˪ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ˬ  ˸˰˷ˬ ˪"˶˪ˣˢˮ˧˸ˮ  
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ii)   ˪"˶˪ '˧˪ ˸˧˞ ˸˩˲ˬˡ ˧˞ˬ˪ˣ ˧ˬˮ ˞˩˧˞ ˞ˢˡ ˢˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ˬ ˸˰˷ˬ ˧ˬˮ ˧˶˧˲ ˭ˮ˟˶ˣ ˭ˣ˰ˬ˷ '˶ ˭˧˟

ˢˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ ˡ˰ ˢ˟˧˸˩ 

b) Namely  

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ first outlines the ˦˧˷˸ˣ before ˨ ˣ˲˧˞  

(1) And emphasizes that  

(a) Although before ˨ ˣ˲˧˞ it’s likely that  

(i) ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ means ˷ ˬˬ ˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ as we established earlier 

(b) And this s ˦˧˷ would support ˫ "˟˷˶ 

(2) Still after ˨ ˣ˲˧˞ 

(a) ˷˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ is the ˶ ˬ˞ˡ ˭˞ˬ who says ˬˢ˟˧˸˩ ˸˰˷ 

(i) And we’ve already established that  

1. for ˫˧ˬ˩˥ and ˷ ˧˵˪ ˷˧˶ this means s ˬ˧˸˥ ˸˰˷ 

(b) so that again there is no s˦ ˧˷ that supports ˫ "˟˷˶ 

12) note that  

a) for ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˧"˶ means ˭ ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ and not ˶˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ˢ ˪˰˟ ˧"
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.ˤˬ˵ ˱ˡ 

˫˸˶˟˰ˢˣ ˶ˬ˞ˮ˷ ˢ"ˡ ˫"˟˷˶ 

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) First ˵ ˣ˯˲ 

i) ˣ˸˟˪ ˣ˸˪˥ˮ ˸˞ ˫˸˶˟˰ˢˣ ˣ˪ ˭˧˞ ˭˟ˣ ˸ˣˬ˧ ˧˩ ˷˧˞ 

b) Second ˵ ˣ˯˲ 

i)  ˣ˪ ˭˧˞ ˫˞ˣˣ˧˥˞˪ ˣ˸˪˥ˮ ˸˞ ˫˸˸ˮˣ ˸˟ 

2) ˞˶ˬˠ 

a) ˢ˶ˣ˸ˢ ˭ˬ ˞˧ˢ˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ˪ ˭˧ˮˬ 

b) ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ 

i) in the first ˵ˣ˯˲ 

(1) "˫˸˶˟˰ˢˣ" implies 

(a) that just as there is s˪˥ˮ ˸˶˟˰ˢ to x ˸˟ 

(b) there can also be s˪˥ˮ ˸˶˟˰ˢ by ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

c) ˢˣ˟˞ ˶˟ ˢ˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

i) In the second ˵ˣ˯˲ 

(1) The word "˫˸˸ˮˣ" is ˶ ˸ˣ˧ˬ 

(2) Because the ˵ ˣ˯˲ could have said simply 

(a) ˧˥˞˪ ˣ˸˪˥ˮ ˸˟ ˣ˪ ˭˧˞ ˫˞ˣ"ˣ  

ii)  The ˶ ˣ˸˧ of "˫˸˸ˮˣ" is intended to imply 

(1) that just as there is a sˮ ˧˸ˮ to ˥  ˞

(2) there can also be sˮ˧˸ˮ by ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ to a ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

d) note that 

i) while ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ explains that his l ˣˬ˧˪ from the second ˵ ˣ˯˲ is based on a ˶ˣ˸˧ 

ii)  ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ doesn’t explain the basis of his own ˡˣˬ˧˪ from the first ˵ ˣ˯˲ 

e) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) why doesn’t ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ rely on the ˶ ˣ˸˧ of ˣ˫˸˸ˮ in the second ˵ ˣ˯˲ the same as  ˟˶

˭ˬ˥ˮ 

f) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ says that ˣ˫˸˸ˮ in the second ˵ ˣ˯˲ isn’t ˶˸ˣ˧ˬ 

ii)  Since it’s ˞˶˵ˡ '˧˥˶ˣ˞ to use ˫ ˸˸ˮˣ even where the word isn’t necessary 

3) ˫"˟˷˶ 
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a) ˧˷˶˲ˬˡ ˸˧˞ ˸˦˧˷  

i) ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ bases his own l ˣˬ˧˪ from the first ˵ ˣ˯˲ on the fact  

(1) that the first ˵ˣ˯˲ uses the word ˫ ˸˶˟˰ˢˣ instead of ˫ ˸˸ˮˣ  

b) ˫"˟˷˶ disagrees with ˧ ˷˶˲ˬˡ ˸˧˞: 

i)  ˞˶˧ˢˮ ˞˪ˣ""˞˧ˠˣ˯ ˢ˸ˣ˞˟ ˶˸ˣ˧ˬ ˭ˮ˧˟˷˥ ˧ˬˮ ˫˸˸ˮˣ ˞ˢˡ ... 

c) Presumably ˫ "˟˷˶ means that  

i) It can’t be that ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ bases his l ˣˬ˧˪ on that the first ˵ˣ˯˲ could have used 

˫˸˸ˮˣ in place of ˫ ˸˶˟˰ˢˣ  

ii)  Because if the ˵ ˣ˯˲ had said ˫˸˸ˮˣ  

(1) ˫˸˸ˮˣ would have been ˶˸ˣ˧ˬ  

iii)  So  

(1) It must be that ˞ ˶˧ˤ '˶ bases his l ˣˬ˧˪ on the ˶ ˣ˸˧ of ˫˸˶˟˰ˢˣ 

(2) Since the ˵ ˣ˯˲ could have said ˣˣ˸˟˪ ˣ˸˪˥ˮ ˣ˪ ˭˧˞ ˭˟ 

4) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) But ˫ ˸˸ˮ in the first ˵ ˣ˯˲ wouldn’t have been ˬx˧˶˸ 

ii)  Since we’ve established that it’s ˞˶˵ˡ '˧˥˶ˣ˞ to say ˫ ˸˸ˮˣ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸  

i) This is what ˫"˟˷˶ means 

(1) You’re right that the ˢ˦˧˷ of ˧˷˶˲ˬˡ ˸˧˞ can be a valid ˦ ˷˲ 

(2) And ˧ ˷˶˲ˬˡ ˸˧˞ can say that  

(a) ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ bases his l ˣˬ˧˪ on that the first ˵ ˣ˯˲ could have used ˫˸˸ˮˣ  

(b) Because if the ˵ ˣ˯˲ had said ˫˸˸ˮˣ  

(i) ˫˸˸ˮˣ wouldn’t have been ˶˸ˣ˧ˬ  

(ii)  Because it’s ˞˶˵ˡ '˧˥˶ˣ˞ 

(3) But for ˫ "˟˷˶ 

(a) "˞˧ˠˣ˯ ˢ˸ˣ˞˟ ˶˸ˣ˧ˬ ˭ˮ˧˟˷˥ ˧ˬˮ ˫˸˸ˮˣ ˞ˢˡ ... ˞˶˧ˢˮ ˞˪ˣ" 

(b) Meaning that  

(i) It’s preferable to say that ˞˶˧ˤ '˶ bases his l ˣˬ˧˪ on ˶ ˣ˸˧ 

(ii)  To correspond with the s˦˧˷ of ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ that’s also based on ˶ ˣ˸˧ 

ii)  ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) Once ˫ "˟˷˶ agrees that ˫ ˸˸ˮˣ if written wouldn’t have been a ˶ˣ˸˧ because 

of ˞˶˵ˡ '˧˥˶ˣ˞ 
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(2) Why does ˫ "˟˷˶ say that  

(a) ˫˸˶˟˰ˢˣ is ˶ ˸ˣˬ 

(b) and that the ˵ ˣ˯˲ could have avoided using both ˫ ˸˶˟˰ˢˣ and ˫ ˸˸ˮˣ 

iii)  ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) Although ˫ ˸˸ˮ once written  can be ˞ ˶˵ˡ '˧˥˶ˣ˞ 

(2) The ˵ ˣ˯˲ doesn’t have to use a word that’s ˞˶˵ˡ '˧˥˶ˣ˞ 
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˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ˪ ˭˧ˮˬ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˞˶ˬˠ 

a) ˢˣ˟˞ ˶˟ ˢ˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ says that ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ is effective ˞ ˸˧˧˶ˣ˞ˡ 

2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) So how is it that the ˞ ˶ˬˠ at '˟ ˡˣˬ˰ says for ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ that ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˢˮ˸ˬ is ˭ ˮ˟˶ˡ 

3) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ on the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

i) Our ˞ ˯˶ˠ in the ˞ ˶ˬˠ at '˟ ˡˣˬ˰ is "˶ˬ˞ ˞˟˶  ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶˭ˮ˟˶ˡ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ"  

ii)  The phrase ˶ ˬ˞ ˞˟˶ shows that ˞ ˟˶ disagrees with what the ˞˶ ˬˠ said for  ˟˶

˭ˬ˥ˮ at '˞ ˡˣˬ˰ 

iii)  And  

(1) since the ˞ ˶ˬˠ itself says that there is a ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ on what ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ says 

(2) why is it a ˞ ˧˷˵ to the ˞ ˶ˬˠ that there are different ˸ˣ˰ˡ on the s ˦˧˷ of  ˟˶

˭ˬ˥ˮ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) The ˞ ˯˶ˠ of ˷"˞˶ at '˟ ˡˣˬ˰ is "˞˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ "˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ 

ii)  So ˞ ˟˶ doesn’t disagree with another ˶ˬ˞ˡ ˭˞ˬ on the s ˦˧˷ of ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

iii)  And  

(1) it seems that ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ had the same ˞˯˶ˠ as ˷"˞˶ 

(2) and this explains the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  
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:ˤˬ˵ ˱ˡ  

˪ˣ˥ˬ ˣ˪˥ˬˣ ˶ˤ˥ˣ ˣ˶˧˟˥˪ ˟ˣ˥ ˶˦˷ ˶˩ˣˬˢ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

˶˰ˠ˪˞˲ ˫˥ˮˬ ˶ˤ˰˧˪˞ ˰ˣ˧˯˟ 

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) Assume that  

i) a ˟ ˣ˥ ˶˦˷ to a s ˣ˪ˬ for 100 ʕ ˣˤ is due in the future and is worth only 10 now 

ii)  a ˥˵ˣ˪ pays 10 to the s ˣ˪ˬ to buy the ˶ ˦˷  

iii)  the ˶ ˩ˣˬ-ˢˣ˪ˬ is then ˪ ˥ˣˬ the ˟ ˣ˥  

b) ˪˞ˣˬ˷ says the s ˪˧˥ˬ is valid  

2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ – ˧"˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

a) according to ˧ ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ ˭˧˞ˡˡ ˬ"˶ 

i) ˶˩ˣˬ must pay to the ˶ ˦˷ˢ ˥˵ˣ˪ the 10 that the ˶ ˦˷ˢ ˥˵ˣ˪ had paid for the ˶ ˦˷ 

b) but  

i) ˶˩ˣˬ doesn’t have to pay to the ˥˵ˣ˪  

(1) the full 100 that the ˶ ˦˷ˢ ˥˵ˣ˪ would have received from the x ˪ˢ   

(2) when the ˶ ˦˷ would have become due 

3) .˦˲ ˵"˟ 

a) First ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ 

i) ˢ˶ˣ˦˲ ˫˧˶˥˞˟ ˢ˪˟˥˷ ˢ˷˞ˢ 

ii)  Because she has no assets to pay to the ˵ˤ˧ˮ 

b) ˞˶ˬˠ 

i) Assume that  

(1) The  ˢ˷h˞as a s ˟ˣ˸˩ that would pay her 100 ʕ ˣˤ if and when she is ˮˢ˷˶ˠ˸ 

or s ˮˬ˪˞˸ˮ 

(2) And that the s ˟ˣ˸˩ now has a s ˞ˮˢ ˸˟ˣ˦ value of 10 while the s ˷˞ is still 

married 

ii)  ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) Why don’t we demand that the ˢ˷˞ ˫˧˶˥˞˟ ˢ˪˟˥˷  

(a) sell her s ˟ˣ˸˩ for its current s ˞ˮˢ ˸˟ˣ˦ value of 10 

(b) and pay the 10 to the ˵ʕ ˧ˮ 

iii)  ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) By doing so we’d be ˡ˧˯˲ˬ the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ 
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(2) Because we expect that the s ˷˞ would afterwards be ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ to 

benefit her ˪ ˰˟ 

c) Second ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ 

i) ˢ˸˟ˣ˸˩ ˢˡ˧˯˲ˢ ˞˪ ˢ˪˰˟˟ ˢ˪˟˥˷ ˞˧ˢ 

ii)  Because she has no assets to pay to her ˪˰˟ who is the ˵ ˤ˧ˮ 

d) ˞˶ˬˠ 

i) ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) Why don’t we tell her  

(a) to sell the s ˟ˣ˸˩ to ˪ ˰˟ for the 10 s ˞ˮˢ ˸˟ˣ˦ 

(b) Against the 10 she owes ˪˰ ˟ for the s ˪˟˥ 

(2) After all  

(a) In this case where the ˪˰ ˟ himself is the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ 

(b) Her s ˪˧˥ˬ won’t be ˡ˧˯˲ˬ the ˪ ˰˟ 

ii)  ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) The ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ follows ˶ ˧˞ˬ '˶ who says  

(a)  ˫ˡ˞˪ ˶ˣ˯˞ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ ˞˪˟ ˸˥˞ ˢ˰˷ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˣ˸˷˞ ˸˞ ˞ˢ˷˧˷ 

4) ˨˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

a) We established in the first ˞˸˧˧˶˟ that  

i) we can’t insist that the ˢ˷˞ sell the s ˟ˣ˸˩ for 10 to someone other than the ˪˰˟ 

ii)  Because the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ would be damaged when the s ˷˞ is later ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ to 

benefit the ˪ ˰˟ 

b) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Can we use the first ˞˸˧˧˶˟ to bring this '˧˞˶ to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷: 

(1) Part 1 

(a) if ˧ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ would require that she pay the ˥˵ˣ˪ the entire 100 value of 

the s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(b) How would the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ be hurt by her s ˪˧˥ˬ 

(2) Part 2 

(a) Must be that ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ is correct 

(i) ˡ˧ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ requires that she pay the ˥˵ˣ˪ only 10 

(ii)  And the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ would lose his 90 potential profit by her ˢ˪˧˥ˬ 

(b) And that’s why we don’t tell her to sell her s ˟ˣ˸˩ to a ˥ ˵ˣ˪ 

c) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 
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i) No  

ii)  we can say  

(1) that the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ doesn’t follow ˬ"˶ 

(a) and that’s why 

(i) the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ would be l ˯˲ˮ 

(ii)  since they wouldn’t recover even the 10 they paid 

(2) But ˶ ˧˞ˬ '˶ himself holds  

(a) that the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ wouldn’t be ˡ˯˲ˮ  

(b) Because they’d recover the full 100 

d) But the second ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ is a '˧˞˶ to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

i) Because  

(1) The second ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ does follow ˶ ˧˞ˬ '˶  

(a) Because we’ve established that this ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ says 'ˣ˩ˣ ˫ˡ˞˪ ˣ˪ ˶ˣ˯˞ 

(b) Which is the s ˦˧˷ of ˶˧˞ˬ '˶ 

(2) And the second ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ also implies that  

(a) Were she ˪ ˟ˣ˥ someone other than her ˪˰˟ 

(b) And were she then to sell her s ˟ˣ˸˩ to a ˥ ˵ˣ˪ to pay the ˵ ˤ˧ˮ 

(c) She’d be l ˧˯˲ˬ the ˪˥˵ˣ by s ˪˧˥ˬ  

(d) Since she’d have to pay the ˥ ˵ˣ˪  

(i) only 10 as in ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(ii)  and not 100 

5) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ to ˨ ˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) to this point  

i) we’ve dealt with cases where  

(1) when the s ˪˧˥ˬ happens  

(2) the ˶ ˦˷ is still worth only 10 

b) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) For ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ according to ˶ ˧˞ˬ '˶ 

(1) In a case  

(a) Where the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ paid 10 

(b) And the ˶ ˩ˣˬ is ˪ ˥ˣˬ when the ˟ ˣ˥ is already worth 100 

(2) Does the ˶ ˩ˣˬ need to pay 10 or 100 to the ˥˵ˣ˪ 

c) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 
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i) The ˶ ˩ˣˬ pays only 10 

d) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) The ˶ ˩ˣˬ pays 100 

6) ˨˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) :ˢ˲ ˸ˣ˟ˣ˸˩ 

i) ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ˡ '˧˸˟˧˶˵ ("˫˞") sold her s ˟ˣ˸˩ to ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ for 10 before she was ˷˶ˠ˸ˮˢ  

and later died 

ii)  Once she was s˷˶ˠ˸ˮ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ was worth 100  

iii)  ˸˶˟ was ˸ ˷˶ˣ˧ the rights of ˫  ˞in the s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

iv) ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ claimed that the s ˟ˣ˸˩ was theirs because they had bought it from ˫  ˞

v) ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ suggested  

(1) that  

(a) since ˫  ˞after she sold the s˟ˣ˸˩ could have been ˪˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ in 

favor of ˪ ˰˟ 

(b) ˸˶˟ inherited this right and could also be ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ in favor of ˪ ˰˟  

b) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ and ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ disagree on the ˞ ˯˶ˠ and s ˦˧˷ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ from this point 

7) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ˨˷ˬˢ according to ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) This is the correct ˞ ˯˶ˠ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

i) "ˬx˫ˣ˵ˬ ˪˩ ˢ˸˧ˢ ˢ˷ˣ˶ˠ ˧˶ˢ˷ ˢ˟˶ˢ ˫˸ˡ˯˲ˢ"  

b) Meaning  

i) For ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ ˸˦˧˷ in ˧"˶ 

(1) if ˸˶˟ is ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ she’d have to pay only 10 even though the ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ is 

now worth 100 

(2) so that by her s ˪˧˥ˬ by ˸ ˶˟ would be l ˧˯˲ˬ the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 90 out of the 100  

(3) and this explains why ˸˶˟ would want to be ˪˥ˣˬ the ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ even though 

we’re ˧ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ ˭˧˞ˡ 

ii)  this is a ˞ ˸˰˧˧˯ to "˶˧ 

(1) because  

(a) if we were to disagree with ˧"˶ and say for ˶ ˧˞ˬ '˶ that the ˪˥ˣˬ needs to 

pay 100 

(b) ˢˮ˦˵ wouldn’t be motivated to be ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

c) ˧˟˶ ˶ˬˣ˞ˣ 

i) This ˞ ˶ˬˠ isn’t necessarily a  '˧˞˶to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ that the ˪ ˥ˣˬ need pay only 10 

ii)  Because maybe  
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(1) in fact according to ˶ ˧˞ˬ '˶ the ˪ ˥ˣˬ must pay 100 even where the s˟ˣ˸˩ is 

still worth 10 

(2) and ˸ ˶˟ and ˪ ˰˟ still gain by her s ˪˧˥ˬ 

(3) because  

(a) it happens that ˸ ˶˟ was a s ˮ˦˵ 

(b) and ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ can’t enforce their rights against a s ˮ˦˵ 

d) Note that  

i) The ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ isn’t a ˞˧˷˵ for ˧"˶ ˸˦˧˷ as understood by ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

ii)  And there is no need to say that the case involves a ˢˮ˦˵ 

8) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ˨˷ˬˢ according to ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) This is the correct ˞ ˯˶ˠ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

i) "˶ˬ˞˸ ˫˞ˣ ˢ˸˧ˢ ˢ˷ˣ˶ˠ ˧˶ˢ˷ ˢ˟˶ˢ ˫˸ˡ˧˯˲ˢ ˬ"ˬ"  

b) Meaning this is a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

i) Since  

(1) for ˧"˶ as understood by ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

(2) the ˪ ˥ˣˬ must pay the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ the 100 present value of the ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ by which 

ˢ˟˶ˢ ˫˸ˡ˧˯˲ˢ 

ii)  what would ˸ ˶˟ and ˪ ˰˟ gain by being ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

c) and ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ answers: 

i) You’re right that this ˞˶ˬˠ would be a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ if ˥˵ˣ˪ could be ˰ ˟ˣ˸ his 

ˡ˯˲ˢ ˧ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ from ˸ ˶˟ 

ii)  but 

(1) The reason ˸ ˶˟ and ˪ ˰˟ gain is that in this case ˸˶ ˟ was a s ˮ˦˵ 

(2) And ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ can’t enforce their rights against a s ˮ˦˵ 

9) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ˨˷ˬˢ – another '˧˞˶ to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

a) :˦˧ ˞˰˧˴ˬ ˞˟˟ 

i) ˪˰˟˪ ˶˧ˤ˥˧ ˢˡˣˬ ˢ˷˞ˢ˷ ˭ˬˤ˟ ˶˟ˣ˷ ˞˴ˬ 

(1) Where a ˶ ˟ˣ˷-receipt for a s ˟ˣ˸˩ is found 

(2) We return it to ˪ ˰˟ if the s ˷˞ says she had given it to ˪˰ ˟ 

ii)  ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) why aren’t we concerned that  

(a) the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ was written in ˭ ˯˧ˮ  

(b) In ˭ˣ˧˯ 



 38 

(i) before she was s˷˶ˠ˸ˮ and ˪ ˰˟ paid her s ˟ˣ˸˩  

(ii)  she sold her s ˟ˣ˸˩ for 10  

(iii) so that the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ validly bought the s ˟ˣ˸˩ before the s ˟ˣ˸˩ was 

paid 

(c) the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ was then delivered in ˧˶˷˸  

(2) so that  

(a) if we now return to ˪ ˰˟ the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ that has a ˭ ˯˧ˮ date  

(b) it will appear  

(i) as if the s ˟ˣ˸˩ had been paid before the ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ bought the s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(c) and we’ll cause ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪  

(i) to lose their s ˟ˣ˸˩ rights (˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ˬ ˱˶˦˧ˬ˪) ˭˧ˡ˩ ˞˪˷ 

iii)  ˳ˣ˶˧˸ by ˞ ˟˶ 

(1) Even if the s ˷˞ were to be  ˱˶ˣ˦˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ˬ by returning the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ to ˪ ˰˟  

(2) she’s not ˡ˧˯˲ˬ the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 

(3) Because she anyway has the full right to be ˪˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ in favor of ˪ ˰˟  

b) Assume that the ˞˧ˠˣ˯ also applies for ˶˧˞ˬ '˶ who is ˧ ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ ˭˧˞ˡ 

c) Now 

i) If we were to hold against the s ˦˧˷ of "˶˧ 

(1) That s ˷˞ would have to pay 100 to the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ for the l ˯˲ˢ caused by her 

ˢ˪˧˥ˬ 

(2) Then  

(a) Since s ˪˧˥ˬ would cost her 100 

(b) Practically she can’t make a s ˪˧˥ˬ  

ii)  So that  

(1) Contrary to the ˞ ˶ˬˠ in ˞˰˧˴ˬ ˞˟˟ 

(2) by being ˵ ˧˲ˬ the ˶ ˟ˣ˷  

(a) Meaning  

(i) by returning the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ to ˪ ˰˟ at her direction 

(3) She would be ˱ ˶ˣ˦ property from ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ that she couldn’t take from them 

by s ˪˧˥ˬ 

iii)  So it must be that the s˦˧˷ of ˧"˶ is correct  

(1) if she’s ˪˥ˣˬ she’s not responsible to pay back the 90 potential profit 

d) ˞˧˷˵ 
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i) But even for ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(1) she couldn’t accomplish by s ˪˧˥ˬ what she can accomplish by being ˵ ˧˲ˬ 

that ˶ ˟ˣ˷ 

ii)  Because  

(1) if she were ˪ ˥ˣˬ she’d have to pay the ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ the 10 they paid 

(2) while when she’s ˶˟ˣ˷ ˵˧˲ˬ she doesn’t have to pay back the 10 

e) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) The 10-ˤˣˤ amount is small  

ii)  And we can accept that she could practically be ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ despite this 

small ˡ˯˲ˢ  

10) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) A woman who sells for 10 a s˟ˣ˸˩ that’s already been paid should certainly 

have to pay back 10 to the ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪  

ii)  So why does ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in its ˞ ˧˷˵ assume that  

(1) she couldn’t accomplish by ˢ˪˧˥ˬ what she can accomplish by being ˵˧˲ˬ 

that ˶ ˟ˣ˷ 

(2) Because  

(a) if she were ˪ ˥ˣˬ she’d have to pay the ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ the 10 they paid 

(b) while if she’s ˶˟ˣ˷ ˵˧˲ˬ she doesn’t have to pay back the 10 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Since we’re ˷˷ˣ˥ that  

(1) the ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ wasn’t paid in ˭˯˧ˮ 

(2) And that the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ actually bought an unpaid s˟ ˣ˸˩ in ˭˯˧ˮ 

ii)  We need to be ˷ ˷ˣ˥ that ˪ ˰˟ has an interest in entering into this ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ with 

ˢ˷˞ 

(1) of the 100 he’d otherwise pay on the ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ to the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 

(2) he gives her  

(a) 10 to pay back the ˥ ˣ˵˪˸ˣ  for having bought what appears to be a ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ 

that was already paid 

(b) And 5, for example, as a profit 

(3) And he retains 85 

iii)  So that  

(1) In the end she incurs no loss for the 10  
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(2) While  

(a) according to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(b) if she were ˪ ˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩ she would have had to pay 10 

c) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why don’t we assume for her ˢ˪˧˥ˬ  

(1) she’d also make a ˞˧ˮˣˮ˵ with her former ˪ ˰˟ 

(2) to cover the 10 and give her a profit 

ii)  so that  

(1) she’s just as likely to be ˵ ˧˲ˬ a bad ˶ ˟ˣ˷ and make a ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ with ˪˰˟ for 10 

(2) as she is to be ˪˥ˣˬ and make a ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ with ˪˰˟ for 10 

d) possible ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Can it be that for some reason we’re not ˷˷ˣ˥ for a ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ on s ˪˧˥ˬ 

e) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) No – it must be that we’re ˷˧˧˥ for ˞˧ˮˣˮ˵ also on s ˪˧˥ˬ 

(1) because otherwise  

(a) Why for ˪ ˟ˣ˥ are we ˷ ˧˧˥ that she’d be ˪˥ˣˬ her husband’s ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ to 

save him 100 

(b) Since it would cost her 10 if there’s no ˞˧ˮˣˮ˵ 

ii)  By the way 

(1) From ˷ "˞˶ in ˬ"˟ it also appears that for s˪˧˥ˬ we are ˷ ˧˧˥ for ˞˧ˮˣˮ˵ 

11) ˨ ˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) in the case of the ˶˟ˣ˷ for the s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(1) Where we’re ˷˧˧˥  

(a) that the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ was written in ˭ ˯˧ˮ but not given until ˧˶˷˸ 

(b) And that she sold the s˟ˣ˸˩ to ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ in ˭ˣ˧˯ 

ii)  We’ve been assuming that  

(1) she wasn’t a ˢ˷ˣ˶ˠ until ˧˶˷˸ when ˪ ˰˟ actually paid the s ˟ˣ˸˩ and s ˷˞ 

signed the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ as a receipt 

(2) And that’s how we accepted that ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ paid only 10 in ˭ˣ˧˯ 

(a) so that by ˥ˬˢ˪ ˧she’d be responsible to reimburse them only for 10 

(b) which we consider only a ˦˰ˣˬ ˶˟ˡ 
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(c) and that’s why there’d be no ˭ ˧ˡ˩ ˞˪˷ ˢ˲˧˶˦ if she were to be ˵ ˧˲ˬ the 

defective ˶ ˟ˣ˷ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why in fact aren’t we ˷˷ˣ˥ that by ˭ ˣ˧˯ she was already a s˷ ˣ˶ˠ and the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 

paid 100  

ii)  So that  

(1) If she were ˪ ˥ˣˬ  

(a) Because of ˧ ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ she’d have to pay 100 

(2) So  

(a) by being ˶ ˧ˤ˥ˬ the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ we might cause her to be ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ˬ ˱˶ˣ˦ ˭˧ˡ˩ ˞˪˷   

(b) Because she doesn’t have a real option to make a ˢ˪˧˥ˬ 

c) Two ˫ ˧˴ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) First ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) Maybe in fact the ˞ ˶ˬˠ at ˞˰˧˴ˬ ˞˟˟ isn’t ˧ˬ˶ˠˡ ˞ˮ˧ˡ ˭˧˞ˡ 

(2) So 

(a) She wouldn’t have to pay ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ anything if she were ˪ ˥ˣˬ 

(b) And in fact this ˞ ˶ˬˠ is no '˧˞˶ to ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

ii)  Second ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˞˰˧˴ˬ ˞˟˟ explains that  

(a) we’re not ˷ ˧˧˥  

(i) that she sold her s˟ˣ˸˩ for 100 when she was already a s˷ ˣ˶ˠ 

(ii)  and that she will claim that the s ˟ˣ˸˩ had already been paid in ˭˯ ˧ˮ  

(b) since  

(i) if she’s ˵˧˲ˬ the ˶ ˟ˣ˷ she’d have to reimburse the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 100 for 

having sold them for 100 a ˢ˟ˣ˸˩ that was already paid 

(ii)  And no ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ could protect the ˢ˷˞ 

(iii) since  

1. the ˪ ˰˟ would have to give her the entire 100 just to make her 

whole 

2. and if he does give her 100  

a. there is no gain to him from the ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ 

b. nor is there any benefit to her from the transaction 

d) ˞˧˷˵ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) In the case of ˶ ˟ˣ˷ ˞˴ˬ 
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(1) Why aren’t we ˷˷ˣ˥  

(a) that the s ˷˞ couldn’t have been ˪˥ˣˬ the s ˟ˣ˸˩  

(b) Because  

(i) she was s ˷˶ˠ˸ˮ and had remarried before she sold the s˟ˣ˸˩ to 

˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪  

(ii)  so  

1. before the ˢ˶˧˩ˬ to ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 

2. her ˧ ˮ˷ ˪˰˟ had succeeded to her ˢ˟ˣ˸˩-rights against ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ ˪˰˟ 

3. And she was never in a position to use s ˪˧˥ˬ to take away the 

rights of the ˸ ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ to her s ˟ˣ˸˩ 

12) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) This ˞ ˧˷˵ doesn’t apply to the second ˳ˣ˶˧˸ to the previous ˞ ˧˷˵  

b) Because that ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ says  

i) that we’re not ˷ ˷ˣ˥ that s ˷˞ might have sold her s ˟ˣ˸˩ after she was already a 

ˢ˷ˣ˶ˠ 

ii)  at a time  

(1) where s ˷˞ has to repay 100 to ˸ˣ˥ˣ˵˪ 

(2) and the ˪ ˰˟ – in this case the first ˪ ˰˟ -- has no reason to protect s ˷˞ with 

a ˞ ˧ˮˣˮ˵ 
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.˥ˬ˵ ˱ˡ 

ˣˢ˪ ˞˧˰˟˧˞ ˢ"ˡ ˫"˟˷˶ ˣˢ˪ ˞˧˰˟˧˞ ˢ"ˡ˸ˣ  

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ part 1  

a) If a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives away his ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ without˶ˣ˧˷  

i)  ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

b) If a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives away his ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ with ˶ˣ˧˷  

i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

2) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ part 2 

a) ˭˧ˡ of ˨˪ˬˮ 

i) In a case where 

(1) a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives certain ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ but is ˶ ˧˧˷ others 

(2) And the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ is later ˨ ˪ˬˮ and gives  ˶˞˷˫˧˯˩ ˮto ˧ ˮ˷ 

ii)  We consider that  

(1) for ˭ˣ˷˞˶ there was a ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

(a) since when ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ received his s ˮ˸ˬ 

(b) the s ˮ˸ˬ to ˧ ˮ˷ hadn’t yet been made 

(2) for ˧ˮ˷ there was no ˶ˣ˧˷ 

iii)  So that  

(1) if the  ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷is l ˬˣ˰ 

(2) He can’t be ˶ ˤˣ˥ from ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ but can be ˶ ˤˣ˥ from ˧ ˮ˷ 

b) ˭˧ˡ of ˨˪ˬˮ ˞˪ 

i) In a case where 

(1) A ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives all of his ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and ˧ ˮ˷  

(2) And  

(a) the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ wasn’t ˨˪ˬˮ between the s ˮ˸ˬ to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and the s ˮ˸ˬ to ˧ ˮ˷ 

(b) And there was no ˶ ˣ˧˷ once both ˮ˸ˬ˸ˣ were made 

ii)  We consider that there was no ˶ ˣ˧˷ for ˭ˣ˷˞˶ and no ˶ ˣ˧˷ for ˧ ˮ˷ 

iii)  So that  

(1) if the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ is l ˬˣ˰  

(2) he can be ˶ ˤˣ˥ from both ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and ˧ ˮ˷  

3) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ part 3 

a) ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ 
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i) means the ˭ ˪˧˞ ˧˲ˮ˰ on which ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ grow 

ii)  and counts as ˰ ˵˶˵  

b) ˸ˣ˶˧˲ 

i) count as ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ  

4) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ part 4 

a) ˫"˟˷˶ apparently says that  

i) only ˰ ˵˶˵ ˶ˣ˧˷ counts as a ˶ ˣ˧˷ that results in ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

b) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

i) Has a '˧˞˶ that ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ ˶ˣ˧˷ also counts as ˶ˣ˧˷ for this purpose 

ii)  and says that this is a ˞˧ ˷˵ to ˫ "˟˷˶ 

c) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ apparently says 

i) ˫"˟˷˶ realizes that ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ ˶ˣ˧˷ and ˰ ˵˶˵ ˶ˣ˧˷ both count as ˶ ˣ˧˷  

ii)  And  

(1) when ˫ "˟˷˶ says only ˰ ˵˶˵ ˶ˣ˧˷ counts as ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

(2) ˫"˟˷˶ means that  

(a)  ˰˵˶˵ ˶ˣ˧˷ counts as ˶ ˣ˧˷  

(b) even where – as in ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶ˣ˧˷ -- it’s only ˞ˣˢ˷ ˪˩  

(i) as set out in the s ˮ˷ˬ that says " "˶ˣ˧˷ ˧ˣˢ ˞ˣˢ˷ ˪˩ ˰˵˶˵ ˶ˣ˧˷ 

(c) While ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ ˶ˣ˧˷ count as ˶ ˣ˧˷ only x ˸˯ˮ˶˲ ˧ˡ˩ 

(i) For example where there is ˧˶˧˲ ˶ˣ˧˷ 

iii)  See the ˞ ˶ˬˠ at :˦ˬ˵ and ˫ ˞˶ ˧ˮ˶˵ 

5) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ part 5 

a) where a ˶ ˩ˣˬ sells a ˸ ˧˟ to one person and at the same time sells the ˞ ˦ˣ˧ˡ to a 

second person 

i) There is an ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ whether the ˶ ˩ˣˬ give  ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˸˞˴ˣˢ˭˧ˤ˧ˤ   

(1) To the ˸ ˧˟ ˢˮˣ˵  

(2) or to the ˞ ˦ˣ˧ˡ ˢˮˣ˵ 

ii)  but it’s a ˦˧˷˲˸ˣ  that the ˶ ˩ˣˬ doesn’t leave ˭˧ˤ˧ˤ ˸˞˴ˣˢ ˫ˣ˵ˬ for himself 

6) two ˸ ˣ˧˰˟˧˞ in the ˞ ˶ˬˠ 

a) ˭ˣ˷˪ of the first ˞˧˰˟˧˞  

i) ˣˢˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣ˧˸ˣ˶˧˲ˣ ˡ˥˞˪ ˪˵ˡ 

ii)  ˞˪ ˣ˞ ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ ˧ˬ 

b) ˭ˣ˷˪ of the second ˞˧˰˟˧˞  
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i) ˶ˣ˧˷ ˧ˣˢ ˞˪ ˶˥˞˪ ˶ˬˣ˪ ˧˴ˬ˧˸ ˫˞ 

ii)  ˣˢˬ ˣ˧˸ˣ˶˧˲ˬ ˳ˣ˥ 

7) ˫"˟˷˶ on the first ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) This ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ involves a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ who  

i) first said ˪ ˪˵ˡ˭ˣ˷˞ ˶and intended to be ˧ ˶˧˲ ˶˧˧˷ˬ for himself 

ii)  but then was ˨ ˪ˬˮ and gave ˧ ˮ˷˪ ˣ˧˸ˣ˶˧˲ 

b) we’ll explain below in detail that  

i) the issue in the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ is whether  

(1) because of any ˶ˣ˧˷ by the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

(2) he can’t be ˶ˤˣ˥ from his s ˮ˸ˬ if he’s ˡˬˣ˰ 

8) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Why does ˫ "˟˷˶ not say that  

(1) the s ˪˞˷ in the first ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ applies where  

(a) the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ at the same time and without ˨ ˪ˬˮ  

(b) Gave the ˪ ˵ˡ to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and the ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ to ˧ ˮ˷ 

b) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Because if the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ intended from the start to give ˪˵ ˡ to the ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and 

˸ˣ˶˧˲ to the ˧ ˮ˷ 

ii)  The case is no different  

(1) than ˭ ˣ˷˞˶˪ ˸˧˟ and ˧ ˮ˷˪ ˞˦ˣ˧ˡ 

(2) Where it’s a ˦˧˷˲˸ˣ  that the ˶ ˩ˣˬ wasn’t ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ ˧˶˧˲  

(3) So certainly ˫˞ ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ for both ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and ˧ ˮ˷ 

c) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) But  

(1) Even where there is no ˨˪ ˬˮ 

(2) where the ˶ ˩ˣˬ sells ˧ ˮ˷˪ ˞˦ˣ˧ˡˣ ˡ˥˞˪ ˸˧˟  

(3) there is still an ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ whether the ˶ ˩ˣˬ reserved the ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˭˧ˤ˧ˤ ˸˞˴ˣˢ 

for ˭ˣ˷˞˶ or for ˧ ˮ˷ 

ii)  so why not say that the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ has nothing to do with ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ or ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(1) And asks simply 

(a) In a ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ of ˡ˥˞˪ ˪˵ˡ and ˧ ˮ˷˪ ˸ˣ˶˧˲ 

(b) Does ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ own ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ 
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(i) So that ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ can be ˳ ˴˵ˬ the ˫ ˧˲ˮ˰ when the ˭ ˪˧˞ is ˷ ˟˧ 

(c) Or does ˧ ˮ˷ own ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ 

(i) So that ˧ ˮ˷ can be ˳ ˴˵ˬ the ˫ ˧˲ˮ˰ when the ˭ ˪˧˞ is ˷ ˟˧ 

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) for ˞˦ˣ˧ˡˣ ˸˧˟  

(1) the s ˮ˸ˬ of ˞˦ˣ˧ˡ is as important as the sˮ ˸ˬ of ˸˧˟ 

(2) and that’s why there is an ˞˧˰˟˧˞  

(3) whether ˭ ˧ˤ˧ˤ ˸˞˴ˣˢ ˫ˣ˵ˬ goes to ˸ ˧˟ ˪˰˟ or to ˞ ˦ˣ˧ˡ ˪˰˟  

ii)  But ˪ ˵ˡ is an s ˮ˸ˬ ˶˵˧˰ relative to ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ 

(1) So  

(a) once we know that the ˭˸ˣˮ isn’t ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ for himself  

(b) It’s a ˸ˣ˦˧˷˲ that it’s the ˪˵ˡ ˪˰˟ who receives the ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ 

e) That’s why ˫"˟˷˶ needs to say that this ˞˧ ˰˟˧˞ involves a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ who  

i) first said ˭ ˣ˷˞˶˪ ˪˵ˡ and intended to be ˧˶˧˲ ˶˧˧˷ˬ for himself 

ii)  but then was ˨ ˪ˬˮ and gave ˧ ˮ˷˪ ˣ˧˸ˣ˶˧˲ 

f) certainly  

i) as regards the ˭ˣ˷˞˶ there was ˧ ˶˧˲ ˶ˣ˧˷ before the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ was ˨ ˪ˬˮ 

ii)  and as to him ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

g) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ is whether  

i) the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ left himself ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ when he gave the sˮ˸ˬ to the ˪ ˵ˡ ˪˰˟ 

(1) In which case 

(a) Because we’ve established that the ˧˰ˢˮ˸ˬ ˶˵ is to the ˪ ˵ˡ ˪˰˟ 

(b) ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ will certainly be ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ to himself when he later 

decides to give ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ to the ˧ ˮ˷ 

(c) So that there will be a ˶ˣ˧˷ both for ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and ˧ ˮ˷ 

(d) And ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ will apply to both 

ii)  Or the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ to the ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ 

(1) So that  

(a) Although for ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ there is ˶ ˣ˧˷ of ˧˶˧˲ 

(b) For ˧ ˮ˷ there is no ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

(c) So that  

(i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ applies to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ 

(ii)  But ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ applies to ˧ ˮ˷ 
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9) Second ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ as explained in ˫ "˟˷˶ 

a) If you decide for the first ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ 

i) that ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ who is the ˭ ˸ˣˮ isn’t ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ for himself and gives it to the 

˪˵ˡ ˪˰˟ 

b) What if  

i) a ˞ ˧˶˟ ˶˩ˣˬ sells a ˪ ˵ˡ and says x ˧˸ˣ˶˧˲ˬ ˳ˣ˥ 

ii)  Is he ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ for himself so that the ˶ ˩ˣˬ can be ˳ ˴ˣ˵ the ˫ ˧˲ˮ˰ after  ˷˟˧

˭˪˧˞ˢ 

10) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ part 1 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) if  

(1) you decide for the first ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

(2) that ˶ ˩ˣˬ  

(a) at the point when he gave ˪˵ ˡ to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ and wasn’t yet ˨˪ˬˮ and had no 

intent to give ˧ ˶˧˲ to a ˧ ˮ˷ 

(3) wasn’t ˶˧˧˷ˬ ˫ˣ˵ˬ for himself  

(4) And at that point gave ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ to ˭ ˣ˷˞˶ 

ii)  why  

(1) in the second ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

(2) would we even think that ˶˩ˣˬ is ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ when he gives the ˪˵ˡ to a 

˪˟˵ˬ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) The issue in the second ˞˧˰˟˧˞ is  

(1) whether the ˶ ˩ˣˬ is ˶ ˧˧˷ˬ the ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ  

(2) because he used the extra word "˳ˣ˥" 

c) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) If  

(1) the only significant difference between the first ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ and the second 

˞˧˰˟˧˞ is that in the second ˞˧˰˟˧˞ the ˶ ˩ˣˬ said "˳ˣ˥" 

(2) and it makes no difference whether there was a later second ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

ii)  why weren’t the two ˸ˣ˧˰˟˧˞ stated more simply – without a ˸ ˣ˶˧˲ ˸ˮ˸ˬ to ˧ ˮ˷ -- 

this way 

(1) first ˞˧˰˟˧˞ 

(a)  ˪˵ˡ ˭˸ˮ˸ˣ˶˧˲ ˶˧˧˷ˣ ˡ˥˞˪ 
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(2) second ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

(a) ˸ˣ˶˧˲ˬ ˳ˣ˥ ˶ˬ˞ˣ ˡ˥˞˪ ˪˵ˡ ˭˸ˮ 

11) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ part 2 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why can’t the second ˞˧˰˟˧˞ apply to a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ on the issue of whether  ˫˞

˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Because  

(1) in the second ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

(2) there is no ˧ ˮ˷  

ii)  And we’ve already said that 

(1) for ˭ˣ˷˞˶ there is no question that ˶ʕ ˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ because of ˧ ˶˧˲ ˶ˣ˧˷ 

(2) and that the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ can only apply to a person – namely ˧ ˮ˷ – for whom 

there is no ˧ ˶˧˲ ˶ˣ˧˷ 

c) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why doesn’t ˫"˟˷˶ say that the first ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

(1) Also deals with ˞ ˧˶˟ 

(2) And the question is whether the ˶˩ˣˬ can cut down the ˫ ˧˲ˮ˰ once the ˪ ˵ˡ is 

˷˟˧ 

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ appears after a sˮ˷ˬ that deals with ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ for a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

ii)  So ˫ "˟˷˶ prefers wherever possible 

(1) to say that the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ deals with ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(2) For the purpose of deciding whether if ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞  

12) ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

(1) disagrees with the s˦˧˷ of ˫"˟˷˶  

(2) and says that  

(a) the two ˸ ˣ˧˰˟˧˞ on ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶ˣ˧˷ 

(b) deal with the issue of ˫˪ˣ˰˪ ˞˟ ˞˪˷ ˶˟ˡ 

ii)  But this ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ between ˫ "˟˷˶ and ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ isn’t relevant to the following ˞ ˧˷˵ 

by ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ for both ˫ "˟˷˶ and ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 
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i) We know from another ˞ ˶ˬˠ that ˪ ˵ˡ ˶˩ˣˬ ˫˸˯ is ˬ˰˵˶˵ ˶˧˧˷ 

ii)  Why would we even think that the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ isn’t ˬ˧˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ 

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˰˵˶˵ ˶ˣ˧˷ for a ˶ ˩ˣˬ gives the ˶ ˩ˣˬ the right to replant an ˭˪˧˞ that’s ˷˟˧˧˸ˮ 

ii)  Now 

(1) It’s one thing to say  

(a) that a ˶ ˩ˣˬ was ˶ ˧˧˷ˬ the right to replant an ˭˪˧˞ that’s ˷˟˧˧˸ˮ 

(2) But it’s a bigger ˷ ˣˡ˧˥ to say  

(a) that a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ is ˧ ˶˧˲ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˶˧˧˷ˬ on the very ˪ ˵ˡ that he gave away 
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:˥ˬ˵ ˱ˡ 

˸˷˷ ˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ ˢ"ˡ ˫"˟˷˶ 

1) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) For ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ to be effective the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ needs to use a sˮ˸ˬ ˭ˣ˷˪ 

i) The following ˸ˣˮˣ˷˪ all count as s ˮ˸ˬ ˭ˣ˷˪ 

(1) ˪ˣ˦˧ 

(2) ˵˧ˤ˥˧ 

(3) 'ˣ˩ˣ 

2) Second s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) A ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ isn’t effective to transfer a ˫ ˪ˣ˰˪ ˞˟ ˞˪˷ ˶˟ˡ 

3) ˫"˟˷˶ 

a) ˶ˣˡ˧ isn’t a ˢˮ˸ˬ ˭ˣ˷˪ 

b) And that’s why the ˞ ˶ˬˠ says at :ˤˬ˵ 

i) ˫ˣ˪˩ ˶ˬ˞ ˞˪ ˢˤ ˸˧˟˟ ˧ˮˣ˪˲ ˶ˣˡ˧ ˶ˬ˞˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

4) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) The ˞ ˶ˬˠ at :ˤˬ˵ doesn’t focus on s ˮ˸ˬ ˭ˣ˷˪ 

ii)  In fact 

(1) even if the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ had said ˪ˣ˦˧ ˧ˮˣ˪˲ ˢ˶˧ˡ the rule would still have been 

˫ˣ˪˩ ˶ˬ˞ ˞˪ 

(2) because the main reason that ˫ˣ˪˩ ˶ˬ˞ ˞˪ at :ˤˬ˵ ˱ˡ is that future living in a 

ˢ˶˧ˡ is a  ˶˟ˡ ˫˪ˣ˰˪ ˞˟ ˞˪˷
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.˦ˬ˵ ˱ˡ 

ˢˡˣˢ˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˞˶ˬˠ 

a) ˣˢˬ ˢˡˣˢ˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˣˢ˪ ˞˧˰˟˧˞ 

b) ˰ˬ˷ ˞˸ 

i) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

(1) ˶ˣ˯˧˞ was a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ for whom ˞ ˟˶ held ˧ ˤˣˤ 

(2) because of his ˸ ˣ˶˧ˠ 

(a) ˶ˣ˯˧˞  

(i) couldn’t be ˷ ˧˶ˣˬ these ˣˤ˧ ʕto his son ˧ ˶ˬ ˟˶ 

(ii)  Or give them to ˧ ˶ˬ ˟˶ as ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

ii)  Instead  

(1) ˶ˣ˯˧˞ made a s ˞ˡˣˢ that the ˧ ˤˣˤ belonged to ˧ ˶ˬ ˟˶ 

(2) And this was enough to transfer the ˧ˤˣˤ to ˧ ˶ˬ ˟˶ 

iii)  This proves that s ˞ˡˣˢ is effective 

2) ˫"˟˷˶ 

a) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

i) Deals with a s ˡˣˢ˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ that ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ belong to ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ 

ii)  And asks  

(1) whether  

(a) the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ has ˸ ˣˮˬ˞ˮ for his s ˞ˡˣˢ  

(2) Or whether  

(a) the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

(i) didn’t really mean to be s ˡˣˬ that ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ belonged to ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ 

(ii)  but only intended "ˣ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷" 

(iii) meaning  

1. to make persons think  

2. that the ˫ ˧ˮ˟ will not be enriched by being ˷˶ˣ˧ the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ 

covered by the supposed l ˣˢˢ˞ 

b) the ˞ ˶ˬˠ proves from ˶ ˣ˯˧˞ that 

i) we accept that the s ˞ˡˣˢ is genuine 

ii)  and we don’t say the ˭˸ˣˮ meant only x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 
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3) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) First ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˫ "˟˷˶  

i) in ˭˧˶ˡˢˮ˯ ˸˩˯ˬ the ˞ ˶ˬˠ concludes that x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˫ˡ˞ 

ii)  So why is it that our ˞ ˶ˬˠ concludes from the case of ˶ ˣ˯˧˞ that  

(1) the s ˞ˡˣˢ is genuine 

(2) and x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˫ˡ˞ ˭˧˞ 

b) Second ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˫ "˟˷˶ 

i) How in fact does the ˞ ˶ˬˠ conclude from the case of ˶x ˯˧˞ 

(1) That ˞ ˭˧˞ˣ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˫ˡ 

ii)  After all 

(1) In the case of ˶ ˣ˯˧˞ 

(a) ˶ˣ˯˧˞ didn’t take ˫˧˯˩ˮ away from ˧ ˶ˬ ˟˶ to make him appear less rich 

(b) Instead he actually gave him ˫˧˯˩ˮ! 

iii)  So it’s possible that  

(1) where a s ˞ˡˣˢ does take ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ away from ˫ ˧ˮ˟ 

(2) we do say  

(a)  ˞˪˷ ˧ˣ˷˰ ˫ˡ˞ˣ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ 

(b) And the s ˞ˡˣˢ isn’t genuine 

4) ˧"˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

a) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) If a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives a s ˮ˸ˬ that counts as ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

(1) Then  

(2) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

ii)  If a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ gives a s ˮ˸ˬ that counts as ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

(1) Then  

(2) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

b) Second s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) Unlike ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

ii)  ˧"˶ says 

(1) We assume that ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ means his s ˞ˡˣˢ 

(a) Not as a confession 

(i) Because 

1. we’re also dealing in a case where  
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2. it’s ˵ˤ˥ˣˬ and well known that the ˧ ˤˣˤ belonged to ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ all 

along 

(b) But as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ that transfers ˫˧˯˩ˮ to ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ 

c) Third s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) The ˞ ˶ˬˠ assumes that "ˢ˞ˡˣˢ" as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ certainly works for ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

d) Fourth s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) For s ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ the rule is ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ even if the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ also used 

an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ 

e) But  

i) where ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ used "ˢ˞ˡˣˢ" as an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ we’re ˞˧˰˟˧ˬ if this ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is 

an exception for which ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

ii)  Here’s why 

(1) Although by his s ˞ˡˣˢ the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ intends to transfer ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ to ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ now 

when the ˭ ˸ˣˮ is a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(2) The transfer 

(a) Is in the form of a s ˞ˡˣˢ  

(b) that these ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ belonged to ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ from before the ˭ ˸ˣˮ was a ˟˧˩˷ ˰˶ˬ  

f) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ is  

i) whether  

(1) because of its form  

(a) the transfer counts as ˞˧ ˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

(b) so that if ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ 

ii)  or whether  

(1) the s ˞ˡˣˢ counts as a current ˮ˸ˬ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸  

(2) so that if ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ 

g) the ˞ ˶ˬˠ is ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from ˶ ˣ˯˧˞ 

i) whose s ˮ˸ˬ while a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ must have counted as ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

ii)  Because  

(1) we’ve established that  

(2) because of his ˸ ˣ˶˧ˠ he couldn’t give ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

5) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ on ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

i) Maybe the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ intended neither a ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ nor a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

ii)  And meant his s ˞ˡˣˢ only x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 
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b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ said for ˧"˶ that we’re dealing in a case where it’s ˵ˤ˥ˣˬ that the ˧ ˤˣˤ 

belong to ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

ii)  So that  

(1) the s ˞ˡˣˢ can’t serve the purpose  

(2) of making onlookers think that the ˧ ˤˣˤ belonged to ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ all along 

c) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ doesn’t say that the ˞˧˰˟˧˞ applies only where we’re ˵ˤ˥ˣˬ that the 

money belongs to the ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

ii)  So the ˞ ˧˷˵ still applies in a case where we’re not ˵ˤ˥ˣˬ that the money 

belongs to the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷:  

(1) Maybe the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ intended only x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) You’re right 

ii)  And the reason that ˰ ˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ doesn’t apply is that  

(1) Since the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ for ˧"˶ is whether ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(2) We must be dealing with a case where 

(a) the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ is alive  

(i) and claims that he can be ˶ˤˣ˥ 

(ii)  and isn’t claiming that he intended only ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 

6) ˫˞˶ ˧ˮ˶˵ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) ˶ˣ˯˧˞ died  

ii)  and still there was no issue of whether he meant ˣ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 

7) {possible ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˫˞˶ ˧ˮ˶˵ 

a) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ has already said  

i) that x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ can’t apply in the case of ˶ˣ˯˧˞ 

ii)  where the ˭ ˸ˣˮ gives ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ to his ˫ ˧ˮ˟}  

8) ˨˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) Our ˞ ˯˶ˠ in the ˞ ˶ˬˠ is that 

i) ""˞˸˧˧ˡˣ˞˟ ˣˢˮ˧ˮ˵˧˪ˣ ˭˧˧ˣˢ ˧˶ˬ ˟˶ˡ ˧ˤˣˤ ˭˧˪ˢˡ ˶ˣ˯˧˞ ˧ˡˣ˪ˣ 

b) The ˞ ˯˶ˠ of ˥"˶ is different  

i) "ˢˣ˟˞ˡ ˞˸˧˧ˡˣ˞˟ ˣˢ˪ ˣˮ˵ˣ '˧˶˟ ˧˶ˬ ˟˶ˡ ˧ˤˣˤ ˭˧˪ˢˡ ˶ˣ˯˧˞ ˧ˡˣ˪ˣ"  
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c) The ˞ ˯˶ˠ of ˥"˶ supports ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

9) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why does the ˞ ˯˶ˠ of ˥"˶ support ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ more than our ˞ ˯˶ˠ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Must be that  

(1) the ˞ ˯˶ˠ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in our ˞ ˶ˬˠ didn’t include "ˣˢˮ˧ˮ˵˧˪ˣ"  

(a) Which supports ˫ "˟˷˶ that we’re dealing with the ˸ ˣˮˬ˞ˮ of the s ˞ˡˣˢ 

rather than s ˞ˡˣˢ as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) While ˥ "˶ ˸˯˶ˠ did say '˧˪ ˣˮ˵ˣ  

(a) and this ˞ ˯˶ˠ supports ˧"˶ that ˞ ˸˧˧ˡˣ˞ is used as a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

10) ˨ ˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

a) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˫˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ according to the ˞ ˮ˧ˬ˞ ˢˣˢ of ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ involves "˫˧˶˥˞ ˡ˧˟ ˭ˣˡ˵˲ ˣ˪ ˷˧˷ ˢˡˣˢ˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷" 

ii)  Where "ˣ˪" refers to the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

iii)  So that  

(1) ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ was s ˡˣˬ  

(a) in the sense that he claimed that it was he who had been ˡ˧˵˲ˬ a ˭ ˣˡ˵˲ 

with the l ˵˲ˮ 

(2) And the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ wants to be s ˮ˵ˬ this ˭ ˣˡ˵˲ to a ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

b) Now  

i) While for ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷  

(1) The ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ himself holds the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ 

(2) And we assume that ˶˧ˬ˞ ˸ˢ˞ˡˣ  sworks as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(3) And the ˧˞˞˧˰˟ deals only with whether ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

c) For ˫ ˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ ˸˦˧˷ 

i) The ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ are held by a l ˵˲ˮ 

ii)  And the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞  

(1) Both for ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ and ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

(2) is whether 

(a) the s ˶˧ˬ˞ works as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ even for ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ that are held by a l˵˲ˮ and not 

by the ˭ ˸ˣˮ 

(3) Or whether  
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(a) To transfer ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ that are held by a l˵˲ˮ 

(b) There must be ˡˬ˰ˬ ˭˸˷˪  ˷ 

(c) where the s ˮ˵ˬ the l ˵˲ˮ and ˪ ˟˵ˬ are all present  

d) the ˞ ˶ˬˠ concludes from the case of ˶ˣ˯˧˞ 

i) that the s ˞ˡˣˢ works as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ even for a ˞ ˧˶˟ 

(1) Since we’ve established that ˶ˣ˯˧˞ as a ˶  ɣcouldn’t be ˢˮ˵ˬ by  ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ

˰˶ˬ 

ii)  And it certainly works as a ˭˧ˮ˵ for ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

11) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) First ˞ ˧˷˵ 

i) It’s a ˢˮ˰˦ -- not a s ˞ˡˣˢ -- for a person to say that it was he who was ˡ˧˵˲ˬ a 

˭ˣˡ˵˲ with a l ˵˲ˮ 

b) Second ˞ ˧˷˵ 

i) I can accept that  

(1) for ˧"˶ ˸˦˧˷ that an s ˶˧ˬ˞ in the form of a true confession-type s ˞ˡˣˢ 

(2) Is a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ in its own right that works even without ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ 

ii)  But 

(1) Now that the s ˞ˡˣˢ for ˫˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ isn’t in the form of a confession but is in 

the form of a s ˮ˰˦ 

(2) Then why does it differ from a simple s˶ ˧ˬ˞ that  

(a) Doesn’t work at all where the ˭˸ˣˮ holds the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ 

(b) And requires ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ to work where a l ˵˲ˮ holds the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ  

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Part 1 

(1) "ˣ˪" in ˫˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ refers to the ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ 

(2) And the ˭ ˸ˣˮ wants to transfer to ˧ˮˣ˪˲ the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ that ˧ ˮˣ˪˲ as l ˵˲ˮ holds for 

˭˸ˣˮ by an ˞ˢ˶˧ˬ that is in the form of a true s˞ˡˣˢ – the same as for ˧"˶ 

ii)  Part 2 

(1) Unlike ˧ "˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

(a) That holds that an s˶˧ˬ˞ in the form of a true s ˞ˡˣˢ is a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ in its own 

right 

(b) And the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ deals only with whether 

(i) In a case where the "ˢˡˣˬ" is a ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(ii)  The ˭ ˧ˮ˵ counts as ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ or ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 
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(2) For ˫ ˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ ˸˦˧˷ we’re ˞˧˰˟˧ˬ whether s ˞ˡˣˢ ˸˶˧ˬ˞ counts as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ at all 

iii)  Part 3 

(1) The ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ applies whether or not the ˫˧ ˯˩ˮ are held by a l ˵˲ˮ 

(2) And is worded in terms of ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ in the hands of a l ˵˲ˮ 

(3) Only because in the case of ˶ ˣ˯˧˞ the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ were in the hands of ˶ˣ˯˧˞ 

d) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) For ˧ "˶ we explained that  

(1) Since the ˭ ˸ˣˮ is alive and wants to be ˶ʕ ˣ˥ because he was l ˬˣ˰ 

(2) There is no question of ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ ˣ˧ˮ˟  

(3) Since the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ himself  

(a) claims only that he’s ˶ˤˣ˥ 

(b) and he doesn’t claim that he meant only  ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 

ii)  But  

(1) For ˫ ˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ ˸˦˧˷ 

(a) Where the issue isn’t ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞  

(b) and the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ applies just as well where the ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ died and wasn’t 

ˡˬˣ˰ 

(2) Why aren’t we concerned that the ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ intended x ˧ˮ˟ ˸˞ ˰˧˟˷ˢ˪ ˞˪˷ 

e) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Must be that we’re dealing in a case where it’s ˵ˤ˥ˣˬ that the ˧ ˤˣˤ belong to  ˟˧˩˷

˰˶ˬ 

ii)  So onlookers will not be misled into thinking that the ˧ˤˣˤ all along belonged to 

˧ˮˣ˪˲ 

f) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Why do ˫ ˧˷˶˲ˬ ˷˧ ˸˦˧˷ say that the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ applies both for ˞ ˧˶˟ and ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

ii)  The fact is that the ˞˧˰˟˧˞ is worded as "ˣˢˬ ˢˡˣˢ˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷" 

iii)  And maybe 

(1) the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ applies only to ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(2) And in fact the ˞ ˶ˬˠ assumes that s˞ˡˣˢ doesn’t work as a ˭˧ˮ˵ for ˞˧˶˟ 

g) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) It’s not likely that the ˞˶ˬˠ makes this assumption 

ii)  Since in the end the ˞ ˶ˬˠ is ˦ ˷ˣ˲ the ˞ ˧˰˟˧˞ from the case of ˶ ˣ˯˧˞ that involves 

a ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 
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:ˮ˵ ˱ˡ 

˭ˢ ˣ˪˞ˣ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˞˶ˬˠ 

a) There are five ˫˧ˮ˧ˡ that depend on ˫˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˸˟˧˸˩ 

b) One of these is  

i) '˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˟ˣ˸˩˸˷ ˢ˩˧˶˴ ˸˥˶˟ˬ 

ii)  meaning 

(1) A woman  

(a) who wants to marry  

(b) and doesn’t want her husband to have rights in her ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ 

(2) can be ˥ ˧˶˟ˬ her ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ by selling them with a "˶˦˷ "˸˥˶˟ˬ  to a ˥ ˵ˣ˪ 

(3) And  

(a) so long as she sells '˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩  

(b) the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ isn’t ˢˮˣ˵ the ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ with the ˶ ˦˷ 

2) ˫"˟˷˶ 

a) Our ˞ ˶ˬˠ indirectly refers to this ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ in .˦˰ ˸ˣ˟ˣ˸˩: 

i) ˞˸˧˧˶˟ 

(1) ˫˧ˬ˩˥ 

(a) A ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is ˫ ˧˯˩ˮ ˢˮ˵ˬ to the ˥ ˵ˣ˪ 

(b) In other words ˧ ˮ˵ ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ 

(2) ˠ"˟˷˶ 

(a) A ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ isn’t ˢˮˣ˵ 

ii)  ˞˶ˬˠ 

(1) ˪˞ˣˬ˷ and ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ both say that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ 

(2) ˧˟˧˸˧ˬ 

(a) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˫˧ˬ˩˥ is a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ and ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

(3) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(a) it’s only for ˸˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ '˧˩˯ˮ  that  

(i) ˫˧ˬ˩˥ say ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is s ˮˣ˵ 

(ii)  While ɣ "˟˷˶ disagrees and says ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ isn’t ˢˮˣ˵ even for ˸ ˴˵ˬ 

(b) But ˫˧ˬ˩˥ agree that ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ isn’t ˢˮˣ˵ where s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩  

b) Note  
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i) In ˸ˣ˟ˣ˸˩ the ˞ ˶ˬˠ also mentions that ˭ˮ˰ ˟˶ says that ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is s ˮˣ˵ 

ii)  But ˫ "˟˷˶ doesn’t mention ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ in the ˷ ˣ˶˧˲ of ˫"˟˷˶ on our ˞ ˶ˬˠ 

3) ˞˶ˬˠ at .˞ˮ˵ 

a) ˭ˮ˰ ˟˶ who says that ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is always s ˮˣ˵ -- even for s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

b) Agrees that  

i) where ˧ ˟ˣ˯ˮ˧˞ ˫ˣ˷ˬˡ ˢ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

ii)  ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ isn’t ˢˮˣ˵ even where ˸ ˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ 

4) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

a) ˞˧˷˵  

i) There exists another unrelated ˭˧ˡ that depends on ˫˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˸˟˧˸˩ 

ii)  why doesn’t the ˞˶ˬˠ list this other ˭ ˧ˡ together with the five that it does list 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) there is a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ in this other ˭ ˧ˡ 

ii)  And the ˞ ˶ˬˠ doesn’t list ˫˧ˮ˧ˡ where there is a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

c) ˞˧˷˵  

i) But  

(1) the ˞ ˶ˬˠ does list ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˭˧ˡ 

(2) ""˪˞ˣˬ˷ ˣˮ˧˟˶ ˞˧˟ˢ˷ ˣˬ˩ ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲ ˞˩˧˞ ˧ˬˮ ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ˡ ˠ"˰˞ 

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) "˭ˬ˵˪ ˶ˬ˞ˡ˩ ˞ˬ˪˰ ˧˪ˣ˩ ˧ˡˣˬ ˞ˣˢ ˧˟ˣ˯ˮ˧˞ ˫ˣ˷ˬˡ ˢ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠˡ ˞˩˧ˢ ˫ˣ˵ˬ ˪˩ˬ" 

e) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ and ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ disagree on what ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ means in this ˞ ˧˷˵ and this ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

5) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) For the ˞ ˶ˬˠ to list ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˭˧ˡ  

(1) as a ˭ ˧ˡ that depends on ˫˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˸˟˧˸˩  

(2) and as to which there’s no ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

ii)  ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ holds that the ˞ ˶ˬˠ requires 

(1) That ˞ ˬ˪˰ ˧˪ˣ˩ agree that ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ only where s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

b) And that’s why 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ asks 

(1) But ɣ "˟˷˶ disagrees and says the ˭˧ˡ is ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ even for ˸˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ 

ii)  And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ answers 

(1) We're dealing with cases where ˢ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 
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(2) And  

(a) where s ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

(b) ˫˧ˬ˩˥ agree with ɣ "˟˷˶ that ˸ ˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ is also ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ 

6) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ part 1 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) If the ˞ ˶ˬˠ won’t list a ˭ ˧ˡ  

(1) even if only one ˶ ˬ˞ˡ ˭˞ˬ says that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ applies even to ˸ ˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ 

ii)  the ˞ ˶ˬˠ certainly shouldn’t list it  

(1) if we’re dealing in a case where everyone agrees that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ ˸˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Must be that: 

(1) In order to explain  

(a) why the ˞ ˶ˬˠ lists ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˭˧ˡ  

(b) as a ˭ ˧ˡ that depends on ˫˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˸˟˧˸˩ and as to which there’s no ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

(2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ doesn’t need that  

(a) ˞ˬ˪˰ ˧˪ˣ˩ agree that ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ only where s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

(3) So it follows that the s ˦˧˷ of ˠ"˟˷˶ is no ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

(4) and in fact ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ doesn’t refer to ˠ"˟˷˶ as a ˶ ˬ˞ˡ ˭˞ˬ who should cause  ˭˧ˡ

˸˥˶˟ˬ to count as a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

ii)  Instead  

(1) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ requires only that  

(a) Where s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ all agree that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ 

c) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) But ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ and ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ and ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ all agree that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

ii)  So why does ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in its ˞ ˧˷˵ ask that this ˭˧ˡ is a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ asks that ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ says ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is s ˮˣ˵ even for s ˪ˣ˩ 

ii)  And this forces ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ to answer that  

(1) We’re dealing with a case of ˢ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

(2) And ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ would agree that where s˸ ˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ a ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ isn’t ˢˮˣ˵ for 

 ˢ˟˸˩ˢ˪ˣ  ˩

e) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) But ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ refers to a  ˞˧˟ˢ˷ ˣˬ˩ ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲˪˞ˣˬ˷ ˣˮ˧˟˶ 
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ii)  And 

(1) Since ˫ "˟˷˶ never mentions ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ 

(2) How can you say that ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ is referring to the ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ of ˭ˮ˰ ˟˶ and ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ 

f) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Remember  

(1) that ˫ "˟˷˶ does mention and that the ˭ ˷˵ˬ of ˧˟˧˸˧ˬ thought  

(a) that ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ in the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ say that a ˧ˮ˵ ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ even for ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

(i) the same as the s˦ ˧˷ of ˭ˮ˰ ˟˶ 

(b) And that the ˭ ˷˵ˬ asked "˧˟˧˸˧ˬ" from ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ in the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ to ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ and 

˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ who say ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ 

ii)  so  

(1) When ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ refers to the ―˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ that ˫ "˟˷˶ mentions‖ 

(2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ means  

(a) the ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ between ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ and ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ and ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

(b) that the ˭ ˷˵ˬ in effect refers to in the ˧ ˟˧˸˧ˬ that ˫ "˟˷˶ quotes 

iii)  So it’s understandable that ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ asks that  

(1) There is a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ in ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˭˧ˡ 

(2) Because ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ says that ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ is ˧ ˮ˵ even for s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

iv) And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ answers that  

(1) This doesn’t count as a ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲  

(2) because ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ is s ˡˣˬ that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ where s ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

g) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) I can accept that  

(1) to count the ˭ ˧ˡ of ˸˥˶˟ˬ for ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ as not being a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

(2) ˸ˣ˦˧˷ on ˸ ˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ are irrelevant for purposes of deciding if there’s a 

˞˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

ii)  But  

(1) Still  

(a) If we’re dealing with cases of s ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

(b) why would the ˞ ˶ˬˠ say ˸ ˥˶˟ˬ applies to s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

(c) if all agree that it applies just as well to ˸˴˵ˬ ˢ˟˸˩ 

h) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Although the ˞ ˶ˬˠ deals in a case of s˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 
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ii)  It still prefers to state the rule for ˸˥ ˶˟ˬ where s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

iii)  Because 

(1) At least for ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ˣ ˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

(2) ˸˥˶˟ˬ ˶˦˷ for ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ is ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ even where there is no s˸ ˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

7) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ part 2 

a) The s ˦˧˷ just outlined in part 1 is "˵ˣ˥ˡ ˸˴˵" for two reasons 

b) First  

i) It’s a ˵˥ˣˡ for the last ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to say that  

(1) On the one hand 

(a) We consider s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ not to be a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ 

(i) Because the ˞ ˶ˬˠ deals with a case of s˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ 

(ii)  Where even ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ agrees that ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ 

(2) And on the other hand 

(a) The ˞ ˶ˬˠ sets out the ˭ ˧ˡ only for s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

(b) Because for s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩  

(i) for ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ˣ ˪˞ˣˬ˷ – although not for ˭ ˮ˰ ˟˶ 

(ii)  the ˭ ˧ˡ is ˧ ˮ˵ ˞˪ even where s ˸˰ˡ ˞˧˪ˠ ˞˪ 

c) Second 

i) It’s a ˵˥ˣˡ to say  

(1) that ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

(a) refers to the ˧ ˟˧˸˧ˬ that ˫ "˟˷˶ mentions 

(b) As a short-hand reference by ˫ "˟˷˶ to a ˞ ˸ˠˣ˪˲ with the s ˦˧˷ of   ˭ˮ˰ ˟˶ 

that ˫ "˟˷˶ doesn’t mention  
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˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˞˶ˬˠ according to the ˞ ˯˶ˠ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) ˶ˬ˧ˬ˞ says that  

i) ˣˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ˣ ˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ count as a ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

ii)  for the purposes of certain ˫˧ ˮ˧ˡ that apply only to an s ˷˞ who is '˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˸˟˸ˣ˩ 

2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) In  ˵˶˲˭˧˪˥ˣˮ ˷˧  

(1) the ˞ ˶ˬˠ deals with x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ˡ ˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ 

(2) and yet the ˞ ˶ˬˠ there says that ˶ˣ˧˷ ˧ˣˢ ˞˪ ˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˶ˬ˧ˬ˞ uses "ˣˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞" in our ˞ ˶ˬˠ as shorthand for  

(1) The combination of s ˟ˣ˸˩˪ ˭ˡ˥˧˧ and x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ 

ii)  And 

(1) Although  

(a) in ˭˧˪˥ˣˮ ˷˧ the ˞ ˶ˬˠ deals with x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ˡ ˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ 

(b) The˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ  weren’t ˢ˟ˣ˸˩˪ ˭ˡ˥˧˧ 

(c) And that’s why they don’t count as a ˶ ˣ˧˷  

3) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) There are several instances in our ˵˶˲ that say that ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ don’t count as a 

˶ˣ˧˷ 

ii)  Why didn’t ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ use these instances to prove that  

(1) ˶ˬ˧ˬ˞ must mean that  

(a) to count as a ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

(b) ˭˧˪˦˪˦ˬ must be both x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ and s ˟ˣ˸˩˪ ˭ˡ˥˧ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) From our ˞ ˶ˬˠ alone  

(1) We couldn’t have derived that ˶ˬ˧ˬ˞ refers to both x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ and  ˞˪

˭ˡ˥˧˧ 

(2) Because  

(a) The cases in our ˞˶ˬˠ where ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ don’t count as ˶ˣ˧˷  

(b) might be dealing with where the ˭˧ ˪˦˪˦ˬ aren’t ˣˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ 
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ii)  and we might have concluded that  

(1) Were the ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ in fact x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟  

(2) ˶ˬ˧ˬ˞ would say that they count as a ˶ˣ˧˷ even if they aren’t also  ˭ˡ˥˧˧

ˢ˟ˣ˸˩˪ 

4) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) in our ˫ ˧˯ˣ˲ˡ we are ˯ ˶ˣˠ for ˶ˬ˧ˬ˞ that  

i) ˣˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ˣ ˢ˟ˣ˸˩˟ ˧˟˧˸˩ˡ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ count as a ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

b) So for this ˞ ˯˶ˠ 

i) I begin by knowing that both xˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ and ˭ ˡ˥˧˧ are needed for ˶ˣ˧˷ 

ii)  And I immediately realize  

(1) That in ˭ ˧˪˥ˣˮ ˷˧ 

(a) Where the ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ are x ˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˞ 

(b) There is no ˶ ˣ˧˷ because ˞˪ ˭ˡ˥˧˧ 

(2) And that where in our ˵ ˶˲ the ˞ ˶ˬˠ says that ˭ ˧˪˦˪˦ˬ aren’t a ˶ˣ˧˷ 

(a) That’s because either  

(i) ˣˢ˧˧ˮ˧˰˟ ˣˢˮ˸˧˪  

(ii)  or ˭ˡ˥˧˧ ˞˪ ˢ˟ˣ˸˩  ˪
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 ˱ˡ˞ˮ˵. 

˧˶˦˷ˡ ˞ˠˣ˪ˬ ˢ"ˡ ˫"˟˷˶ 

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) ˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˟˸˩˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ˣ  and left no ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

i) Needs no ˭ ˧ˮ˵ for the s ˮ˸ˬ to be ˪  ˥

ii)  And the s ˮ˸ˬ counts as ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˢˮ˸ˬ even if there is an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ 

b) ˫˧˯˩ˮ ˸˴˵ˬ ˟˸˩˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ and left a ˶ ˣ˧˷ 

i) Needs a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ for the s ˮ˸ˬ to be ˪  ˥

ii)  And the s ˮ˸ˬ counts as ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

2) ˞˶ˬˠ 

a) ˫˶ˬ˰ ˟˶ˡ '˧ˬ˧˞ had a ˞ ˶˦˷ˡ ˞ˠˣ˪ˬ 

b) ˫˶ˬ˰ ˟˶ succeeded to ˧˶˦˷ˡ ˞ˠˣ˪ˬ because  

i) When '˧ˬ˧˞ was ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ she said "˧˶˟ ˫˶ˬ˰˪ ˧ˣˢ˧˪" 

ii)  And  

(1) "˧ˬˡ ˭˧˶ˣ˯ˬ˩ˣ ˭˧˟ˣ˸˩˩ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˧˶˟ˡ" 

(2) In other words the s ˮ˸ˬ counted as ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

3) ˫"˟˷˶ 

a) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Did ˫˶ˬ˰ ˟˶ˡ '˧ˬ˧˞ also make a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

b) First s ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) yes 

c) Second ˸ˢ˟ˣ˷ 

i) " ˞˪ˡ ˭ˣˠ˩ˣ ˭˧ˮ˵ ˞˪˟ ˧ˬˮ ˧˞˧ˡ˧ˬ ˢ˶˧˧˷"  

4) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) ˫"˟˷˶ seems to refer to s˶˧˧˷ ˞˪ only for the ˧ ˬˮ ˧˞ where there was no ˭˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  This implies that  

(1) the first s ˟ˣ˷˸ that deals with ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) applies where there was a ˶ˣ˧˷ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) If ˣˡ˧ˬ ˣˮ˵ where there was a ˶ˣ˧˷ 

(1) It’s a ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 
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ii)  So why does the ˞ ˶ˬˠ say ˫ ˶ˬ˰ ˟˶ succeeded to the ˧˶˦˷ˡ ˞ˠˣ˪ˬ by  ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ

˰˶ˬ 

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) ˫"˟˷˶ means  

(1) there was no ˶ ˣ˧˷ both in the first s ˟ˣ˷˸ and the second s˟ˣ˷˸ 

(2) but  

(a) in the first s ˟ˣ˷˸ 

(i) she made an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(b) and in the second  ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

(i) she didn’t make an unnecessary ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  and 

(1) because no ˭ ˧ˮ˵ was required 

(2) both situations count as ˰˶ ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 
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.˟ˮ˵ ˱ˡˣ :˞ˮ˵ ˱ˡ 

ˣˬ˧˧˵ˣ ˣ˸ˬ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ  

i) Is ˪  ˥only with a ˭ ˧ˮ˵  

ii)  And the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is final: the ˭ ˸ˣˮ can never be ˶ ˤˣ˥ 

b) ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ  

i) Where there is no ˶ˣ˧˷ 

ii)  Is called s ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

c) ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

i) Where there is a ˶ˣ˧˷ 

ii)  Is called ˸ ˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

d) ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

i) Is ˪  ˥without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  and  

(1) if the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ is x ˧˪˥ˬ ˡˬˣ˰ he can be ˶ ˤˣ˥  

(2) In short: "˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞" 

e) this ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ determines for ˴ ˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ˸  

i) whether the s ˮ˸ˬ needs a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ to be ˪  ˥

ii)  and whether if ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ 

2) relevant ˸ ˣ˧ˠˣ˯ elsewhere 

a) :˥ˬ˵ ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

b) ˢˮ˷ˬ of ˪˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞ as understood by ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ 

i) ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ  

(1) is ˪  ˥without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

3) ˞˶ˬˠ here 

a) ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ˡ '˧ˬ˷ˬ ˞˟˶ 

i) ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ  

(1) has the ˭ ˧ˡ of a ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ  

(2) So a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is needed for the sˮ˸ˬ to be ˪  ˥ 
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b) ˞˧˷˵ by ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ to ˞ ˟˶ 

i) The s ˮ˷ˬ of ˪˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞ 

(1) says a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t needed for ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

4) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as understood by ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) what does ˟ ˶˞  say on whether ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ for ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

b) Possible s ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Maybe ˞ ˟˶ is ˵ ˪˥ˬ 

(1) And  

(a) Although  

(i) ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ counts as ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ to need a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(b) Still 

(i) It counts as ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ so that ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

c) Possible s ˟ˣ˷˸ dismissed 

i) "˞˟˶ ˵ˣ˪˥˧˷ ˶ˬˣ˪ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞" 

ii)  Since ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

d) we know 

i) from the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ to ˞ ˟˶ 

ii)  That ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ says ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˞˧˰˟ ˞˪ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

e) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) But what does ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ say regarding ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

f) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) In the same way that we established for ˞˟˶ from ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ that  ˡˬ˰ ˫˞˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ 

ii)  We establish for ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ from ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ that ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

g) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) How is this s ˦˧˷ of ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ consistent with the s ˮ˷ˬ of ˪˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞  

5) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) Note that  

i) ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ doesn’t say outright whether his ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ deals with where there was a 

˭˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  Now 

(1) For ˞ ˟˶ it must be  

(a) that ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ where there’s a ˭˧ˮ˵  
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(b) Because otherwise the sˮ ˸ˬ isn’t ˪ ˥at all 

(2) But for ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶  

(a) It’s possible that  

(i) Although the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥even without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(ii)  Still 

1. ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞  

2. only where there’s an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ 

3. but not where there was no ˭˧ˮ˵ and the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥anyway 

b) So we have this ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

i) why does ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ say that  

(1) based on ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ it must be for ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ that ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ even where 

there is no ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) So that ˪ ˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞ is a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ 

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) The ˸ ˣ˰ˬ˷ˬ of ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶  

(1) Based on the ˫ ˸˯-˭ˣ˷˪ that ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ uses 

(2) is that ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ even where there is no ˭˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  See below for another explanation of what ˪"˷˶ˢˬ means by this ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

d) In short 

i) We’ve established that  

(1) Although it’s irrelevant for ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ that "˵˪˥˪ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞" for ˞˟˶ 

(2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ still asks its ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ directly from ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

6) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) First ˞ ˧˷˵ on ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ says that its ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ is based on "˞˟˶ ˵ˣ˪˥˧˷ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞" 

ii)  This implies that  

(1) the ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ is based on the assumption that ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ must 

follow ˞˟˶ ˸˦˧˷ on whether ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(2) and not on ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ having to hold ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ based directly on  ˟˶

˭ˬ˥ˮ 

b) second ˞ ˧˷˵ 

i) If it’s clear that ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ applies  ˫˞˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ even where there is no ˭˧ ˮ˵ 

ii)  Why isn’t this a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˞ ˟˶ who says the s ˮ˸ˬ isn’t ˪ ˥at all without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 



 70 

c) {ˢ˶ˣ˞˩˪ this isn’t a ˞˧˷˵ to ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) Because by ˫ ˸˯ 

(1) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ means only that ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ wherever the s ˮ˸ˬ is 

˪ ˥

ii)  And from this ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ proves that  

(1) ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶  

(a) Who says the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥even without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(b) must say ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ applies even where there was no ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(2) But ˞ ˟˶ 

(a) who says the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥even without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(b) can say ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ applies only where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

iii)  So there is no ˧ ˷˵˞  at all to ˞ ˟˶ from ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

iv) See also the precise ˭x ˷˪ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

(1) ˶ˣˤ˥˪ ˪ˣ˩˧ ˣˮ˧˞ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˢˮˣ˵ˡ ˞˩˧ˢ ˪˩ ˞ˬ˸˯˟ ˧˶˧˧˞ ˧˞ˡˣ ˞ˢˣ" 

(2) "˭˧ˮ˵ ˞˪˟ ˱˞ ˣˮ˧˧ˢˣ}  

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Here is a different ˨ ˪ˢˬ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

ii)  ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ assumes that  

(1) If ˞˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(a) As ˞ ˟˶ is forced to do based on ˭ˬ ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

(2) Then ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ 

(a) Who’s not ˵˪ˣ˥ˬ on ˞ ˟˶ regarding s ˶ˤ˥ 

(b) Agrees with ˞ ˟˶ that ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(c) And applies this ˭ ˧ˡ  

(i) even where  

1. there is no ˭ ˧ˮ˵  

2. and the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥for ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ but not for ˞ ˟˶ 

iii)  it follows that  

(1) once we’ve proved from ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ that for ˞ ˟˶ it’s ˵ˣ˪˥˪ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞ 

(2) we’ve automatically proved  

(a) without having to say that ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ directly constrains ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ 

(b) that ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ even where there’s no ˭˧ˮ˵ 
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(3) and we understand why ˸x ˲˯ˣ˸ asks that the s ˮ˷ˬ of ˪˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞ is a 

 ˞˧˷˵ to ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ 

iv) it also follows that  

(1) we were never forced to say that ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ said his ˞ ˬ˸˯˟ ˭˧ˡ 

(a) namely even where there is no ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(2) so ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ can’t rely on ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ to ask a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˞ ˟˶ who says ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˞˧˰˟ 

7) ˨˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ – ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ 

a) As understood by ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ disagrees with ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ and says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

8) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ on ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ 

i) It’s a ˵˥ˣˡ to say that  

(1) the ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ simply rejects the basic assumption of the ˞ ˧˷˵  

(a) that ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ needs to follow the s ˦˧˷ of ˭ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ as understood by ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) It’s true that ˞˟˶ needs to follow ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

ii)  But it’s not necessary to assume that ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ follows ˞ ˟˶ ˸˦˧˷ that  ˡˬ˰ ˫˞

˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ even  

(1) Where there was no ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(2) And ˞ ˟˶ says the s ˮ˸ˬ isn’t ˪ ˥at all 

9) Note by the way that 

a) Wherever we’ve referred to ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ in this ˪ ˧˥˸ˬˢ ˶ˣ˟˧ˡ 

b) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ refers also to ˞ ˮ˧˟˶ 

c) because ˞ ˮ˧˟˶ has a s ˦˧˷ that’s similar to ˞˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ 

10) ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) :ˣˬ˵ ˢˮ˷ˬ 

(1) ˞˷˧˶ 

(a) ˸ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ  ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ˸˴˵ˬ˟   

(2) ˞˲˧˯ 

(a) ˸ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˭˧˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) If  
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(1) To ask its ˞˧˷˵ to ˞ ˧˷˶˷ˬ ˟˶ according to ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ ˸˦˧˷ 

(2) all ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ needed to do is to prove that ˞ ˟˶ says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ at least 

where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  Why don’t we rely for this on the ˞˷˧˶ of our s ˮ˷ˬ that says ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷

˸ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

iii)  Since 

(1) here too the s ˮ˷ˬ must apply at least where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(2) and ˸ ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ presumably means ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) We prefer to rely on ˭ ˬ˥ˮ ˟˶ who says directly that  ˡˬ˰ ˫˞˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ 

ii)  Because the s ˮ˷ˬ might mean ˸ ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ where he died and wasn’t ˶ˤˣ˥  

d) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) But if  

(1) ˸ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ in the ˞ ˷˧˶ for ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ means where he died and wasn’t 

˶ˤˣ˥ 

(2) then 

(a) in the ˞ ˲˧˯ for ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(b) ˸ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˭˧˞ would mean that ˸ ˬ˧˧˵ ˢˮ˧˞ even where he died  

ii)  And that’s impossible 

e) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) It’s not impossible if there was also an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  Because ˪˞ˣˬ˷ according to ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ says at .˟ˮ˵ ˱ˡ  

(1) That the s ˮ˷ˬ deals with where there is a ˶ ˦˷ and a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ that’s not written 

into the ˶ ˦˷ 

(2) And in this case the ˭˧ˮ˵ is ˪  ˥only where there is a ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ 

(3) So  

(a) when the s ˮ˷ˬ says ˸ ˬ˧˧˵ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˭˧˞ 

(b) The s ˮ˷ˬ can be dealing with where there is no ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧  

iii)  See below at ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ"ˡ 



 73 

˶ˬˣ˞ˢ ˪˩ ˡ"˞˟ˣ ˦ˠ ˣˮ˸ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˭˧˦˧ˠ˟ ˢˮ˷ˬ 

a) Here are three possible ˸x ˞˯˶ˠ in the ˞ ˷˧˶ of a s ˮ˷ˬ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

i)  ˶ˬˣ˞ˢ˦ˠ ˣˮ˸ ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ ˸ˬˣ ˧ˡ˟˰˪ ˶ˣ˶˥˷ ˶˦˷ˣ ˧˸˷˞˪ 

ii)   ˶ˬˣ˞ˢ˸˭ ˦ˠ sʕ ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ ˸ˬˣ ˧ˡ˟˰˪ ˶ˣ˶˥˷ ˶˦˷ˣ ˧˸˷˞˪ 

iii)   ˶ˬˣ˞ˢ˸˭ ˦ˠ ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ ˸ˬˣ ˧ˡ˟˰˪ ˶ˣ˶˥˷ ˶˦˷ˣ ˧˸˷˞˪ 

2) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ says that 

a) If the ˞˯˶ˠ is s ˤ ˦ˠ ˭˸ the ˭ ˸ˣˮ uses s ˤ to refer to a ˦  ɣthat’s ˭˧˰˟ 

b) But if the ˞ ˯˶ˠ is ˦ ˠ ˣˮ˸ it’s possible that the ˦ ɣisn’t ˭˧˰˟  

3) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in our ˞ ˧ˠˣ˯ 

a) ˦ˠ ˭˸ – without s ˤ – also implies that the ˦ ɣis ˭ ˧˰˟ 

4) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here his isn’t consistent with ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

ii)  Because  

(1) if ˦ˠ ˣˮ˸ can refer to a ˦  ɣthat’s not ˭˧˰˟ 

(2) Why would ˦ ˠ ˭˸ imply a ˦  ɣthat’s ˭˧˰˟ 

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Change the ˞ ˯˶ˠ in ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here from "˦ˠ ˭˸" to "ˢˤ ˦ˠ ˭˸" 

ii)  And in fact ˦ ˠ ˭˸ implies that the ˦  ɣisn’t ˭˧˰˟ 

5) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here disagrees with ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ  

b) and says that ˠ ˭˸˦  – even without s ˤ – in fact implies that the ˦  ɣis ˭ ˧˰˟ 

6) ˢ˪˞˷ 

a) Why does ˦ ˠ ˭˸ imply that the ˦  ɣis ˭ ˧˰˟ while ˦ ˠ ˣˮ˸ doesn’t 

7) Because  

a) ˦ˠ ˣˮ˸  

i) can deal with a person who addresses two ˫ ˧ˡ˰ and in effect says xˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩ 

ii)  since  

(1) Two ˫ ˧ˡ˰ are enough to write and sign a ˦  ɣthat’s not yet ˭˧˰˟ and to 

deliver it 

b) But ˦ ˠ ˭˸ 
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i) Addresses a single person  

ii)  And a single person can be no more than a ˥ ˧˪˷ to deliver a ˦  ɣthat’s already 

˭˧˰˟
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ˡ˸"˞˟ˣ ˢˮˬ ˣˮ˸ ˢ"˭˪ ˰ˬ˷ˬ ˞˵ˡ ˡ   

With the assistance of R’ Tzvi Braha and R’ Mordechai Faham 

1) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) If  

(1) a ˞ ˧˶˟ says ˧ ˮˣ˪˲˪ ˢˮˬ ˣˮ˸ without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ and the ˭ ˸ˣˮ dies 

before s ˮ˧˸ˮ 

(2) then the ˪ ˟˵ˬ can’t take the ˢˮˬ because the right of the ˭˸ ˣˮ in the s ˮˬ 

expired on his death  

b) But  

i) a s ˮˬ that a ˭˸ˣˮ was ˢˮ˵ˬ by  ˡˬ˰ˬ˭˸˷˪  ˷counts as if there was a sˮ ˧˸ˮ to the 

˪˟˵ˬ at the time of the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  and the ˪ ˟˵ˬ has the right to take the sˮ ˬ after the ˭ ˸ˣˮ dies 

2) Second s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ doesn’t apply to an object that’s not ˭˧˰˟  

3) Third s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) ˧ˬˡ ˭˧˶ˣ˯ˬˣ ˭˧˟ˣ˸˩˩ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˧˶˟ˡ  

b) But  

i) as regards a ˦ ɣthis ˭ ˧ˡ accomplishes nothing for the ˪˟ ˵ˬ because  ˶˥˞˪ ˦ˠ ˭˧˞

ˢ˸˧ˬ 

ii)  meaning that a ˦  ɣisn’t effective for ˭˧˷ˣ˶˧ˠ or ˶ ˣ˶˥˧˷ unless  

(1) the ˦  ɣwas actually '˧ˡ˧˪ ˞˦ˬ of the ˪ ˟˵ˬ before the ˭ ˸ˣˮ died 

(2) or  

(a) there was a ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ for the ˦  ɣbefore the ˭ ˸ˣˮ dies 

(b) because this counts the same as if the ˦ ɣwas then '˧ˡ˧˪ ˞˦ˬ of the ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

iii)  it follows that  

(1) where s ˸˧ˬ ˶ˬ˞˪ ˦ˠ ˭˧˞ applies 

(2) ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ even if the ˫ ˧ˬˣ˸˧ are willing to give the ˦  ɣto the ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

4) Fourth s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) Where a s ˮ˷ˬ or a ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ deals with a person who said ˣˮ˸ for a s ˮˬ or a ˶ ˦˷ 

i) the ˸ ˣ˰ˬ˷ˬ is that the object is already ˭˧ ˰˟  

b) Where a s ˮ˷ˬ or a ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ deals with a person who said ˣˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩ on a ˶ ˦˷ 

i) the ˸ ˣ˰ˬ˷ˬ is that the ˶ ˦˷ isn’t yet ˭˧˰˟  

ii)  since both s ˟˧˸˩ and s ˮ˧˸ˮ are necessary 
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5) ˢˮ˷ˬ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

a) ˞˷˧˶  

i) ˸ˬˣ ˧ˡ˟˰˪ ˢˤ ˶ˣ˶˥˷ ˶˦˷ˣ ˧˸˷˞˪ ˦ˠ ˣˮ˸ ˶ˬˣ˞ˢ 

ii)  ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ 

b) ˞˲˧˯ 

i) ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˧ˮˣ˪˲˪ ˢˮˬ ˣˮ˸ ˶ˬˣ˞ˢ 

6) ˞˶ˬˠ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

a) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˡ˧˟ˤ ˟˶  

i) Part 1 

(1) the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ based on a '˧˞˶ not relevant here 

(2) it’s ˶˟˸˯ˬ that the ˞ ˲˧˯ is s ˬˣˡ to the ˞ ˷˧˶ and also deals with ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

ii)  part 2 

(1) In the ˞ ˲˧˯ the ˭ ˧ˡ is s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ because  

(a) the s ˮˬ was ˭ ˧˰˟ at the time of the s ˮ˧˸ˮ 

(b) and the s ˮ˧˸ˮ was completed by ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ˟ as soon as the ˞˧˶˟ said 

ˣˮ˸ before he died 

b) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˞˲˲ ˟˶ as explained by ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ 

i) Part 1 

(1) both the ˞ ˷˧˶ and the ˞ ˲˧˯ deal with ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ that counts as  ˭˧˟ˣ˸˩˩

˭˧˶ˣ˯ˬ˩ˣ even for a thing that’s not ˭˧˰˟ 

(2) It follows that x ˮ˸ in the ˞ ˷˧˶ for ˶˦˷ means x ˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩ 

ii)  Part 2 

(1) The ˞ ˲˧˯ teaches the basic ˭˧ ˡ that ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˧˶˟ˡ ˧ˬˡ ˭˧˶ˣ˯ˬˣ ˭˧˟ˣ˸˩˩ 

(2) The ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches for ˶ ˦˷ that s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ because s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˦ˠ ˭˧˞ 

7) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ at ˪ "ˬ˵ˣ ˡ"˞˟ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) We’ve established for ˡ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ that ˞ ˷˧˶˪ ˞˧ˬˣˡ ˞˲˧˯ 

ii)  So for l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ presumably the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ the same as the ˞˲ ˧˯ 

iii)  so  

(1) why in the ˞ ˷˧˶ for ˦ ɣis the ˭ ˧ˡ that s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ ˞˪ 

(2) While in the ˞ ˲˧˯ for ˢˮˬ the ˭ ˧ˡ is that s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ 

b) Possible ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Maybe  
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(1) The ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with where the ˶˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ and the ˞ ˧˶˟ said x ˮ˸  

(2) And the ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches that the ˭˧ˮ˵ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ isn’t available for a ˶˦˷ 

even though the ˶˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ 

c) Possible ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ dismissed 

i) "ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞"  that the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ isn’t available for a ˶˦˷ even where the 

˶˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ 

d) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) the ˞ ˷˧˶ in fact doesn’t deal with ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ because the ˶˦˷ wasn’t ˭˧˰˟ and 

the ˞ ˧˶˟ said x ˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩ the same as for ˞˲˲ ˟˶ 

e) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Then what ˷ ˣˡ˧˥ does the ˞ ˷˧˶ teach by dealing with ˶ ˦˷ instead of ˭ ˣˬˬ as in 

the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

ii)  After all 

(1) If all that the ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches is that there’s no ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ for an object that’s 

not ˧˰˟˭  

(2) The s ˮ˷ˬ could have taught the same ˭˧ˡ for a s ˮˬ that’s not ˭˧˰˟  

f) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) The ˷ ˣˡ˧˥ of the ˞ ˷˧˶ is that  

(1) Even if ˫ ˧ˬˣ˸˧ are willing to be ˭ ˸ˣˮ the ˶ ˦˷ to the ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

(2) They shouldn’t do so because  

(a) ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˦ˠ ˭˧˞ 

(b) And the ˦  ɣcan’t bring about ˭˧˷ˣ˶˧ˠ or ˶ ˣ˶˥˧˷  

ii)  Note that  

(1) This point is similar to the same ˷x ˡ˧˥ that ˞ ˲˲ ˟˶ derives from the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

g) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) ˡ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ said earlier that that the ˞˷ ˧˶ and the ˞ ˲˧˯ must be s ˬˣˡ 

ii)  How can he now say that  

(1) The ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˦ˠ ˭˧˞ 

(2) And the ˞ ˲˧˯ teaches the ˭ ˧ˡ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ  

h) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) For l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ it’s enough of a ˭ˣ˧ˬˡ that the ˞ ˷˧˶ and ˞ ˲˧˯ both deal with the same 

˞˶˟ˠ – namely a ˞ ˧˶˟ 

8) ˨˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ  
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i) Refer back to the possible s˟ ˣ˷˸ we mentioned earlier  

(1) Namely that  

(a) The ˧˶˞  ˷deals with where the ˞˧˶˟ said x ˮ˸ and the ˶ ˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ 

(b) And the ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches that the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ isn’t available for a 

˶˦˷ even where the ˶˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ 

ii)  now  

(1) don’t be ˨˧˶˲ˬ this s ˟ˣ˷˸ by saying s ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞ that the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ isn’t 

available for a ˶ ˦˷ even where the ˶˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ 

(2) because for l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ the ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches that  

(a) Where the facts are "ˢ˰˷ ˢ˸ˣ˞˟ ˣˮ˧˞˷" whose details aren’t relevant 

here 

(b) ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ for a ˶ ˦˷ isn’t ˶˦˷˩ – meaning there is ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ but the 

˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ doesn’t have the same effect as delivering a ˶˦˷ 

(c) instead 

(i) ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ works only to transfer the ˶˧˧ˮ of the ˶ ˦˷ 

(ii)  But can’t transfer the ˫˧˸ˣ˩ˤ written into the ˶ ˦˷  

iii)  It follows that  

(1) both the ˞ ˷˧˶ and the ˞ ˲˧˯ teach ˫ ˧ˮ˧ˡ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ and are completely 

˸ˣˬˣˡ 

9) ˪"˷˶ˢˬ at ˞ ˩˧˞ˡ ˢ"ˡ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ on the s ˦˧˷ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ 

i) Since ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ said earlier that s ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞ that the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ isn’t available 

for a ˶ ˦˷ where the ˶ ˦˷ is ˭ ˧˰˟ 

ii)  it’s not likely that ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ would now accept a ˳ˣ˶˧˸ that says that there’s an 

˭˲ˣ˞ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ that transfers only the ˶˧˧ˮ of a ˶ ˦˷ that’s ˭˧˰˟ 

iii)  so it must be that ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ is a s "ˢˠˢ 

10) Further ˨ ˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ at ˪ ˧˰˪ ˡ"˞˟ 

a) ˞˩˶˧˲ to ˶ ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ as clarified by a similar ˞ ˩˶˧˲ by ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ ˸˩˯ˬ 

i) the ˨˪ˢˬ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ brings about a ˫ ˧˞˶ˣˬ˞ ˸˵ˣ˪˥ˬ in the ˸ˣ˞˧˴ˬ of the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

ii)  since 

(1) ˡ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ says the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with x ˮ˸  

(2) While ˞ ˲˲ ˟˶ says the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with x ˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩  

iii)  So the first ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ is preferable because for the first ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) ˡ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ agrees that the ˞˷˧˶ deals with x ˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩  

(2) And the ˞ ˷˧˶ teaches that s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˦ˠ ˭˧˞ for both l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ and ˞ ˲˲ ˟˶ 
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11) "˷˶ˢˬ˪  

a) ˞˧˷˵  

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here doesn’t follow the ˨˪ˢˬ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ ˸˩˯ˬ 

ii)  Because the ˭ ˣ˷˪ of the ˞ ˩˶˧˲ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ in ˭˧˦˧ˠ is that  

(a)  ˢ˪ ˧˵ˣˬˡ ˞˩˧˞ˡ ˧˞˶ˣˬ˞ˡ ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲˟ ˞˷˧˶ ˡ˧ˬ˰ˢ˪ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞ˣˮ˸˟  ˢ˪ ˧˵ˣˬˡ ˞˩˧˞ˣ

ˣˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩˟ 

(2) While the ˭ ˣ˷˪ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here is that 

(a)  ˢ˪ ˧˵ˣˬˡ ˞˩˧˞ˡ ˧˞˶ˣˬ˞ˡ ˞˸ˠˣ˪˲˟ ˞˷˧˶ ˡ˧ˬ˰ˢ˪ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˭˧˞˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ˟  ˞˩˧˞ˣ

ˣˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩˟ ˢ˪ ˧˵ˣˬˡ 

b) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) What in fact is the meaning of the ˞˩˶˧˲ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ here 

c) Possible s ˟ˣ˷˸  

i) The ˞ ˩˶˧˲ is exactly what ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ seems to say 

ii)  namely 

(1) Why does l ˧˟ˤ '˶ say the ˞˷˧˶ teaches a ˭ ˧ˡ for ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ 

(2) While ˞ ˲˲ ˟˶ says the ˞ ˷˧˶ deals with x ˮ˸ˣ ˣ˟˸˩ so that the ˞ ˷˧˶ doesn’t 

teach a ˭ ˧ˡ for ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ 

d) Possible ˶˧˸˳ˣ dismissed 

i) Note that in the ˞ ˲˧˯ it’s clear for all ˸ˣ˦˧˷ that 

(1) ˞˲˲ ˟˶ says the s ˮ˷ˬ teaches a ˭ ˧ˡ of ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˧˶˟ˡ  

(2) while l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ says the s ˮ˷ˬ teaches a ˭ ˧ˡ of ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ 

ii)  So why would ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ be ˨ ˧˶˲ˬ the s ˦˧˷ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ because ˶ ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ 

assumes that in the ˞ ˷˧˶ the ˧ ˞˶ˣˬ˞ disagree on what the sˮ ˷ˬ teaches 

e) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˪"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) Must be that ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ asks that the s ˦˧˷ of ˶ˬˣ˪ ˷˧ ˡˣ˰ˣ implies an actual ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ 

in ˭˧ˡ between l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ and ˞ ˲˲ ˟˶ 

ii)  Namely 

(1) ˡ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ says "˶˦˷˩ ˧ˮˢˬ ˞˪ ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ" 

(a) So that the ˞ ˷˧˶ can deal with x ˮ˸ and teach that  ˧ˮˢˬ ˞˪ ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ"

"˶˦˷˩ 

(2) ˞˲˲ ˟˶ says "˶˦˷˩ ˧ˮˢˬ ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ"  

(a) So that  

(i) if the ˞ ˷˧˶ had dealt with x ˮ˸  

(ii)  the ˭ ˧ˡ would have been s˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧ 
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(b) and that’s why ˞˲˲ ˟˶ is forced to say that the ˞˷ ˧˶ doesn’t deal with 

ˣˮ˸ and ˬ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ 

12) s ˮˬ ˣˮ˸ ˢ"ˡ ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢˬˡ˵ˢ 

i) ˞˟˶ holds at :˞ˮ˵ ˱ˡ that "˭˧ˮ˵ ˧˰˟ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ" the same as a ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

ii)  The ˞ ˶ˬˠ then  

(1) refers to the ˞ ˲˧˯ of a ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ that says that  ˸˞ ˫˧ˬ˩˥ ˣˬ˧˧˵ ˪˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞"

"'˧˶˟ˡ even though there was no ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(2) And asks that presumably she said these '˧˶˟ˡ when she was a ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

and was giving away ˫˧˯˩ˮ ˸˴˵ˬ 

iii)  ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ at x ˬ˧˧˵ˣ ˢ"ˡ asks that 

(1) Presumably ˞ ˟˶ also holds that ˸ ˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ is similar to ˧ ˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

also in that ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(2) So the ˫ ˧ˬ˩˥ should have been '˧˶˟ˡ ˫˧˧˵ˬ even if s ˡˬ˰ and s ˸ˬ ˞˪ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) Why doesn’t ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ask the same ˞˧˷˵ to l ˧˟ˤ ˟˶ 

ii)  Namely 

(1) It’s a ˸ˣ˦˧˷˲ that where there is a ˭˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ it makes no difference 

whether the ˭ ˸ˣˮ is ˸  ˬafter the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) So why does the ˞˲˧˯ of our ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ say "ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˣˮ˸˧" only if ˸ ˬ

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ according to the s ˦˧˷ of the first ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

i) Since for ˭ ˸˷˪˷ ˡˬ˰ˬ it’s a ˸ˣ˦˧˷˲ that it makes no difference whether the ˭˸ˣˮ 

is ˸  ˬ

ii)  ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ accepts that  

(1) "˧ˡ˧˧˞" the ˞ ˷˧˶ needs to deal with ˸  ˬto teach that ˦ˠ ˭˧˞ ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ 

(2) The ˞ ˲˧˯ also deals with ˸  ˬ

d) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) The ˞ ˷˧˶ of the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ of ˪˩ˣ˶ ˧ˮ˟ ˪˷ ˭ˬ˞ also needs to deal with ˸ˬ for a reason 

note relevant here 

ii)  So why doesn’t ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ answer that ˧ ˡ˧˧˞ the ˞ ˷˧˶ there deals with ˸  ˬthe ˞ ˲˧˯ 

there also deals with ˢ˸ˬ 

e) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) For ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ it’s a ˞˸ˣ˟˶ to agree with ˞ ˟˶ and to hold for  ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ

˸˴˵ˬ˟ that if "˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˸ˬ ˞˪ˣ ˡˬ˰" 

ii)  So 
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(1) If the ˞ ˸˧˧˶˟ agreed with ˞ ˟˶ 

(a) We’d have expected the ˞˸˧˧˶˟ to teach this ˞ ˸ˣ˟˶ by not mentioning 

ˢ˸ˬˣ 

(b) Instead of mentioning s ˸ˬ because of ˧ ˡ˧˧˞
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˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) Principles  

a) ˧ˮ˵ ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

i) Even without a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

b) ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˢˮ˸ˬ 

i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

c)  ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

i) ˭˧ˮ˵ ˧˰˟ 

d) ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

e) ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ has the same ˭˧ˡ as ˸ ˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ 

2) ˭ˣ˷˪ of the ˬˠ˞  ˶

a) "˭˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟ˣ˸˩˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ" 

i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ˣ ˢˮˣ˵ ˧˶ˬ˞ ˟˶ˡ '˧ˬ˷ˬ ˟˶ ˧˟ 

ii)  ˢˮˣ˵ ˣˮ˧˞ˡ ˸ˣ˧ˢ˪ ˪ˣ˩˧ˡ ˢ˟ ˭ˣˡ˞ ˧˞ˬ ˞ˮ˰ˡ˧ ˞˪ ˶ˬ˞ ˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) ˪˞ˣˬ˷ ˶ˬ˞ ˢˡˣˢ˧ ˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ ˞ˢˣ" 

ii)  ˫˧˶˥˞˪ ˣ˧˯˩ˮ ˪˩ ˟˸˩˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

iii)  [ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ˪˥] ˣˡ˧ˬ ˣˮ˵˷ ˲"˰˞ 

c) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i)  ˫˸ˢ ˧ˮ˞˷ ˧˶˧˧ˬˡˣ˥˩ ˸˞ ˢ˲˧ˬ ˟

3) ˞˶ˬˠ according to ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ 

a) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Since the ˞ ˶ˬˠ says that ˟  ˶and ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ disagree only for  

(1)  ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ"˟˸˩˷ "˭˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟  

ii)  Does this suggest that  

(1) First  

(a) They disagree only for a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ that’s written into a ˶ ˦˷ (˶˦˷˟ ˣ˟˸˩˷ ˭˧ˮ˵) 

(2) Second 

(a) They disagree ˫ ˸˯˟ 

(b) Meaning both for ˸ ˴˵ˬ ˟˸˩ and for s ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩ 

b) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 
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i) No  

ii)  The ˭ ˣ˷˪ is ˞ ˵ˣˡ ˣ˞˪ 

iii)  In fact 

(1) First 

(a) They disagree even where the ˭˧ˮ˵ isn’t ˶˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(i) Here’s proof: 

1. the ˞ ˶ˬˠ asks a ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ from the ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ of  ˶ˬ˞ ˢˡˣˢ˧ '˶

˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

2. and that ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ deals with a ˶ ˦˷ in which nothing was written 

about the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) Second 

(a) They disagree only when s˪ ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

(i) Here’s proof 

1. at :˞ˮ˵ ˱ˡ the ˞ ˶ˬˠ is ˵ ˯ˣ˲  

a. that ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˞˧˰˟ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

2. so it can’t be that ˪˞ˣˬ˷ says that the s ˮ˸ˬ isn’t ˢ˪˥ 

a. because there was a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

c) in short 

i) we need to explain their ˸˵ˣ˪˥ˬ this way 

ii)  ˢ˪˞˷ 

(1) What’s the ˭˧ˡ for ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

(a) Who made an unnecessary ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(b) Regardless of whether ˶˦˷˟ ˣ˟˸˩ 

(2) First  

(a) Is the ˪ ˥ ˢˮ˸ˬ 

(3) Second 

(a) If the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥

(b) Can he later be ˶ˤˣ˥ if he’s ˣ˧˪˥ˬ ˡˬˣ˰ 

iii)  ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

(1) ˟ ˶

(a) The s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥– the same as any s˪ ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(b) But  

(i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 
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(ii)  Because for s ˶ˤ˥ the ˭ ˧ˡ is ˞ ˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ˩ 

(2) ˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

(a) "'˧˟ ˭ˣˡ˞ ˧˞ˬ ˞ˮ˰ˡ˧ ˞˪" 

(b) Namely 

(i) maybe the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ isn’t ˪ ˥altogether 

(ii)  because  

1. the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

a. may not have intended to use ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ to transfer his 

˫˧˯˩ˮ 

b. And may instead have intended  

i. to use the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ to bring about ˞˧˶˟ ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞ ˪

2. And s ˸˧ˬ ˶˥˞˪ ˭˧ˮ˵ ˭˧˞ 

4) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

a) Refer to our s ˮ˷ˬ 

i) ˞˷˧˶ 

(1) ˢˮ˸ˬ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˞ˣˢ˷ ˪˩ ˰˵˶˵ ˶˧˧˷˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(a) Meaning  

(i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(2) ˞˲˧˯ 

(a) ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˭˧˞ ˞ˣˢ˷ ˪˩ ˰˵˶˵ ˶˧˧˷ ˞˪ ˢˮ˸ˬ  

(b) Meaning  

(i) ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

b) ˞˧˷˵ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ – part 1 

i) in the ˞ ˷˧˶ that deals with ˸ ˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

ii)  If there is no ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(1) The s ˮ˸ˬ should certainly not be ˪  ˥altogether 

(2) Based on the ˵ ˯˲ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ on  ˢˮ˸ˬ˧˰˟ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˞˭˧ˮ˵  

iii)  So it must be that there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ and that’s why the ˢˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥

c) ˞˧˷˵ part 2 

i) It’s logical that the ˞˲˧˯ that deals with s ˪ˣ˩ ˢ˟˸˩ 

(1) Is similar to the ˞ ˷˧˶ 

(2) And also deals with where he made a ˭˧ˮ˵  

(a) even though the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t necessary 
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ii)  and  

(1) yet the s ˮ˷ˬ says for the ˞ ˲˧˯ that s ˮ˸ˬ ˣ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˭˧˞ 

(2) Meaning that if ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ 

(3) But still implying that the s ˮ˸ˬ is at least ˪  ˥

(4) So how can ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ say "'˧˟ ˭ˣˡ˞ ˧˞ˬ ˞ˮ˰ˡ˧ ˞˪" 

5)  ˣˮ˧˟˶˟˵˰  ˧in ˣ˥˪˷ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

a) ˟˵˰˧ ˣˮ˧˟˶  

i) disagrees with this ˞ ˧˷˵ by ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ 

ii)  and says there is no ˞ ˧˷˵ to ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ from the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

b) Because 

i) Unlike ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ˸˦˧˷ that reasons  

(1) that if the ˞ ˷˧˶ is ˭ ˧ˮ˵˟ the ˞ ˲˧˯ is also ˭ ˧ˮ˵˟ 

ii)   ˣˮ˧˟˶˟˵˰  ˧says that the two aren’t connected 

(1) so that 

(a) Although in the ˞ ˷˧˶ there must be a ˭˧ˮ˵ as we’ve just explained 

(b) In the ˞ ˲˧˯ there is no ˭ ˧ˮ˵ and that’s why the ˢˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥

c) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ at ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ"ˡ on ˸ "˶ 

i) according to ˪ "˷˶ˢˬ ˸˯˶ˠ  

(1) ˸"˶ says that both the ˞˷˧˶ and the ˞ ˲˧˯ deal with where there is no ˭˧ ˮ˵ 

d) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) The correct ˞ ˯˶ˠ must be ˥ "˶ – not ˸ "˶ 

ii)  Because we just established earlier that ˧˟˶˟˵˰˧ ˣˮ  

(1) who is ˫ ˸ ˣˮ˧˟˶ 

(2) Says the ˞˷˧˶ does deal with where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

6) ˨˷ˬˢ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ at ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ"ˡ 

a) But  

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ itself disagrees with the ˳ˣ˶˧˸ of ˫˸ ˣˮ˧˟˶ 

ii)  So the ˞ ˧˷˵ by ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ to ˫ "˟˷˶ is still not answered 

b) Possible ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ to the ˞ ˧˷˵ of ˣ˲˯ˣ˸˸  on ˫ "˟˷˶ 

i) The reason that  

(1) the ˞ ˲˧˯ says the s ˮ˸ˬ of ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

(2) is valid even though we assume (against the s ˦˧˷ of ˫˸ ˣˮ˧˟˶) 

(3) that there was a ˭˧ˮ˵ in the ˞ ˲˧˯ by analogy to the ˞ ˷˧˶ 
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ii)  Is that the whole s ˮ˷ˬ 

(1) Both the ˞ ˷˧˶ and the ˞ ˲˧˯ 

(2) Deals with  

(a) where the ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ was x ˥˩ ˢ˲˧ˬ  

(b) and that’s why the ˢˮ˸ˬ is ˸ ˬ˧˧˵ 

iii)  ˞˧˷˵ 

(1) But the s ˮ˷ˬ doesn’t necessarily deal with a ˶˦˷ 

(2) So how was he ˥ ˩ ˢ˲˧ˬ 

iv) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

(1) He was x ˥˩ ˢ˲˧ˬ 

(2) ˢ˲ ˪˰˟ 

c) Possible ˳ ˣ˶˧˸ dismissed as explained by ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

i) This is a ˵ ˥ˣˡ 

ii)  Because it’s clear from our ˞ ˶ˬˠ that no ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ is needed for ˸ ˴˵ˬ˟ 

iii)  because the ˞˶ˬˠ is ˵ ˯ˣ˲  

(1) That  ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷˧˰˟ ˭˧ˮ˵   

(a) So what is ˧ ˰˟ – what is needed – is only ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(b) and the ˞ ˶ˬˠ says nothing about needing ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ ˧˰˟ 

iv) And since  

(1) No ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ is needed in the ˞˷˧˶ 

(2) It’s ˶˟˸˯ˬ that no ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ is needed in the ˞˷˧˶  
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7) ˢ˦˧˷ of ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

 ˶˦˷ ˞˪˟ ˭˧ˮ˵  ˶˵˧˰) ˶˦˷˟ ˟˧˸˩ˡ ˭˧ˮ˵ˣ ˶˦˷

(˪˞ˣˬ˷ˣ ˟˶ˡ ˭˸˵ˣ˪˥ˬ 

 ˶˦˷˟ ˟˧˸˩ ˞˪ˡ ˭˧ˮ˵ˣ ˶˦˷

 ˭˧˟ ˟˶˪ ˭˧˟ ˪˟˵ˬ˪ ˰˶ˠ)

(˪˞ˣˬ˷˪ 

 ˟˶  ˟˸˩˟ ˭˧˟ ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩˟ ˭˧˟ ˢˮˣ˵

˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ ˞˪˟ ˱˞ ˸˴˵ˬ 

˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩˟ˣ 

(˫"˟˷˶˩ ˞˪˷) 

 ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˫˶˟ ˢˮˣ˵

ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩˟ ˱˞ 

 ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩˟ˣ ˢˮˣ˵

˶ˤˣ˥ 

˪˞ˣˬ˷  ˞˪˟ ˱˞ ˢˮˣ˵ˡ ˞ˢˣ ˟˶˩ ˪"˯

 ˞˪ˡ ˣˮ˧˧ˢ ˢ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩˟ ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧

˫"˟˷˶˩ 

 ˞˪˞ˮ˰ˡ˧  ˣ˞˪ ˧˞ ˢˮˣ˵ ˣ˪˞

˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧˟ 

 ˫˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ˣ ˢˮ˵ ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧˟ ˪˟˞

 ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ˣ ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰

 ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ 

 

ˢˮˣ˵ ˣˮ˧˞ ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧˟ ˣ˞˪ ˧˞ 

 ˫˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ˣ ˢˮ˵ ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧˟ ˪˟˞

 ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ˣ ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰

 ˶ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ 

 ˧ˣ˲˧˧˟ ˪˞ˣˬ˷ ˶ˬ˞ ˢˡˣˢ˧ ˟˶ˣ

˧˶˧˧ˬ˵ ˥˩ 

    ˟˶˪ ˢ"ˬˣ ˣˮ˸ˮ˷ˬ ˣˮ˧˧ˢˣ

 ˶ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ 

 ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˭˧˟ ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˭˧˟ ˪˞ˣˬ˷ˣ

˧˶˧˧ˬ˵ ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧˟ 

 

a) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ disagrees with ˫ "˟˷˶ ˸˦˧˷ in ˪˞ˣˬ˷ and instead sets out this ˢ˦˧˷: 

b) There are three categories of cases 

i) ˭˧ˮ˵ without a ˶ ˦˷ 

ii)  ˭˧ˮ˵ and a ˶ ˦˷ -- where the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is written into the ˶ ˦˷ 

iii)  ˭˧ˮ˵ and a ˶ ˦˷ -- where the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t written into the ˶˦˷ 

c) Where there is ˭ ˧ˮ˵ without a ˶ ˦˷ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ disagrees with ˫"˟˷˶ and says that  

(1) ˢ˪ˣ˩˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷  

(a) is s ˮˣ˵ both for ˟  ˶and ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ without ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ 

(b) and ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(2) ˸˴˵ˬ˟ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ 

(a) Certainly is s ˮˣ˵ since after all it requires a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(b) And we’ve already established even for ˫ "˟˷˶ that ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ isn’t needed 

d) The ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ between ˟  ˶and ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ in our ˞ ˶ˬˠ  

i) applies where there is ˶˦ ˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ ˭˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  In this ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ – both for s ˪ˣ˩ ˟˸˩ and ˸ ˴˵ˬ ˟˸˩ 

(1) ˟ ˶says the s ˮ˸ˬ is ˪  ˥but if ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ 
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(2) ˪˞ˣˬ˷ says "'˧˟ ˭ˣˡ˞ ˧˞ˬ ˞ˮ˰ˡ˧ ˞˪" 

e) Where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ and a ˶ ˦˷ but the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t  ˟ˣ˸˩˶˦˷  ˟

i) ˟ ˶says 

(1) As concerns the ˪˟˵ˬ 

(a) This case is ˰ ˶ˠ relative to where the ˭˧ˮ˵ is ˶ ˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(b) Because  

(i) Where the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is ˶ ˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ the ˭ ˧ˡ is ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

(ii)  But here where the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t ˶˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ the ˭ ˧ˡ is ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

ii)  ˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

(1) Agrees that as concerns the ˪ ˟˵ˬ 

(a) This case is ˰ ˶ˠ relative to where the ˭˧ˮ˵ is ˶ ˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(b) Because 

(i) Where the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is ˶ ˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ we saw that ˪ ˞ˣˬ˷ says ˰ ˡ˞ ˞˪ 

(ii)  But here where the ˭˧ˮ˵ isn’t ˶˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ the ˭ ˧ˡ is certain that the 

ˢˮ˸ˬ isn’t ˸ˬ˧˧˵ without ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ 

8) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) How does ˣ˲˯ˣ˸˸  know that the ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ applies to ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟ˣ˸˩˷ ˶˦˷ 

b) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Because the ˞ ˶ˬˠ says the ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ applies to "˭˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟ˣ˸˩˷ ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ" 

ii)  And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ disagrees with ˫"˟˷˶ who says this is ˞ ˵ˣˡ ˣ˞˪ 

c) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) How does ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ derive that the ˸ ˵ˣ˪˥ˬ applies both for s ˪ˣ˩ and for ˸ ˴˵ˬ 

d) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Because the ˭ ˣ˷˪ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ is ˫ ˸˯ 

ii)  And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸  

(1) disagrees with ˫ "˟˷˶ who says the ˞ ˬ˸˯ is ˞ ˵ˣˡ ˣ˞˪ 

(2) and questions the ˸ˣ˧˞˶ that ˫ "˟˷˶ brought to support his position 

e) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) From where does ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ derive that ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟˸˩ ˞˪˷ ˶˦˷ is ˰ ˶ˠ for ˟ ˶

f) ˸ˢ˟ˣ˷ 

i) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ says  

(1) our s ˮ˷ˬ that deals with 
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(a) where there was a ˶˦˷ 

(i) because it refers to  ˰˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷˟˸˩˷  

(b) as well as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(i) because  

1. we know from the ˵ ˯˲ of our ˞˶ˬˠ that a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ is needed in the 

˞˷˧˶ for ˸˴˵ˬ ˟˸˩ 

2. and ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ compares the ˞ ˲˧˯ to the ˞ ˷˧˶ so that the ˞ ˲˧˯ can 

also deal with where there is a ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(c) But where the ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t written ˶˦˷ˢ ˨ˣ˸˟ 

(i) Since the s ˮ˷ˬ doesn’t say "˭˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟ˣ˸˩˷" 

ii)  And since  

(1) ˟ ˶says ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˣˮ˧˞ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ for ˭˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟ˣ˸˩˷ ˶˦˷ where there is s ˪ˣ˩˟ ˢˮ˸ˬ 

(2) While the s ˮ˷ˬ says  ˡˬ˰ ˫˞˶ˤˣ˥  where there is s ˪ˣ˩˟ ˢˮ˸ˬ 

iii)  It must be that  

(1) For ˟  ˶

(a) The s ˮ˷ˬ is ˰ ˶ˠ for the ˪ ˟˵ˬ because his ˭ ˧ˮ˵ isn’t ˶˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ 

(b) And that’s why for ˟ ˶in the s ˮ˷ˬ the ˭ ˧ˡ is ˶ ˤˣ˥ ˡˬ˰ ˫˞ 

g) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) From where does ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ derive that ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˢ˟ ˟˸˩ ˞˪˷ ˶˦˷ is ˰ ˶ˠ for ˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

h) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Because  

(1) the ˞˶ˬˠ says that in the ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ of ˪˞ˣˬ˷ ˶ˬ˞ ˢˡˣˢ˧ ˟˶  

(a) That by its ˭ ˣ˷˪ deals with ˶ ˦˷˟ ˟ˣ˸˩ ˞˪ˡ ˭˧ˮ˵ 

(2) The s ˮ˸ˬ wouldn’t be ˪ ˥without ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ 

i) ˢ˪˞˷ 

i) Why in the s ˮ˷ˬ is the ˪ ˥ ˢˮ˸ˬ for ˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

j) ˢ˟ˣ˷˸ 

i) Because in the s ˮ˷ˬ there is ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ – the same as in the ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ 

9) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˞˧˷˵ 

i) We said before that  

(1) it’s a ˵˥ˣˡ for ˫"˟˷˶ to say that the ˞ ˲˧˯ of the s ˮ˷ˬ on s ˪ˣ˩˟ ˢˮ˸ˬ deals 

with ˥˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ 
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(2) Because  

(a) this would suggest that the ˞˷ ˧˶ on ˸ ˴˵ˬ also deals with ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ 

(b) and is contrary to the ˵˯˲ that ˸ ˴˵ˬ˟ ˢˮ˸ˬ needs only a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

ii)  so why isn’t it a ˵ ˥ˣˡ for ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ to explain that the s ˮ˷ˬ needs ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧  

b) ˳ˣ˶˧˸ 

i) Part 1 

(1) we’ve said for ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ that there is a ˶ ˦˷ as well as a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ 

(2) And the ˵ ˯˲ of the ˞ ˶ˬˠ on ˭ ˧ˮ˵ ˞˧˰˟ ˸˴˵ˬ where ˥ ˩ ˧ˣ˲˧˧ isn’t needed 

(a) Applies only where there is a ˭ ˧ˮ˵ but no ˶ ˦˷ 

ii)  Part 2 

(1) Here’s proof 

(a) The ˭ ˣ˷˪ of the s ˮ˷ˬ on x ˧˯˩ˮ ˟˸˩ is similar to the ˭ ˣ˷˪ of  ˶ˬ˞ ˢˡˣˢ˧ ˟˶

˪˞ˣˬ˷ 

(b) And we’ve seen 

(i) That the ˞ ˶ˬˠ says outright  

(ii)  that the case of ˪˞ˣˬ˷ ˶ˬ˞ ˢˡˣˢ˧ ˟˶ involves ˥ ˩ ˣ˲˧˧ 
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ˢ˩˧ˤˣ ˟˸˩ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) ˢ˪˞˷ 

a) From a ˞ ˶ˬˠ in  ˵˶˲˭˧˪˥ˣˮ ˷˧ we can derive that a ˧ ˵˧˸˧˧ˡ needs s ˶˧˯ˬ to be valid 

2) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) We can derive the same result from a ˞˶ˬˠ in ˞˰˧˴ˬ ˞˟˟ that ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ brings for 

another purpose: 

i) ˶˧ˤ˥˧ ˞˪ ˢˤ ˧˶ˢ ˧˵˧˸˧˧ˡ ˞˴ˬ unless the ˧ ˵˧˸˧˧ˡ ˟˸ˣ˩ now says "ˣˮ˸" 

ii)  Because  

(1) we’re ˷˷ˣ˥ that the ˧ ˵˧˸˧˧ˡ isn’t valid 

(2) Because maybe the ˧ ˵˧˸˧˧ˡ ˟˸ˣ˩ was never ˶ ˯ˣˬ the ˧ ˵˧˸˧˧ˡ 
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.ˠˮ˵ ˱ˡ 

˶˧˧˷ ˞˪ ˣ˪˧˲˞ ˡ"˞˟ 

See ˰ ˶ˬ ˟˧˩˷ ˸ˮ˸ˬ ˢ"ˡ 
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:ˠˮ˵ ˱ˡ 

˞˟˶ ˶ˬ˞ ˢ"ˡ˸ 

1) First s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) ˞ˬ˦ ˣ˵˧˲˯ ˧"ˢ˶˟ ˢ˞ˬˣ˦ ˵˲˯ 

b)  ˣ˵˧˲˯ ˶"ˢ˶˟ ˢ˞ˬˣ˦ ˵˲˯˶ˣˢ˦  

c) ˟˧˟˯ ˶ˡˠ˟ ˸ˠ˧˧ˣ˯ˬ ˢ˰˵˟ 

i) ˢ˞ˬˣ˦˪ ˫˧˟˶ˢ ˸ˣ˷˶ ˢˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧˟ 

ii)  ˢ˞ˬˣ˦˪ ˡ˧˥˧ˢ ˸ˣ˷˶ ˫˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧˟ 

2) Second s ˬˡ˵ˢ 

a) If a ˵ ˲˯ would be decided  

i) one way if we follow s ˵ˤ˥ 

ii)  and another way if we go ˞ ˸˷ˢ ˶˸˟ 

b) ˟˵˰˧ '˶ follows ˢ˵ˤ˥ 

c) ˭˸ˮ '˶ goes ˞ ˸˷ˢ ˶˸˟ 

3) ˞˶ˬˠ  

a) ˶ˤ˰˪˞ '˶ 

i) Where a person doesn’t know whether he entered a ˢ˰˵˟ in s ˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ or in  ˸ˣˬ˧

˫˧ˬ˷ˠˢ 

(1) ˟˵˰˧ '˶ says the person keeps his starting s˶ˢ˦ ˸˵ˤ˥  

(2) ˭˸ˮ '˶ says  

(a) If the person comes to l "˟ in ˢˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ he’s ˶ˣˢ˦ 

(b) If the person comes to l "˟ in ˫˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ he’s ˞ˬ˦ 

b) ˞˟˶ 

i) ˞˪˞ ˣˮ˷ ˞˪ ˧˪˰ ˣ˶˟˰ ˞˪˷ s ˫˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧˫˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ '˧˪˰ ˣ˶˟˰ ˪˟ ˞

ii)  ˭˞˩˪ˣ ˭˞˩˪ ˡ˧˥˧ˢ ˸ˣ˷˶ 

c) ˫"˟˷˶ and ˥ "˶ disagree on the meaning of this ˞˶ˬ˧ˬ by ˞ ˟˶ 

4) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ as explained by ˞ "˷˶ˢˬ 

a) ˶ˣ˞˧˟ of the ˞ ˟˶ˡ ˞˶ˬ˧ˬ by ˧ "˶ who is the ˧ ˟˶ of the ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ ˪˰˟ 

i) ˞˟˶ disagrees with ˶ ˤ˰˪˞ '˶ who says that for ˭˸ˮ '˶ we always go ˞ ˸˷ˢ ˶˸˟ for 

ˢ˞ˬˣ˦ ˵˲˯ 

ii)  We only go ˞ ˸˷ˢ ˶˸˟ when the ˪ ˞ˣ˷ comes to l "˟ in ˢˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ 

(1) where the ˪ ˞ˣ˷ is unsure whether he entered  



 94 

(a) In this s ˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ 

(b) or in the preceding ˫ ˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ 

(i) so that the nearest season is ˢˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ and we can rely on ˞˸˷ˢ ˶˸˟ 

to say he’s ˶ˣˢ˦ 

iii)  but where  

(1) the ˪ ˞ˣ˷ comes to us in s ˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ of year 2 

(2) and 

(a) knows that he didn’t enter in ˢˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ of year 2 

(3) but is unsure whether 

(a) he entered in s ˬ˥ˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ of year 1  

(b) or in the ˫ ˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧ that followed 

(4) we don’t go ˞˸˷ˢ ˶˸˟ and say the ˪ ˞ˣ˷ is ˶ ˣˢ˦ 

(5) because  

(a) ˫˧ˬ˷ˠˢ ˸ˣˬ˧  

(i) are the days nearest to ˞˸˷ˢ 

(ii)  during which the ˪ ˞ˣ˷ might have entered the s˰ ˵˟ 

iv) ˧"˶ says ˧ ˬ˪˷ˣ˶˧ also appears to follow this s ˦˧˷ 

b) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ asks various ˸ˣ˧˷˵  

i) on how ˫ "˟˷˶ understands ˥ "˶ on the ˞ ˶ˬ˧ˬ of ˞˟˶ 

c) And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ concludes that 

i) since ˥"˶ wrote only that "˶ˤ˰˪˞ '˶ˡ˞ ˵˪ˣ˥ ˞˟˶"  

ii)  ˥"˶ might follow the same s ˦˧˷ as ˧ "˶ the ˧ ˟˶ of the ˸ ˲˯ˣ˸ˢ ˪˰˟ 

iii)  Because this s ˦˧˷ also says that ˞ ˟˶ disagrees with ˶ ˤ˰˪˞ '˶ as we’ve 

explained  

5) ˞"˷˶ˢˬ 

a) This approach explains  

i) Why after ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ mentions that ˥ "˶ says ˞ ˟˶ disagrees with ˶ ˤ˰˪˞ '˶ 

(1) ˸ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ doesn’t say 

(a) ˪ ˢ˞˶ˮ ˧˟˶˪ˣ"˷˶˲"  

(b) Because this would incorrectly suggest that ˧˟˶ disagrees with ˥ "˶  

ii)  And ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ instead says 

(a) ˷˶˲˪ ˧˟˶˪ ˢ˞˶ˮˣ 

(b) That suggests that ˧˟˶  
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(i) doesn’t disagree with ˥"˶ 

(ii)  but is instead ˷˶˲ˬ the ˥ "˶ 

b) note also that  

i) where ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ says in our ˞ ˯˶ˠ on ˥ "˶ 

(1) ˬ˷ˣ" ˞ ˧˶˟ˡ˩"˧ˬ˪˷ˣ˶˧˟ ˞˸˧˞ˡ˩ ˶ˬˣ˪ ˢ˴˶ ˭ˮ˥ˣ˧ '˶ 

ii)  ˞"˷˶ˢˬ is ˯ ˶ˣˠ that ˸ ˣ˲˯ˣ˸ says 

(1) ˬ˷ˣ" ˞"˧ˬ˪˷ˣ˶˧˟ ˞˸˧˞ˡ˩ ˶ˬˣ˪ ˢ˴˶ ˧˟˶ ˧˶˟ˡ˩ 


