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1) 7272
a) First p109
) DRI’ 9123270 PMAR N2 NONIA WOR O 1R OR unn PROW 2135 7971 200 XY
ii) We’ll refer to this P109 as "nn X quan" or as 'K XIp
b) Second P09
i) DRIW° °12 Mvn P27 INPMI2 WOR °D IR TUNY 70N 901 200 KN
ii) We’ll refer to this P09 as "R 70A% qVAR" or as '2 XIp
2) mnpa
a) The oo

i) require that a woman avoid the 7%m1 naon that might come about if she marries
a %¥2 who’s not of her vaw

i) noxw
(1) How might there be 7%m1 n2vo if she marries a 2 not of her vaw
iii) mawn

(1) Either by 12 n2o if her 7%n1 is ultimately inherited by her son who belongs
to the vaw of her Hv2

(2) Or by 2¥2 nao if her 7%m1 is ultimately inherited by her husband who
belongs to the other vaw

3) X
a) introduction

i) two mn>1a deal with whether '} &7p and "2 X1 deal with 12 n2o or 7¥2 n2°0

2 Xn™M3 'R RN*M2
"2 Rp 'R XP 2 RP 'R XP
"R AR | "non X aoen" "R auRb" | "non OX aoen"
Sva 12 Sva 1 2"awA now
Sya 12 Yya Sya n"1 now

b) First Xn*"2 according to 0"aw"
i) 'a2X7p must deal with 5y2
(1) At this point the X3 hasn’t determined why "2 X177 must deal with 9¥2 nao
(2) But at ®°210 710 the X3 explains that "9nX" in '2 X3P implies 7¥2



4)

5)

6)

c)

d)

i1) So 'X X7p must deal with 12 because otherwise it’s a X710
i1i1) Note that
(1) It can’t be that '} Xn™M 2 relies on a X720 that '& &7p deals with 12
(2) Because
(a) Had the Xn>>12 held that there was a valid X720 of this kind
(b) It wouldn’t have relied on a X710 to teach that '} Xp deals with 12
First Xn>721 according to n""
i) '2 X7 must deal with %¥2
(1) At this point the X3 hasn’t determined why "2 X197 must deal with ¥2 nao
(2) But at X°210 710 the X3 explains that "9nxR" in "2 X9p implies 22
ii) So 'R X7p also deals with %¥2 and we’re not concerned about X0
Second Xn*12 according to both 2"aw" and n"A
1) 'R X7p must deal with 12 based on a X720 explained by o"2wA
ii) So '2 X7p must deal with 5¥2

(1) Because this Xn*12 is concerned with X0

In summary

a)

The two mn»M2
1) For o"awn

(1) Differ only on how they prove that '} X797 is 122 and "2 X7p is 7¥22
i1) For n"

(1) Differ on whether '® X7p is %22 ('R ®n»92) or 122 ("2 Xn*12)

L qalab)

a)

b)

Xowp
i) Xn%y °7157 that "2 X7p is Hva2
1) ynwn R

717N

i) "R"in "2 R implies 2¥2

Analyze the X°wp of the X723 both for "2wA and an 11°27

a)

Both for 2"aw" and n"

1) the Xwp of "vawn *Rn" can’t apply to "2 Xn*"2

ii) Since both agree that 'a Xn>72 knows that '2 R7p is 2¥22
(1) because

(a) X120n we know that X»np Xp is 122



(b) so that '2 X7 must be Yv22 in order not to be a X7n*
b) The X°wp does apply to '& Xn»12
i) Fora"awn
(1) Because for o"2wn we’ve proved
(a) that '} Xn*12 knows of no X120 to decide that 'R X7p deals with 12

(b) that '} Xn>>72 says 'R Xp deals with j2 only because it’s a X710 since
'2 X7p deals with 5va

(c) soit’s correct to ask how do we know that '2 X1p is ¥22 and to answer
that we know it from the my»wn» of NK

i1) for n"
(1) because for "1 we’ve shown that '& &n»721 says that
(a) since "2 X1p deals with 9y2
(b) 'R X1 also deals with 5y2

(2) So it’s also correct to ask how do we know that 'a X1p is H¥22 and to
answer that we know it from the my»wn of xR

7) mooin part 1 as explained by R"wan
a) Introduction
1) For n"1 we understand that the X713 couldn’t ask
(1) 1%y *2157 that '8 Rp is 122
(2) vawn "xn
i1) Because
(1) 'R ®n»92 in fact says '® Rp is Hva2
(2) "2 ®n*12 says 'R XIp is 122 based on a &120
b) xwp
1) But for 2"awn

(1) I can accept that the X713 understands that '2 Xn*12 says '& Xp is 722
because of X120

(2) but we’ve proved that '& Xn»12 doesn’t accept that there’s a valid X720 to
apply '® X7p to 12

(3) and

(a) so long as the X3 doesn’t realize that '2 X applies to 2¥2 because of
the mynwn of "nx"

b) we also have no proof that 'k X7 is a X710 that needs to be applies to
p pp
12

(4) so



(a) at the same time that the &773 asks for ' X092 how do you know that
'2 X7p deals with 5va

(b) the X713 could also have asked how do you know that '& &7 deals with
1

8) mpoIN part 2 on NMXOIA by 2"aw" and 1" in the X3 -- as explained by X"win
a) The X3 introduces the two nIN**12 by saying "7¥257 N2°02 X*1N 1277 N2°02 X°1n"
i) Fora"awn

(1) This means that each of the nin>72 applies one X7 to 12771 N2°0 and the
other X1p to Hva n2°0

i1) But for n"9
(1) This means that
(a) '2 X012 says 'R Xp deals with 12 n2°0
(b) '} Xn>>2 says '® X deals with Hva na'o
b) next
i) n"7is 0 that the X3 says "2¥2 n2°02 X°1n"
(1) To introduce 'X Xn>92 that says '} X7p deals with 9¥2 n2°0
(2) And to suggest that "2 Xn™72 disagrees and says '} X7p deals with 12 n2°0
ii) 0"awn isn’t 07 the words "»v2 n2°02 xoan"

(1) Because for 2"awn both nmin»12 agree that '2 X7p — and only '2 X7p — deals
with %¥2 n20

c) Next
1) The first X072 says
(1) According to the X073 of 2"2w"
(a) 1271 23577 31277 N0 'R XP]
(b) ¥277 N202 RYX PR IX 1277 N2D2 WA NN
(c) MR HYai n2on T ['2 RIP] MR RIWwD
(d) 727 nao2 ['R RIP] 2Pk "R 1 KA
(1) So that the Xn™92 uses a XN to derive that '& X7 deals with 12
(2) According to the X073 of "1
(a) 7272 2137 127 N2 ['R RP]
(b) ¥277 N202 RYX 1R IX 1277 N202 WA NN
(c) 7271 23377 H¥a7 N202 T [12 RIAP] MR RITWD
(1) So that the xn™2
1. doesn’t say "o»pn "X o XI"



2. holds that Xmn> is no issue
3. and applies both *Xp to H¥2
d) Next
1) Asaleadinto'a xn»2
(1) n"
(a) is DM 127 N2°02 X"
(b) Because "2 ®n»»12 differs from 'X X072 and says Xnp X7p is 122
(2) o"awN
(a) Is o simply "77°X X°1n"
(b) Because '& X012 also says that &»p 87p is 722
e) Next
1) '2Xn*12 both for 2"aw" and N1 says:
(1) 7271 23377 H¥a7 naoa [a RP]
(2) 1277 N202 ROX KR X Y27 N202 WK DR
(3) MK 327 1207 07T 'R XAP] MR XITWD
(4) 5ya7 n20a ['2 RIP] 2°pn IR 1 X7
(a) So that the Xn>92 uses a X1n> to derive that '2 Xp deals with Hva
9) X"wnnn part 1
a) noRw
1) why doesn’t n1901n agree with o"2w"
b) n2wn
1) MooIn thinks it’s a P17 to say that
(1) a lead-in that says "7¥2 n2°02 X°1n j2 N2°02 R°N"

(2) means that that the mn>12 agree that one Xp deals with 32 n20 and the
other deals with %¥a nao

10) X"wnan part 2
a) 7" and v"X"
1) Agree with 0"2w" nvw because they are "77°X X°1n" 071

ii) But say that "2 Xn»92 says that '2 X7 deals with Hv2 n2°0 because it uses the
word "nR"

b) Xowp

i) Both 0"aw" and m»don agree that '2 Xn»72 says directly that '2 87p deals with
5¥2 n2°0 because of a x>



c) YN
1) 7"7and v"&" say that

(1) After the X711 has explained that '& Xn»92 is based on the concept that the
mynwn of ANk applies to 9¥2 and not to 12

(2) the X3
(a) can withdraw from its prior assumption that the nin>72 disagree

(b) and can accept that 'a Xn>12 sets out a XMN» approach only Xnna»
XN2NT
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I'mIN 2TYA "7 27927 Xn'h DI XA

1) Xanxat :X°p 77 and .2p 77

2)

a)

b)

ToRW
i) How do we know that \nwx w1 Hv2
m2wn
i) A 0o says that TT¥9R was 112 DR°D NV NP3
i) If 7199 didn’t have 0°051 how did ond get to own 0°021
ii1) Must be that

(1) Wnwx war Hya

(2) And onrs inherited these 0°031 from his wife
ROWPp
i) maybe

(1) WWR DR W 1K D32

(2) And the o031 came to or1°d from 2°»N ATW

X3 here

a)
b)

c)

d)

a %y1 isn’t w7 any 0°021 that a wife inherits after she dies and that counts as "X
TR
1) what is the Mpn of this 17
ynw Xn
1) Y937 PR 0O WOWY DWWV 12 970 R DR 79I 20w
ii) Presumably the 0°021 had belonged to 213w nwx the mother of "X
ii1) 21w wasn’t w1 these 0°021 because
(1) The 0°051 were X1 and PImMd "R WA IR H¥2
iv) Instead 7°X* was w11 these 0°021 from his mother
WP
1) Maybe °X> was w77 these 0°021 from his wife
ii) And in fact prmin23 MX2 WA HYa
'aRbY
1) Ynw XN
(1) 122 0D NY232 MR 172P DA TR 12 MYIR)
(2) Since the 0°021 were called on1°0 ny23 and not TTYOR NYIX



(a) It’s m1owm that ond wasn’t WY these 0°021 from his father 2TvyoxR

ii) Presumably the 0°021 had belonged to 21v9R nwx the mother of or1s
iii) TTY9R wasn’t w11 these 0°021 because

(1) The @021 were "X and PIMIRD IR WP 1R Hva
iv) Instead on1d was w11 these 0°021 from his mother

f) xwp

1) Maybe

(1) Had the o°021 belonged to TYox NWX

(2) 71y9% would have been w11 the 0°021 even if they were only »X7 on her
death

i1) But in this case
(1) The o021 never belonged to YR NWK
(2) And instead on1°d got the 0°031 as 2N ATW

g 7N

1) The reference to 112 01°D NY23 suggests
(1) that there was a 770 7 between o0 and T1¥9% on who owned the 0°021
(2) and that 112 won

i1) now
(1) 71¥%% would have had no claim at all to P71 77w that came to ond
(2) So it must be that the 770 7°7 involved

(a) A claim by 7YX that he was "X1 w91 from his wife the mother of
o]ghi]

(b) And a 17 pod that a P¥2 isn’t »%1 w7 from his wife
(3) So that 112 or1d was w11 these 0°021 from his mother
3) X"wann
a) Xowp
1) Why didn’t the X723 answer the same y17°n at .2%p 77
i) that

(1) because of the word 112 it couldn’t be that or1°s got the property as 77w
[aljalnlyt

(2) So that
(a) it had to be that or1’d was w11 the 0°021 from his wife
b) yn

10



1) In our X210
(1) The issue is whether the 0°021 came to 012’0 from his mother or from 7»7n
(2) And the y17°n is proper that
(a) If the o°021 came from his mother
(1) there could have been the 770 1°7
1. between ond and TYoK that’s implied by the word 12
(i1) on whether 21¥2X could inherit these 0°021 from his wife
i1) but at :X°p 7
(1) The issue is whether the 0°031 came to or1°s from his wife or from 7°»7n
(2) And
(a) Even if they came from his wife
(b) There would be no possible claim by 71¥%x to inherit from his 1%
c) Nwp
1) In our X210
(1) Why doesn’t the X3 challenge the &3 from on1°d
(2) The same way as it challenged the X3 from 7°X>:
(a) Xwp
(1) Maybe &> was w71 these 0°021 from his wife
(i1) And in fact prminas "R WA H¥2
d) y™n
1) For the same reason:

(1) the &3 realizes that the word 112 — and the 770 17 it implies -- wouldn’t
be appropriate if the 2°031 came to or1°® from his own wife

(2) Since 1v9% would have had no claim to 0°021 of orYD NWX

11
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1) opod

2)

3)

4)

a)

b)

First p10o

i) 127 1PNAR N2 NP2 WOR PO bR DR ARn L. 7901 2100 K
Second 105

i) 12717112 WOR *D IR Uk 7unn 7901 210N K?

lakizhl

a)

The P05

i) require that a woman avoid the 7%m1 n2on that might come about if she marries

a 7¥a who’s not of her vaw
i) 7oRw

(1) How might there be 7711 n2o if she marries a 9¥2 not of her vaw
iii) 720wn

(1) Either by 12 n2o if her 7%m1 is ultimately inherited by her son who belongs

to the vaw of her va

(2) Or by %2 nao if her 7%m1 is ultimately inherited by her husband who
belongs to the other vaw

X722

a)
b)

c)

d)

the first p10o deals with 72 n2o and the second 105 deals with 5va nao
TORY
i) how do we know that the second 109 deals with 7¥2 nao
12N
i) because the second 105 refers to WX
Xowp
1) But the first P10 also refers to v k!
717N
i) pr¥> 72 7M1 27 MK ROR
(1) The second P10» refers to 2¥2 N0 because it refers to P27
Rowp
1) But the first P09 also refers to 127!

moeoIn

a) Neither the 7870 nor prx® 72 3911 27 were familiar with the first P10

b)

And that’s why they didn’t realize that w°& and 227 also appear in that P09

12



5) 0"awn as explained by mooIn

a)

b)

xowp
iy If

(1) prx> 72 2m1 27 hadn’t responded to the X*wp that the first p109 also says
R

i1) Then
(1) I could agree with m»oIn regarding prx> 12 171 27
(2) and I could say
(a) that prix> 92 yam1 27 wasn’t familiar with the first P05
(b) And that’s why he didn’t realize that yp27> appears in the first p109
iil) But
(1) Since prx> 72 1m1 27 did respond to this Xwp
(2) it’s obvious that prix® 92 1111 27 was familiar with the first P09
iv) Then
(1) how is it that prix> 72 yam1 27 didn’t realize that the first P09 also says 27
Y17°n as explained by X"wAmn
i) the 1¥7n who relied on ¥°X and prx® 92 1413 27 who relied on P27
(1) both realized that both w°X and P27 are set out in the first P10
i1) but
(1) the 1x7n said

(a) the w°X in the first P05 wasn’t relevant to teach Hv2 nao because that
X was reserved for another 7w

(b) while w°X in the second 105 teaches Hva nao
(2) pri¥ 92 jPm 20

(a) Asked n°x1 7 to apply to the other 7wn7 the WX in the first P09
instead of the w°X in the second 105

(3) And that’s why prx® 92 1411 21 instead said that
(a) W27 in the first p109 is reserved for another w27
(b) while 1227 in the second P09 teaches 2v2 nao
ii1) To which the X3 asks prx 92 jam1 20:

(1) n°&7 7n to apply to another 7wA7 the 1727 in the first 7109 instead of the
1727 in the second P10

6) X"wamn

a)

Xowp

13



b)

1) why didn’t pr¥> 92 1am1 21 realize that his "X from P27 would be 7797 based
on the same 71vv of N°R7 1in that prix® 72 111 27 used to be 7197 the X1 of the
%N

'Rt

i) pnx° 72 9m 27 didn’t know the X1 X9pWw in the X 13 that said the X1 from
v°X had been 7791 based on K 1

Xwp
1) Then why didn’t prx¥> 92 1413 27 accept the Y17°n of WX
'aRbe
i) Because to priy> 12 1am1 27 the word " K" isn’t necessarily a reference to Hva
RIpon of R"wAnn
1) Now that we’ve said for prx¥> 92 yam1 27
(1) That he didn’t hear the ¥wp of n°X7 1in
i1) We can return to the basic approach of m»oin
(1) There is nothing that proves that Prx> 92 111 27 was *p2 in the first P09

(2) It’s possible that he didn’t realize that the words w°X and 227> appear in
the first p10o

(3) He certainly was P2 in the second P10

(a) Because he relies on the 1227 in the second 105
(4) So he certainly knew that w°X appeared in the second 105
(5) But

(a) he still didn’t rely on @°X in the second 109

(b) Because & to him doesn’t imply 5v2

14
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J"T NYUVl TV ['NT X'210

1) Introductory points

a)

b)

d)

e)

point 1
i) there is no 17 NN at night
i1) so "7 n"2 can’t be 77 at night based on any m7y at all
Point 2
i) noRw
(1) If "2 is M7y 22pn at night can they be 77 based on this M7y by day
(2) In other words does NM7¥ n%2p count as 17 NonNA
i) mawn
(1) o"awn
(a) M7y n22p doesn’t count as "7 NN
(b) And 7"2 can be 77 by day based on this M7y
(2)°"
(a) MY n22ap also counts as "7 N2°1N
(b) 7"2 can’t be 17 by day based on this m7y
Point 3
1) aperson who was 7°v» to an event -- an "1 7"
ii) can’t be a 1°°7 on that event even to be M7y 22pn from others
ii1) because ™7 WY1 TV PR
Point 4
i) Ifan 7ynn 7y is 7vaR 700
ii) Then all other o>y are also 2109
iii) Based on 7912 %02 angpn 702w My
Point 5
i) Ifaperson sees an event and was only 7¥:77 11o0%
(1) o"awn says
(a) It doesn’t matter whether he saw the event by day or at night
(b) The 717 is the same as if he were 7vaI v
(c) and he can’t be a 1°°7 on the event even to be M7y 72pn from others

(2) °"1 says

15



(a) It doesn’t matter whether he saw the event by day or at night
(b) He doesn’t count as an 7°yni 7
(c) Further
(1) In point 6 we’ll show that
1. if he saw the event by day
2. then when he acts as 7°7 he can rely on what he himself saw
2) R0 RYPw between 0"awA and °" in M3» N30 on point 5
a) "“X7to 0"aw" from .1 Non
1) "or"™
(1) 72°02 0910 MTY 2109 IR 2P 712 TR R¥A]
i1) "2n
(1) For "ax1177 79" who wasn’t 79779 111001 the m17v of the others isn’t 12
(2) Here’s proof
(a) If 0715 M7y is 2v2 where AR TV is 2109
(b) Then
(1) Where two 10X are 1X117 2°7Y a 77°X"
(i1) What can be done to be 77 and punish the nx17
ii1) Apparently
(1) The 713 says that
(a) For o1 "
(1) 79012 31M7Y even for AT TY
(b) For 20
(1) 79012 31M7Y where 7°vi2 111901
iv) The 7297 follows *27
v) And

(1) Once we’ve established that 7°v7% 120 counts the same as 7°vian v for
"31 0w My

(2) 7v1% 11207 also counts as °vnn 7Y for the rule that 17 w1 7v PR
b) X270 of *"1 to this "X1 as explained by X"wImn
1) Here’s the correct bW in M>o» according to the Xipon there
ii) Both "0y "1 and "2 agree that 7902 M7y applies only to v v
1i1) *27 asks "0 "
(1) How is it that

16



(a) we can let the first niX to be 7°¥»

(b) without fear that we will inadvertently later allow the second X to
become an v 7Y and be 019 the M7y of the first nx

(2) and
(a) if we have this fear
(b) how can we be 17 and punish a 1¥17 when two 71X were X1 7y
iv) "27 answers
(1) Must be that

(a) before the first X is 7°¥» we ask the second nX whether he’s 1507
VY

(b) and if he says no we’re confident he won’t be 7°yn later
3) X1 X9pPWw between 0"2wn and °" in our R%3 on point 5
a) Xl
1) persons
(1) who come to be 7917 nX 922 and saw the 17711 distribute his 0°021
(2) can decide to be either o7¥ or 0°17 on what they saw
b) Xwp to 2"awn nvw
i) Presumably 1727 10151 means that 7°¥a% 11110
i1) So why is it they can still decide to be 0217
c) 7N
i) 9p2% 10101 doesn’t mean that 7°v17% 10101
4) Additional points
a) Point 6
1) If a person sees an event by day
i1) And
(1) for *" nvw he didn’t become an 7v17 7Y
(2) For 0"awn nv*w he wasn’t 7°¥71% 1120
1i1) Then
(1) Not only can he be a 77
(2) But he can also be 77 based on what he himself saw
(3) So that "&an 79173 "7y 7w R RS
b) Point 7
i) 7oRw

17



(1) If a person sees an event at night
(2) And
(a) for "1 nvw he didn’t become an T°yni1 7Y
(b) For 2"awn nu>w he wasn’t ¥ 1200
(3) can he later be 77 based on what he saw
i) maWwn
(1) No

(2) "X a7 avnw ®an X9 doesn’t apply to an event that a person sees at
night

iii) noxw
(1) Why not
iv) 7awn
(1) For "
(a) "X AT Y Y RN X9 means simply

(i) that what a 17 sees counts as if he were M7v %2pn from another
person

(ii) so if a 17 saw an event at night this counts as if he were M7y %2pn
at night

(ii1)and we established earlier that > says that "7 n°a can’t be 77— even
during the day — based on m7¥ n%2p that was taken at night

(2) for o"awn
(a) this 7207 of 7Y »w XN XY
(i) wouldn’t explain why there is no 7y X7n X at night

(i1) because we established earlier that 0"2w" says that 17 n°2 can in
fact be 17-during the day — based on m7¥ n%2p that was taken at
night

(b) so 0"aw" needs to explain that
(1) mymw Ran XY works by day only because

1. what a 17 sees in his role as 397 is at least as much evidence
to the 17 as testimony that the 17 hears from 27y

2. so that the 17 can be 77 on the event without 2°7v nvap
altogether

(i1) this doesn’t work at night because at night there is no 17 n>nni so
the person didn’t see the even in his role as 17

c) point 8
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1) we’ll soon prove that a person
(1) who sees an event at night
(2) And who can be a ™7 because
(a) for *"1 nvw he didn’t become an 7v17 7Y
(b) For 2"awn nv*w he wasn’t 7°¥71% 1100
(3) Can accept m7y from others on this event
il) XWwp to 0"aw"
(1) We established in point 5 for 0"aw that
(a) If a person sees an event even by day and was 7°¥71% 11501
(b) he can’t be 17 even to be M1y 92pn from others
(2) so why is it that
(a) when there is no defect of 7°¥77% 11501
(b) but there is the defect that he saw the event at night

(c) that he can be 77 based on 0°7¥ n%2p from others on what happened at
night

iii) YN
(1) this in fact proves
(a) That to be 7°v732 P1on1 is ¥3 and is a greater defect
(b) Than to have seen an event at night rather than by day

5) X7 to 0"awn nvw on point 5: that a person who’s 7°¥n? 11901 can’t be MY Yapn
NN

a) 719 A7 MW WK 7N
i) M2 Nynw 12387 saw the wn by day or at night {according to the X1°nx 77}
(1) then
(a) if 1% forms a three-man 7"2 with “5ww 770
(b) 1YY 12387 can say MTY to this 7"2 even though it includes "%
i) X
(1) xwp
(a) why can’t "Y1 NYnw 121X
(1) if they saw the w7In by day
(ii) act as 0°1>7 and be w7pn based on "R 7T 7YY RN KW
1i1) X°Wp to 2"2aw1 NVW
(1) Why didn’t the &3 answer this X*wp by saying that
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(a) 171 YA 127 were Y7 11N
(b) and that’s why there is no rule of X7 72173 YW XN K7
(c) and that’s why they have to be m7v %2apn from third parties
iv) Y170
(1) Must be that o"2w" says
(a) That if they had been 7°¥77% 11501
(b) "% could no longer serve as 17 even to accept 2R M7V
6) 17 WY1 TY PRI "N
a) "
1) We’ve established for *"9 that 17 AWyl R v 7V
i1) There are several n1x"
(1) that this applies only Xn»71X72
(2) but that 112772 even ™7 WY1 7Y TY
b) w"x"

1) We also need the same n1°XA to prove even for 2"2w" that 177 AWyl A7 7Y
even XNMIRT2

7) X"wann
a) Xwp on ¥"R)
i) But our X*210 deals with 0°001 P2°11 that is a Xn»RT P7
i1) And all M w agree that
(1) if those who were 127 10121 were only PR 27y
(2) 17 YW ¥ 772M3 ¥
b) y1n
1) From our X0
(1) we only know that ova 81177 7v (for > even 7>y 1M5nnw)

(2) can become a 17 to rely on what he himself saw based on 7v°nw Rin &>
ORI TN

ii) We still need proof for what we said in Point 8 that
(1) If an 781777 7Y sees an event at night
(2) he can still serve as a 17 to be M7y 22pn from others
(3) And that this applies even Xn»7IX72

iii)) An example of one of these proofs is the case in 7Iwn WX

(1) where the Xna established that
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(a) "% who is the remaining 17 and who is at least an X7 7Y
(b) is M7V Sapn from NYRYI 12K

(1) Even though w7na w17°p is RN™MIRT

(i1) And even if he was an X177 7V at night
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v a"1n
1) mnTpa
a) Mbm 770 mentioned in MYMI NWID
1) 12
il) na
iil) 2R
v) nx
V) aROMR
b) Mm% 170 with the addition of 7vn% winwn °1°7
1) I99IRE™M 2
ii) 572997 X3 N2
111) 1999% SRX X
V) 19999 SR 1X
V) 1997 OREIN IR NN
C) 1oYnY wnawn
1) For this purpose assume the P10 listed only 28 N2 12
i1) Stage 1
(1) The nn is W to the °217p that we’ve already derived
(a) Namely to 28 N2 72 and 12777 "R¥Y
1i1) Stage 2
(1) If none of these exist
(2) We consider as if
(a) the 0’021 were 2K 12p2 wHwHA
(b) and the 2& is 2°man to his o°217p that we’ve already derived
(1) First to his 72 (who is i °nR) and 13777 "Ry
(i1) Second to his na (who is nNA77 MAR) and 7577 "X
(i11))And so on
iv) Note that n»i nx
(1) Is war both
(a) by way of wmnwn
(b) and because he is listed n17m1 2702
2) nwrr of mnX 12
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a) We’ve established that NIIR are MW based on 79¥1? Wwawn to 2R
b) In the next step
i) NIX °12 are MY from MINKR under VN WIMWA as her 777 XYY
3) XM
a) the P10 says only that 12 goes before na
b) oKXW
1) how do we know that X 12 goes before NX N2
c) mawn
) AWK IwIh N e wopn
4) 10"aw" (as explained by m»doin)
a) INWXRI AW
i) refers to 7w by N2 72 who are mentioned 71WXN2 in NI 770

b) "w w17 refers to 7w by X who is mentioned second in w17 170 after 12 and
na

c) The wp i teaches that
i) Justas na> a7p 12 in MWK WY
i) Just so MIAR? QTP X in 1w WY
5) moon
a) Xwp
i) mTen
(1) o"awn is right that we can compare 1X and NMIAX to N1 72
(2) Because
(a) the 7%m of both 32 and nX is listed X1pa
(b) and doesn’t depend on wnwn
i1) but how can you compare
(1) mnX 12 who are w11 only based on wnwn
(2) To 12 whose w17 is listed &7p2
iii) Maybe
(1) Where o021 and m12°p1 are both w71 based on wawn
(2) The 7w of the 007 isn’t strong enough to give them 717 over M2°p2
b) 7170 as explained by X"wAnn
1) This is what the X713 means by "1 AWRY 7Y
(1) AWK AW means N1 12

23



(2) 1w w7’ means
(a) 1271 72 and 727 N2
(b) and every other person who is w1 by 7un? wnwn
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T T

AUX Aan a"T1n

1) anpn

2)

3)

a) Partl
i) NwRn v Ny is based on their maRw-relationship
b) Part2
i) At .»p 7 based on a 7% from ono
i1) The X713 determines that
(1) ASyaisn’t 2021 WY
(a) that come to his wife after she died
(b) and that were only X2% *1%1 when she died
(2) so that
(a) "pPrmimas MIRT2 YR W Sya PR
(3) And in other words
(a) "12pa ROWI WK WA Sy PR
c) Part3
1) We assume that 1m&n 712 w17 is based on a map-relationship between them
1) Since
(1) we know from another 7P that 22p2 X°wWD MR WA 12
(2) it follows that this m2a»p-relationship isn’t ¥p5 by ax nn°»
d) part4
i) at :01p 77 the X3 says that there is a WP n between 12 and 92
N2
a) 72p2 WK DX WA YT PR 77V DR AWK A"
b) "12p2 MK DR WA 127 PR 732 DR AWK AR
c) note that the X3 doesn’t say who died first and is 722
" of 0"awn in "7%¥2 NR AWK o' as explained by 0"2°1 and X"awA
a) Partl
i) 93P INWwR IR WA HYa PR
1) Means
(1) Where 1wk dies first and is 7122 and her 2°021 are "IX"
b) Part2
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4)

1) We established in the 7791 that we derive this rule from on at :2p 77
c) Part3

i) Since 2van P is based on MRWY

ii) The 7% from ond proves that MIRW is ¥pd by ann»
d) Part4

1) Once we know that inn™» "y ¥p5 MY

i) It’s 72non that MR is also ¥po by 1nnn

i11) So that

(1) 72p2 RwIws MWK WA HY2A PR

e) Part5s

i) Based on the wp> at :01p 77

ii) We derive from %2 to 12 that 72p2 XWX WY 12 PR

ii1) And it doesn’t matter that we know from another source

(1) That 92p2 XWX W 12

X"wIn
a) Nwp
1)  Why not say the opposite
ii) Part 1
(1) We know from another source that
(2) 72p2 ROWI MR WA 12
ii1) Part 2
(1) This rule proves that
(2) Their M2 p isn’t ¥p5 by her nnn
iv) Part 3
(1) So it’s 72non that their m2»p also isn’t ¥ by 1nn™»
(2) So that 72p2 RITWD MR W 12
v) Part4
(1) Based on the wp i at :01p 77
(2) We derive from 32 that 12p2 X37W2 WMWK W Hya
vi) And it doesn’t matter that we know from :3°p 77
(1) That 72p2 ®7W2 INWR WA Hya PR
b) v

i) The death of Hva certainly has a greater effect on M Rw than 7wk nn°n
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5)

6)

7)

8)

i1) So it can’t be that m°Xw is ¥ by 7nn°» but not by 1nn»
70w of MooIn as explained by 0"2°7 and X"wAn
a) To teach that 12p2 X17W 7R WA 12 PR
i) There is no need to start with 922 R7W> INWKR W Hv2 PR
b) Instead
i) We derive that 12p2 X3Ww5 WK W Hv2 PR
(1) X720
(2) Because we say &120n that M7 R Y5 by 0™
c) We then apply the wp*11 to 12 to teach that 72p2 RiTW> 1K W 12 PR
R"wnn
a) Xwp
i) If we know X207 that \nnon "y ¥ps MIRY

ii) Why does the X713 at :2°p 77 need to rely on 2>71°% from on» to teach that P
92P2 ROAWI MR INWR WP Sva

b) y°n
1) Partl

(1) Note that for "2 nv°w we weren’t forced to say that ypo mIXw even by
annm

(2) And

(a) Because we’ve already explained that M7 Xw is more ¥pd by 1nn°a than
annon

(b) It’s possible that mAXw is ¥p5 by 1nn°» but not by 7nnn»
i1) Part 2
(1) That’s why the 7%°% from on» is needed to show that
(a) Even though M Xw isn’t ¥pd by 7nnn
(b) Still "2ap2 X\Wws MWK WA Hva PR"
maoin
a) XWwp as explained by &"wann below

1)  Why is it that the X773 in M2° says for another 17 that M°Xw isn’t ¥pd by
annn

R"wn
a) Nwp

i) But we just established that this is precisely the reason we need the 7% from
Omnio:
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(1) to teach that "12p2 ®onw> MWK WA Hy2 PR"
(2) Even though mnxw isn’t ¥yps by 7nnn
b) 70
1) This is what 19010 asks
(1) How can you say that 722 7217 depends on whether mARw is ¥p5
(2) We know from n1n2° that mAXw isn’t ¥pd when 72p2 10WR
(3) Yet
(a) we know from the o715 at .2°p 77 that
(b) P¥2isn’t 12p2 MWK WA because the 0°021 are XA
i1) So why do you say that
(1) Because X120n the mIXw is ¥pd by 1nnn
(2) It must be that "2p2 RV MWK WY Hya PR"
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DX NLVN QX D" TN

1)

2)

3)

4)

TNTPI on aYYAY WInwn 2107
a) Assume that m>n1 970 listed only 2% N2 12
b) Stage 1
1) The nn is w1 to the 0°217p that we’ve already derived
(1) Namely to 2% n2 72 and 72777 *RXY
c) Stage 2
i) If none of these exist
i1) We consider as if
(1) the 0°0>1 were 2& 722 WHWHNA
(2) and the 2 is 2°min to his 0°217p that we’ve already derived
(a) First to his 72 (who is nai1 °nX) and 19777 XX
(b) Second to his na (who is nn7 MAR) and 7577 "RXY
(c) And so on
N2
a) WNY 27T "M says oX is next in line for 75m1 after 2x
maoin
a) Nwp
i) Ifso
(1) Where nni7 oX is alive
(2) There won’t be wnwn to 0°217p of ax
R"wIn
a) Xowp

1)  Why not say wawn to ax7 *217p applies only where n»i oX has already died

b) yn

1) There is no true W»wn if there is even the potential for nxi7 ox to take before

ANT 2P
1) Because
(1) Where the nn is the 2 mn
(a) No nwx can be noma before nni7 >217p
(2) But where 2R is the °mn
(a) nnn ox if she is alive is n%m1 before 287 *27p
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d0 QT

D721y 2" TT Xan1 YT 0"awn
1) nnpa
a) Partl
1) Refer to the p10o
(1) " AN AR g Drewnn TARD PRIW 212 vk 1971w N2 90"
i1) The plural word "nmwmn" refers to both the 2R *021 and X *021 of this N2
b) Part2
1)  7Wwnw "2 a7 " says that
(1) Based on a w7 in mun» from 2K 707 to ax 7un
(a) Just as 2K is w1 from 12
(b) Just so oXk is nw7 from 12
i1) Our mwn disagrees with Nwnw "2 377 "
(1) 732 PR NWIY 7R OXR
(2) Because there is no oX 7un? AR 7V WP
2) 'R xn™Ma2aat.op a7
a) MROX W2
b) Xnp Xin
i) oX°0212 MY a7p 12
ii) Because of the ok 7vn? ax fun WP
C) 2P IA™AT
1) OX° 0212 PN N1 2
ii) Because there is no ox 7vnY AR VA WP
3) o"awn
a) There is a P17 from our m1wn that proves the mwn
i) agrees with Xnp Xin against 027772 "121 "
ii) and says that there is ax 7vA? 2K 7R WP
b) But the Xn>121 itself doesn’t mention this P1°7
4) op a7
a) "axnrM
1) the mwn that says
(1) minx *32 are Mon1
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(2) And implies that mx M3 aren’t Mo
ii) Means that X *32 are M7 before NIAR N2 in the 7771 of their o
b) X
1) This proves that the 71wn
(1) disagrees with 2¥pi1 72 ™31 "
(2) and is oX VR AR 7O WP
il) Xwp as explained by 0"aw"
(1) w1 nn
(a) On the one hand
(1) We were p»7n earlier that the mawn agrees with p"n of 'k Xn»12
1. Who disagrees with 2¥p:7 72 121 "
2. and says we’re OX 7un? AR 701 WPn
3. to be n2% 72 0°7pPn in OXR °031
(b) And on the other hand
(i) The mwn
1. disagrees with 1w»w ™2 377 "
2. says that aX isn’t 712 NX WY
3. and obviously
a. agrees with 2¥pr 12 ™01 "
b. who says that there is no OX 7un? AR 70 WP
5) X"wann
a) It’s understandable
1) That in the X°wp of Jw»1 "N
i) o"awn
(1) prefers to refer to 'k Xn»12
(a) That says directly that Xnp Xin disagrees with 2x¥p:7 12 071 "
(2) Than to refer to "2 &n»"2
(a) That doesn’t mention this npY?r» outright
b) But note that the X772 at .1op 77
1) Prefers to refer to 2 Xn»72
(1) to establish that the m1wn disagrees with 2x¥p:7 12 121 ™
ii) presumably because

(1) "2 ®n>>72 is w7 the 71wn directly by saying that
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(a) N °12 in the mwn means "NMAR N2 X1 MR °12"
(b) Because DX 7017 2X 701 Wpn
(2) While '® &n>72 doesn’t say directly that the 7awn
(a) agrees with Xnp Xin nuw
(b) and is o 1LY AR VR WPH
6) X7 n3 as explained by 11" as brought in 2"2w"
a) 717N on the R°wp of Two1 nn
1) although there is a wpi1 based on nwnn
ii) and it’s because of the wp>17 that oX *0312 2% 7P 12
iii) still
(1) a vy from the 0"n of munn teaches that ok isn’t 712 NI
7) o"awn
a) Xwp
i) Maybe 0"n is needed only o1

i1) Namely to explain that she can’t marry into another vaw even if she’ll be nwAr
0°021 from only one of 2k 77v” or aX VA

b) y°n
1) Ifso
(1) don’t say mun and you wouldn’t have to say nwnn
(2) and you’d arrive at the same result:

(a) any woman who has any 0°031 -- regardless whether from 2X v or
aX 7un -- can’t marry into another vaw

8) X"wmn
a) Nwp

1) But if there were no munn at all we wouldn’t have had the wp*i7 we need to
teach that oX: 0212 N2% o7p 12

i1) So again
(1) maybe the 0"» is needed o1

(2) to explain that she can’t marry into another vaw even if she’ll be nwar
0°021 from only one of 2X 7v» or o VA

b) And
i) Based on the rule that 73nn? WP PR
i1) The wp 1 teaches both that
(1) ox *0212 N2% oM 12
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(2) 712 nX nw oX
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[an |2 a"Tn

1)

2)

3)

4)

X3 here and in N2
a) TORY
i) How do we know that 0°125 013 *12 for 1°m
b) "awn
i) From a »127 from 12 PX in mM7n1 nwAd
c) TORW
1) How do we know that j2 who is a 717 is 2121 0B
d) nmawn
i) From a »127 from 12 PX in 012> nwId
€) TORY
i) since the 12 PX) of 012> is needed for 1N
i1) how do you know that 212> 7119 1277 12
f) mawn
i) from 7°m
g) noRw
i) How do we know that n2 comes before a& in mM?m1 770
h) nawn
i) From 012* where 1731 °777 %3 n2Y 12
.MooIN at 113 7"7 on LR A7
a) Nwp
1) how in fact do we know that 1773°1 >7777 °> n21 32 for o1a»
R"Wn
a) Nwp
i) why not say that na for 212 is derived from 77711 the same as 0°12 °12
b) yn

i) because we just established that the status of na for 719m1 is itself derived from
o1»

maoin

a) Nwp
i) if to teach qran for 012> needs a special 127 from 17 PR
ii) How do we know that 7 is orm
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b) v1n
i) 12 1is usually ynwn even 2100 12

i1) the only reason that for 012> we need a *121 is because otherwise I’d derive by
MW 71 from TINK to MR from 2Py 012 that only 0°W> are 012°°1 V11D

5) X"wann
a) Nwp
i) but the word nx also appears in 7171 nwId
ii) so why doesn’t a w"1 teach that only o> w2 are S
b) v1n

i) the mw 771 for @12 is already %211 to teach that only 27 12 1R are V1B
[ahmkial

ii) But for 79m1 there is no prior 7723p of a MW 771 and MYYN MW 77°T3 17 IR PR
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10 T

T¥D XA "TD"2awN
1) mn1pn
a) M>n1 770 mentioned in M%7 WD
1) 1
ii) na
1i1) 2R
1v) nx
V) 2R MR
b) mM>m 170 with the addition of nun? winwn "7
1) 19999 5RX™M 12
ii) 79979 582" N2
111) 19999 SRXI X
V) 12979 9R2™ 1R
V) 1997% SRXYN IX NN
c) movnd wnawn
i) Assume that n%n1 970 listed only 2% N2 12
i1) Stage 1
(1) The nn is w1 to the o217 that we’ve already derived
(a) Namely to 28 N2 72 and 12777 "R¥Y
ii1) Stage 2
(1) If none of these exist
(2) We consider as if
(a) the o°021 were 2R "2p2 WAWAN
(b) and the 2 is 2°m1n to his 0°217p that we’ve already derived
(i) First to his 32 (who is nin °nX) and 1577 XYY
1. so that we’ve now derived that N °nx is also a 217p who’s WA
(i1) Second to his na (who is nNA7 NMINR) and 77577 "X
(iii)Third to his a8
(iv)Fourth to his nx
iv) And so on

2) o"awA according to the X073 of 2"wann (see w"w)
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a) In this diagram M7 is w7 the 0°021 of PX1M1 12

B

1 1
[ 9201 N SR ] [ DRI 12 °021 N ImT ]

I
[ (5%1m1 72) Nn ]

3) H"wann
a) Xwp

i) but we’ve just shown that by wwin we ought to say that 289X comes before
ma

b) yn
i) must be that 2%°9X is assumed to have already died
ii) so that even by wmwn the rule would be that 17 is Hm

4) X"wann

a) Xowp
i) 0"awn assumes in a second 71°X that aR°9X is still alive

b) yn
i) must be that 2%°9X is assumed to be alive even in the first 1%

i1) but X172 °17 at .Tup A7 asks an X°¥2°X on whether despite W nwn the N AR 1R
is 7M1 before nx 2K *ax

i11) And 2"2w" in his first 71°% assumes the 7¥ of the X*y2°X that 28 nX is 7P
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NXav Tn'/m n"1n

1) anpn

2)

a)
b)

nni 12 and his 1977 *R¥Y are Ym1 before nxi N2 and 75777 KXY
So that 112 n1of a nn
1) has 7P over 1n2

i1) and shares with nni °12

here’s proof

a)

b)

d)

e)

2’105

1) 79 NWaR) P2 07 PIRT 22w N 1YY 012 79X

i) 71 PRI IYAK 012 79K)

The first 2109 suggests that 17w2% and 71y were sons of 1°yw

ToRY

1) then how could the second 105 say that 711y was the son of wax
nawn

1) "R Y Nwax Raw "

ii) And that this was the family structure

U AR | <

[

A 4

v AL

vy

ii1) so that M1y was

(1) a grandson — not a son -- of YW

(2) also the son of 1'vax

(3) called 7"yw 12 only because 2123 377 >3 212 212
iv) the 105 refers to him as one of the ya&7 2w»

v) to teach that as 112 72 he was 2mi from YW the same as °12 1W2XY 22w 7017
VYW

R"wAn
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1) Xwp
(1) Why does the X713 need to say that X Hv X2 1Wwax
(2) say more simply that
(a) TVaX was YW 12
(b) 7w was 71vax 12 from another woman
(c) my was called 7yw 12
(d) Because 0°325 377 °77 0712 °12
ii) YN
(1) The o> that says that 71y was yw 12
(2) Must be teaching that 771y was a 710
(3) Because we already know the 995 of 2°323 377 > %32 "1

3) mooin part 1

a)

b)

Xwp
1) From what we’ve said so far we know that 7277 33 is w1 together with 72
i1) But how do you know that 1277 n2 has the same 71°7p as J2
v17°n of an 11720
i) based on the P109: "WYX N2 MW N2 THOAR"
ii) which presumably means 1122°27% was 7Y N2 and 7Y was 11v2% N2
ii1) it must be that
(1) My was a 72°p1 and 7Y was WX N2 — not 1yaY 12

iv) so that this is the family order

VW NWR | €

[V

\ AL

(1701 T

\ 4

familr i,
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v) so we’ve proved that YW 5w 112 na My was nwI with Pyw °12 52w 10
4) mpoin part 2
a) X°wp to on11°27 as explained by X"wAn
1) You have no proof that 71y was a 12°p1
i1) Because maybe their relationship was as in the following diagram

(1) That’s based on >"w1 in WM as understood by MooIN:

U MR <\

\ VW

v VAN

AN bl

(2) Where mwy is a 121

(3) And
(a) when the P10D says 7WW2¥ N2 MW N2 79I
(b) The 05 doesn’t mean that 71¥ was 1'wax n2
(c) Instead the P05 means that 7n2°%7% was 11y N2 and also w2y N2

(4) Because
(a) MW mvn THIT MR Y 1IYAY R2W RO AKRT 2 00"
(b) "72°90R 7R T MR DY IV R 1037

111) And since 1Y was a 727 you have no "X on the fn°7p of 1277 N2
b) v1°n

i) This structure doesn’t work to explain how 712°%7X could at the same time be
7Y N2 and YA N2

ii) Because in the structure 712°77X is the daughter of 9°¥w nwX and 71y but not of
nvax

c) Nwp

1) maybe she’s called 1'v2x na because she was the daughter of 71v who was 12
1WA and 0°125 377 07 0°12 012

5) X"wann
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a)

b)

X°Wwp on MdOIN part 2

i) Once you say that Tn2°%7R can be called 1Wax na because 1Wwax was her
grandfather and 0°122 37 > 0°12 °12

ii) Why does Moo need to assume that the X*wp works only if R ¥ &2 71y and
e h S N Bamitate

i11) Maybe this was the 770

(1) »ryw

(2) 1vax

(3) mwy, a"o7

(4) MR N7 ROW 7Y NWRY 1Y N2 290K
iv) So that nn2"%nx

(1) Is 7w na and not a Nt

(2) And she counts also as 1'% N2 who was her grandfather
v) And the Xwp of mvoIn still stands

(1) Since 71y was a 1731 how do you know that 1277 N2 has the same 72*7p as 12
'aRbs!
1) We’ve already established that

(1) it must be that the P10 says 15w2% N2 7w N1 to teach that 7m2°%7K was a
Ialniyalal

(2) because we already know from elsewhere that 0°125 77 °777 0°12 °12

6) 2"wan

a)

X>Wp to N1OIN part 2
i) To say that 7n2°%7% had M mn 7
i1) And to ask its X°wp on the &7
ii1) It would have been enough for msoIn
(1) to say that In2°%aR 91T 1WAR NWR PV X2 71w

(2) And then to ask that since this is a possible structure there is no proof that
7Y was a 123
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[V

AN NWKXR AN

aNHAR [9971 71w

iv) why did n»on need to add that 8 5y X2 7w
b) v1n
i) Moo isn’t P71 and means only that 1Wwax NwR HY X3 7w
7) R"wn
a) Nwp
i) Moon is in fact P> that wnn MR %Y X2
1) Because N1901n says
(1) "m0
(2) So m»oIn is emphasizing that YW NWR MK ¥ X2 71y
i1i1) So the XWp remains

(1) Why does mooin for its X*wp need to propose a structure where Y X2 1y
TR T30 TN YW DWR IR

b) 70
1) this structure has two added advantages
(1) first: 5p2pna A2p%P0 1770
(a) since we’ve already proved that YW nwX ¥ X2 Nway
(b) and we also know that also "7y X2 1998 and their daughter was v1an
(2) second

(a) it offers another reason why nn2°%1% was called 1wax na even though
7wax¥ wasn’t her father

(b) namely
(1) besides the reason we gave earlier
1. that 'vax was her grandfather and 2123 377 °77 2212 12
(i1) There is also this reason

1. since both 1wax and 7y
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a. YW NWR ORKR DY IR
2. The P09 treats 7»2°97X as 21w N2
8) X"wn
a) Xowp
1) "wA in wnn actually has a different structure
(1) 1% nwx Y X2 1Wwag who was the wife of his son 71y and who gave birth

to InoIR
KU
A\ 4
MR
A\ 4
IV NWR [[91] 7w
lamilr It

i1) Why didn’t m»oIn accept this 7v°w of "W and use it to ask how our X713
proves that 71y was a 12°p1

b) yn

i) Although this nv*w does explain why 712°%7K is w2y na

ii) It doesn’t explain why nn2°%7R is called 7y na instead of 71y NWX N2

ii1) since a child isn’t referred as the son or daughter of his or her stepfather
c) this approach is also ynn the Xwp of "1

1) Xwp of "mm

(1) Why not propose this structure to explain how 711y was both the son of
2y and the son of Nvax

A 4

SR B 1NHY MY MR EhLkVimk'e

mw
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d) yn
1) It’s correct that this 70w would explain why 71y was "y 12
ii) But
(1) since we’ve already established that a person’s stepfather doesn’t count as

his father
(2) it wouldn’t explain why 711y was called 11v2% 72
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TOP 1

'"27T XD TTUT XD XONA

1) XM

a)

b)

d)

first X
1) ORM 12 WA M ONR I M 0K
(1) 7729 Yoy 891 7"2pn WAL 12 11 WRY 92
Second R
(1) 772y Yoy 891 7"2p0 32 I WRY 93
Third X
i) 7729 Yoy 891 7"2pn 7oRPn 11 R 92
7111 1 said either the second X1°% on 32 or the third X77°% on 7°17n
1) If7am "1 said the second &77°1 on 72
(1) then % 32 ¥y " said the third X172°» on 7150
ii) If7am " said the third X772°» on 7°1%n
(1) then »% 32 ¥y " said the second X771 on 12
Xwp
1) On the one hand there is proof
(1) That jam " said the third X172°1 on 7170
i1) And on the other hand there is proof
(1) That "2°1 said the third X7%°» on 727N
'aRbY
i) 7 " and "2 themselves agree on the third X% on 7170
i1) 73 "1 nevertheless mentioned the second &7»n
iii) Not to disagree with "% 12 Y17 "
(1) But to note that
(a) his "21 disagrees with both 111 "3 and "% 12 ywir
(b) and says the second X71° on 12

2) X"wann

a)

b)

WP

i) Why not say it’s "7 12 327> "1 who mentions the second X11°1 to note that this
is the teaching of his "27

IaRk1
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1) We prefer to use the y17°n of "277 X7 77 &7 for 13m° "
i1) because

(1) 73 "1 in fact said the first X771 in the name of *Xm° 12 1WAw " who is his
el

(2) and the second X n°» is similar to the first X127
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T qT

TNO7XY NI1AI YIND NZI7NT X'AIO 7'V
1) opod
a) 7M1 onaR Mwn MPw°
b) yIR7 PN 9K
2) X
a) WX "M
i) omax mvn MY teaches that X yX was divided among 0°1¥n *RxY

i) 7RI PN A9RY teaches that 0°%¥n °XxY received a Por only if they were 12
WY at 0°IXn NINROXYS

b) '
i) 7IR7 Ponn 9K teaches that P8 vIX was divided among PR °X2
il) omar mun MY teaches that in this unusual case "o»nn PR oW o°nR"
iii) Meaning that these o°pon
(1) were 7 to the parents of X7 *X2 who were 0 %7 *RX1
(2) and the o°p%n were then distributed to the 2w of each ¥ R¥Y
3) 21X have different MY in 01 "
4) 0"2w7 newW in 1N "M
a) Assume that
1) TN 121R7 are PR and were 0 %7 RXY
i1) 721X7 has three sons X %22 and 71w has one son 7R °X22
1i1) The four sons
(1) receive four shares
(2) then pass these shares back to 1vnwI 12187
(a) who each take two shares

(b) so that the three sons of 121X take two shares and the son of y»w
takes two shares

5) nvw of *"wA in WM in N1 "
a) Xwp
1) you said that o>°n7 nX 2w o°nn

i1) so why do 72%1 and Ny»w divide the four shares equally when these shares are
passed back to them
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b) 71°n based on (>r7Ta) 2"R

i) The rule of 2*n77 NX w7 0°n» sends M3 back to Mak that were 0°7%n *RXY
and that were 0wy 12 at 0°¥M NRYY°

1) TIWwAWY 121X weren’t WY °12 when they were 0°1¥7 XX with their father 2py»
ii1) So
(1) Since 2py> was the only ancestor to be 2wy j2 at 0 %M NXOX°

(2) the four m>na return to 2py° and are in turn inherited equally — 2 shares
each -- by 12187 and 1w»nw who then each pass the two shares to their sons

PN OX22
c) °"wAadds
1) That in this example
(1) where 1011 " says 12181 and 1Wwnw take two shares and each then passes the
two shares to their sons X7 *X22
(2) "wx> " says that
(a) The YR °xa take only a total of two shares
(b) Namely the shares of 123X7 and 1Y»w as O*7%n *RXY
6) X"wan
a) Nwp

1) If72%7 and Nynw weren’t 2wV °12 at D°I¥H NRYO
i1) Then
(1) For "wx> "y who says 1p2nn1 0°7%n RS
(2) 2py» is the only o*%n X¥1 who was 2wy 12
(3) So there should be a total of only one share for Nwnw1 12187 °12

b) Possible y17°n

1) Don’t follow the 7w of 0"&X"
i) TWwnw 1218 were in fact 2¥R DR’ 2°WY 13
(1) And that’s why for "wx> "1 there would be two shares for 1w J2187 212
iii) But jn11° "1 follows a 79> that
(1) Even where there is a more recent 717 that was 2> WYy *12 at 0°7%¥» NX°X°
(2) nnm still goes back to the earliest ancestor who was 2wy 12 at 27X NXYX®
(3) and that’s why the 77117 goes to 2p3°
ROwp
i) We’ll prove letter from 7r5%% mia that there is no such %5

ii) So the XWp remains
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(1) We’ve proved that 1w 12187 weren’t WY "12 at O°7X7 NROY
(a) Because otherwise we can’t explain

(1) why for jn11 "1 the four shares from NYAwY 121%7 °12 went back to
Py

(i1) and were redivided two shares to 121X7 and two shares to Nvaw

(2) So how is it that for "wX> '3 their 77° °X¥1* share in more than one P50

d) rn

1) Must be that 0"X" is right that to explain jn11° "

(1) »"wn takes an example where 1A 1218 weren’t °WY °12 at QX7 NROY
but 2py° was 2wy 12

(2) And that’s why for 111> "1 the four shares from 1w 12187 °12 went back
to 2py° and were redivided two shares to 121%1 and two shares to 1\vnw

ii) But to explain "wx> "

(1) *"wn takes as an example where 71221 1218 were WY 12 at DO¥M NXVX?
and their father 2py> wasn’t among the 0>xn X1

(2) And that’s why for "w&> "1 the 17w 12X °12 inherit a total of two shares
In short jn11° "1 according to >"w says

i) PIX X2 M%n1 were M to the nearest M7 of M2k who were 2wy *11 at XX
[akmhdal

i1) And those shares
(1) weren’t redivided by those 2R with other n1ax
(2) but instead went to the 127 *Xx1° of those NMax
ii1) so that
(1) for example where
(a) YR 12X are O°XM RXY at WY 12 and are either 1rX or 731
(b) Their 28 wasn’t 2™1%n *XX1°)
(c) If
(1) 72187 has three sons 77X *&22
(i1) and 71w has one son YR °R22
(d) the 72187 °12 1R °R2 pass their shares back to 12187
(1) And then receive these three shares back from 72187
(e) Nynw 12 passes his one share back to Pynw
(1) And then receives this one share back from nynw

(2) And for example
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(a) where
(i) 2py> was D %7 KX at 2°WY 12
(i1) His sons 1wnaw 12181 weren’t 2°7%7 RXY at WY 2
(b) If
(1) 72X1 has three sons 77X X212
(i1) and 7vnw has one son YR °X22
(c) the Nynw1 12187 212 ¥R X2 pass their four shares back to 2py»
(1) The shares are split evenly by 123%7 and Pyaw
(d) And
(1) 72187 °12 get two shares
(i1) nynw 12 gets one share
f) Note the different results that would apply for "w&> "1 in these examples
1) In the first example
(1) 721%7 °12 and Ny»w °12 would split two shares
i1) In the second example
(1) 721%7 °12 and Ny»w °32 would split one share
7) moon part 1
a) "W of 2"27 in NI "
1) Disagrees with *"w"
ii) Even if 11ynwn 12187 were WY 212 at %R NROY

ii1) Because of a 21277 n7°n they still split shares that are 7117 to them from their
T ORYY

8) npoin part 2
a) Xwp

1) If the shares of all yX *X2 were 71117 to 0>7¥» XX’ and were then split equally
among 0°7¥n KXY

ii) Why don’t you have the same result as "wX> "1 who says 7p%mn1 0281 *R¥1H
ii1) In other words
(1) What difference does it make
(a) Whether o 1¥n "X received equal shares directly

(b) Or whether they in the end had equal shares after redividing m%n2 that
were 711 to them from 77X *Xan 19777 PR

b) yn
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c)

1) The 2137 n7°1a applied only to 2>7%» *X¥1 who were brothers
ii) But mm1 that were 11 to non-brothers weren’t divided
Here’s an example as explained by %011 71 7"R2 X"win
1) Assume that

(1) Twnw 121X were O°7%7 IRXIN

(2) 7121%7 has nine sons 77X °X2n and YW has one son YR *X2n
i1) For "wx> "

(1) It makes no difference whether or not 119221 72187 are brothers

(2) They take one share each

(3) 72187 12 then split one share and 71w»w 32 then takes one share
ii1) For 1n11° "

(1) If pynwn 12187 are brothers

(a) 12187 and NN inherit all 10 shares and split them equally

(b) So that 12381 "12 each get a total of five shares and 17w»w 12 gets five
shares

(2) If nynwn 32187 aren’t brothers

(a) 9 shares are 7111 to 12381 who keeps the 9 shares and one share is 2111
to w»w who keeps this share

(b) Each of the 12187 "12 then gets one share and 11w»w 12 also gets one
share

9) X"wann

a)
b)

0"X" says that *"wA agrees with 0"2™
Because 0"X" says
1) Mooin asks its last X°wp (“why isn’t the result the same as for "wx> ')
i1) Both for >"wn and o"2™
Xwp
1) In fact
(1) the ®wp of mooIN applies only to 2"27 nVW
(2) when we first thought that
(a) because of the 210371 n7°1
(b) everyone
(i) even Maxr who weren’t brothers

(i1) redivided their shares
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i1) the X°wp of NM1OIN never applies to *"w1 nLW
(1) who doesn’t assert a 210277 N7 1A ever to redivide shares that were 11

(2) so there never was reason to think that anyone had to redivide their shares

10) maon

a)

b)

d)

v of on 127 in NI M
1) For 1011 " it makes no difference whether 11w 712387 are 1rX or 0°123

i1) In each case the shares are 71 to the 0°7¥n XX ancestors of the X7 *X2 and
are split equally at that level

ROwp

i) Then how is the result different than it is for "wX> "1 who says 2°73¥n "Xx15
TIRT aponm

YN
1) There is a difference only when
(1) Either the 2>1%7 "X weren’t 2™ WY *12 at 0¥ NR°Y
(2) Or the X °X2 weren’t 2°IWY °12 on yIRY JN0%D
i1) For "wx> "

(1) Nynwn 1281 "12 get a share so long as 71w 12181 who were 0¥ "RXY
were QWY 11 at 227X IRYYY

ii1) For 1011 "

(1) Mwnwy 12387 °12 get a share only if 1AW 721X *12 are 2°7WY °12 at 01D
TOR?

Xwp by 2"27 to 7vw of @n 11°37 as explained by Twp T 7R K"wIn
i) Based on certain N1°X7 brought by 0"27

(1) the word omar in "omar mwn nw?" should mean that the Y& was 7p%mn
to “fathers who are PrR”

i1) {note that
(1) one of these proofs is based on "2°12 ¥ Mak 1NN &L"
(2) as explained in Mo0IN}

ii1) This works for "2 nvw

(1) who says the maRr who are 1°nx share equally in the m>ma that are 91 to
them from their sons and nephews who are 77X "2

iv) But it doesn’t work for n"9
(1) who says the 77117 is to Max

(a) for redivision with all 2>7%n *R¥
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(b) without any special sharing that’s limited to NMax who are Pnx
11) X"
a) First xowp

1) It’s not 712non to say that 0 7¥» XX an1ak—who aren’t PiR—aren’t included
in the word "amaxr"

b) Second xwp
1) forao"aM

(1) “wx> " says the non1 are distributed directly to anmax without regard to
TR

(2) so
(a) if amax always implies a connection with 71X
(b) Why would this not be a X*wp even for 0"27 nvw

c) yn
1) Introduction

(1) Every nuw agrees that for "wx> "
(a) Each oo1xn ¥ took one share that he was 12°7° X¥1% W n

(2) For n"1 according to 111" "
(a) Who says that all °p%n were redivided among 0°7%7 "X
(b) It’s 1anon that

(1) All shares from all y7X *&2 went back as one whole to all “Xxr
0°7¥71 in one general mass

(i1) And not that the share of each of the yX *&2 went back to his
personal Max

(ii1))Because otherwise there’d be no difference in procedure between
“wR> " and 11 "

(3) for 0"21 according to 111 "
(a) we’ve established that
(i) only m2ax who were 11X redivided their shares
(i1) and maR who were 0°121 didn’t redivide their shares
(b) and it’s possible that

(1) those shares that went back to n1ax who weren’t X went back to
the individual max of the 77X °Xa

(i1) because this approach would still leave a difference in procedure
between “wX> " and 1011 " for PR

i1) now
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(1) the word "omar" — meaning their individual M2X -- implies that
individual o°p51 were given directly to each of the max

(2) And it doesn’t apply to a mass of °p%n that was given to the max in
general for redivision

ii1) So
(1) For "wx> "
(a) amax is appropriate because each of the max directly got one p%n
(2) For 1011 " according to an 11°27
(a) omaRis a Xwp

(b) Because for this 7w the 0°p%n were 7117 as a mass to the Max in
general for redivision

(3) For 1n11° " according to 2"
(a) omax is appropriate because
(1) Those o 7xn *R¥1 who weren’t 1rX
1. received their shares directly from their 77 *R¥1 among 77X X2

2. and never redivided these shares before they were w11 the
shares back to their 77 °Rx?

(11) those o»x» XX who were 71X

1. although they did redivide shares that returned to them from
their sons and nephews in the 7% *X2

2. still

a. those 1IX-MaX count as individual Max to both their sons
and nephews

b. Based on the P09 of 2°12 ¥ MR A X?
12) X7mx at .mop A7

a) noOY "12 complained (*rMX Xp) that there were many yX7 °X2 from their vaw and
that they didn’t get enough 2P

b) xwp

1) for "wx> "1 I understand that they complained
(1) Their shares were based on 0¥ *RXY
(2) And the o»xn KXY of 701" *12 were far fewer than the X7 °X2 of their vaw

11) But for jn1 "
(1) Since the 7?1917 was based on 79X °X2
(2) Why did they complain

13) moo1n
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a)

b)

X°Wp to an 11"
1) Since according to n"1 N W

(1) Even 1n1v ' agrees that the o°p%n1 were redivided among all max who were
0wy 12 when they were 0™¥n XX

(2) So that in the end
(a) the y7x °Xa only received their part of the redivided shares
(b) based on the relative numbers of their 2% *K¥1 NaxR
i1) It’s understandable that 101 V2w complained
ii1) So why does the &713 ask "X Xp *RnR for 1117 "
'aRbY
1) for n"7 according to 101 "

(1) the redivision among NMax was made only among the Max of the vaw of the
7N X2

(2) so that for 701 *312 who were 77X °X2 their shares were redivided only
among the NM2x of 7O LIV

i1) so that the many shares of the large number of X X2 from 701 VIV were
retained in the LW

i11) and that’s why the X7n2 asks that 701> vaw shouldn’t have complained for "
NI

14) X"wmn

a)

b)

introduction
1) atan earlier point

(1) we asked for n" that there appeared to be no difference in result whether
to go by "WX> "1 nYW or NI " NYW

(2) and n"1 explained that there was a difference only where the 77X *X2
weren’t 2°WY 2

ROwp
1) if for 1011 " the redivision is made only on a per v2W basis
i1) Then why not answer that
(1) since for "wx> "1 the o°pon are based on all 0°7xn *X¥ regardless of V2w
(2) there is a significant difference between the two muw
N
i) Partl
(1) See o"awn at .°p 7 at 2pw WD "7
(2) at :x2p 77 there is an X°¥2°R if X yX was divided on a vaw by vaw basis
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(3) at .25p 77 the X3 establishes that 179X 2°vAWH PRI IR even for “wR> '
ii) Part2
(1) So there is no difference here between "wx> "7 and 011 " in this respect

(2) And that’s why n"1 needs to resort to the earlier explanation on how "
“wx> differs in results from jn1v '

iii) Part 3
(1) See mx Xp7 10 a7 0"awn at .op A7
15)7"n% 898 7"7.1°p 77 X"
a) 10"XK7says
i) 1N ' requires that for YK °X2 to receive a pon
(1) Not only did they have to be o wy °12 at yK? 701>
(2) they also had to have max who were 0wy 12 at 0>¥1 NXRX?
i1) So that
(1) yaR >X2 received no pon
(a) if they were 777 XX of a o1
(b) who was 07%» °XX1'2 when he wasn’t 2wy 12
b) "R therefore asks
1) that the X723 could have said
i1) That those who complained for jn11° ' were 77 XX of these 2>
c) X"wnmn asks these n1"wp to 0"RA
1) First
(1) These words of an 11°27 don’t support this 7vw:
(a) Mar X7 2°95v °I¥HN IRY OR"
(b) 077712 1% 077 W WY %32 17 TIRY IRAWD
(c) "PPuI PIRT OR2D IMRT RN

(2) And there’s no reason to assume that *"w9 and 0"27 disagree with 2"&" on
this point

1) Second
(1) The words of the X3 at .v°p 77 support n"A
(2) Because the X723 says
(a) that for 1n11 "
(b) It makes no difference whether o°1x7 XX were WY 212

16) :1°p 77 X713 (according to the X073 of NMvOIN) as analyzed for 2"
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a) TP
i) ©vYn? 21 7°2 means that
(1) y7R X2 who were 20
(2) Didn’t get more in total than 77X X2 who were v¥»
b) xwp
1) For "wx> "1 I understand that the 27 don’t get more
i1) But for jn11° " this is a X*wp because the 27 do get more
17) mooin
a) This is what the X713 means
1) Take this example
(1) Brothers 1nynw1 12187 who were 0°7x7 "X¥1 have 10 sons in total X X232

(2) Brothers 701 and 11°12--who aren’t related to 11w 12387--have two sons
in total ¥R °X22

(3) now
(a) "wX> "1 says
(1) 721%7 and 1wnw take one share each
(i1) Ao n1a also take one share each
(ii1)So that
1. Mynw1 12181 012 take a total of two 2P
2. Tm121 701 "1a take a total of two 0PN
(iv)And that’s why vyn% 21 12
(v) In the sense that the y7& °X22 17 in total didn’t get more the v¥»
(4) But for jn1° "
(a) Twnw 12187 12 are N a total of 10 shares to 12187 and NvHw
(1) so that in the end 1wnw °121 12187 °12 are w1 these 10 o°pon
(b) 11°12 321 7O 12 are N a total of two shares to 122121 O
(i) so that in the end 12°12 721 70 12 are WY these two D°p%n
(c) So
(1) why does the P109 say vyn? 21 P2
(i1) in fact the 0°27 in total took more than the ovyn!
18) xnbwa "7 R"wnn
a) Nwp

1) but take this example
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b)

d)

(1) 712%1 and 1ynw are brothers who were 2>7%n *R¥17
(2) 712187 has eight sons and Ny»w has two sons
i1) For "wx> "
(1) 72187 and 11wnw each has a share
(2) 72187 °12 get a total of one share and 1w»w *12 get a total of one share
(3) So we have vy» 227 2
ii1) For 1n11° " as explained by 0"2™
(1) 7121%7 and 11wnw each get five shares
(2) 72187 °12 get a total of five shares and 1'wnw °12 get a total of five shares
iv) Xowp
(1) So you see that even for jn1 " there is byn 1227 12
(2) Why does the Xn3 say that for 1011”1 there is no vy» 1227 172
Y7°n

1) It doesn’t avail for 1n11° "1 that you find a case for him where vyn» 7°2 27 12
applies

i1) Because

(1) it’s still a x*wp for 11 "

(2) if there is even one case where there is no v¥» 12 21 "2
Xwp

1) Why didn’t 2"2°1 explain that the X*wp of the &7n3 applies to the following
example

i1) 72187 and 7O are unrelated persons (2°°731) who are 0 %7 XX

ii1) 72%" has eight sons and 70 has two sons

iv) For "wx> "
(1) Each of 1213%1 and 7o gets one share
(2) 72187 "12 get a total of one share and 7o *12 get a total of one share
(3) So we have vy»n 227 772

v) But for jnm "
(1) 72187 "12 take a total of 8 shares and 701 °12 take a total of two shares
(2) So there is no vy» 1227 2

'aRbY

i) The P05 before vYN? 27 "2 says aNIAR MV MY
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i1) And we’ve already explained that for 1011 "1 as understood by 0"2°1 the word
amax implies that the Max are 1rR

iii) So that v¥n? 27 12 needs to apply only where the max are 1°nx
19) %" now
a) Consider this case for jn1 '
1) 72187 and 11vnw are brothers 0 %7 XXM
(1) 7122%1 has a 12 and 12w has only a n2a
b) For jnar "
i) Although the p%n of 1287 12 returns to J2IX
(1) 32387 doesn’t share this P> with Nwnw
(2) So that nwnw na doesn’t share in this Pon with 2187 12

i1) Because 12387 and 1y»w share in 7717 only if each has at least one 72 who gets
a P as YR °Ra

c) Here’s proof
i) "on was the father of 7m95%
i1) The m1wn says
(1) 7m9%% N2 took three o°pon
(a) "o™xn RXY OV W 1R pon!
(b) "o 0212 YR oy PHm"
(c) 722
ii1) The X3 says that
(1) the mwn fits well with "wx> "

(a) Because both 719%% and his father 751 were 0°7%¥1 °X¥1 when they were
at least 0wy "12

(b) So T19%% and 1517 each had one share on his own
(c) 7n9%% and his brothers also each had a part of the share of 191
(d) %% as a 7192 had an extra 752 P in the share of "om
(2) But
(a) the mwn can’t agree with 1117 "

(b) Because neither 19m nor 7192 was 7R *Xan and had no shares of their
own

iv) Now
(1) Assume
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(a) that 719%% had brothers who were 991 °32 and whose sons (nephews of
TMD57X) were VIR PRan

(b) And that 251 himself had brothers whose sons (cousins of 7m97%) were
TOR 2R

(2) Now if

(a) When the o°p211 of the nephews of 719%% are 11 to their fathers (the
brothers of 7195%)

(b) 7n97% also gets a P71 even though he had no sons and there was no
7711 from his side

(3) And also if

(a) When the 2°p%n of the cousins of T19%% (sons of the brothers of 1917)
are N to their fathers (the brothers of 1917 and the uncles of To7¥)

(b) 7n2%% also gets a pn even though he had no sons and there was no
7711 from his side

(4) Then why can’t the m1wn follow 1n11° "
(a) And
(1) when the mwn says "jax pon"

1. the mwn refers to the o°p11 that are Inm to 799 and his
brothers from the nephews of 719%% who where 79X *Xan

(ii) And when the 7wn says "991 %0212 AR QY 1PIM"

1. the mawn refers to the o°p21 that returned to 7517 and his brothers
from the cousins of 79%¥ who were 7R *Xan

20) R"wann
a) Two nvwp on "N
i) Xwp on the proof of 5"nn

(1) Even if there is 7711 to 0°7%7 *XX1 who have no sons 77X X212 it’s still clear
that the 71wn can’t follow 011 '

(2) Because

(a) the mwn wouldn’t refer to a p%n that’s 911 to 719%% from his nephews
as "D°Ixn RYPM PO AR pon”

(b) and instead the mwn would have referred to this por as 1nx *0312 990
(i) because the P21 would come to him through his brothers
(c) the same as the mwn refers to the second 217 as "9 °0212 1R oY Yo"
(3) so there is no proof from the 7wn to the 7v*w of 5N
ii) Xwp on the basic nvw of 7"
(1) ®7m3 at :°p q7 and at .v*p A7
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(a) mp n7v had no direct Pom in DX IR

(b) Those n7p "12 who were 0 w¥ *12 when they were 77X *X2n received
their own share according to 1011 "

(c) For those who weren’t 2wy 12
(1) Whatever 211 the m1p °32 received was 17°nAK AR Ndma
(2) 3NMR 228 Mot A" MO0 at .vp A7
(a) Xwp
(1) How did n7p °12 inherit from their mothers’ fathers
(i1) after all the mothers’ brothers should have inherited first as sons
(b) 717°ND
(1) You're right
(11) 77°nR "ax M1 applies only to mothers who had no brothers
(c) xwp for 1n "

(1) If the grandfathers had no sons who were 27wy °12 when they were
PR ORI

(i1) who was 2°1in these m>ma to the grandfathers?
(d) yrn
(1) Must be that the grandfathers had brothers who had sons ¥ X *Xan
(i1) And the o°p%n of these sons
1. were 1 to the grandfathers and their brothers
2. were then split evenly
3. and were then divided among their children
4

even though the grandfathers of the 7P °12 that we’re dealing
with had no 77" °R¥1 who were 77X "X212 0wy 12

(3) So here is a direct proof from mooIN against "1 NVW
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[XOnI [¥On " Tn

1) anpn

2)

3)

4)

a)
b)

711 of aXM MY took place 40 years after the 11n in °1°0 7277
ywIn and 272 were

1) 40 years old at the 7°1 in *1°0 727

i1) 80 years old at the 71 in 2% M27Y

X3 at :Xop A7

a) 2701y received 2°p%n in PRI PIR
maoin
a) This proves that 2531 YW were 7121 in 28 N2
1) Because
(1) yaxR7 ponn 7989 was said only for those who were 731
b) This also proves that
1) Although
(1) The 1 at 28 N2y was only for those "%y mw o wy"
(2) And for some purposes
(a) Based on a mw 17713 of 79w — 17%yn from 107y
(b) the use of the word nvn1 0°1w 0wy also excludes those over 60
i1) the mw 77°12 doesn’t apply to the 11 at 2R M2aw
c) Inthe same way
i) Although "7%ym maw o wy" also appears for the 111 at °1°0 7271
i1) There too the Mw 717°12 doesn’t apply and those over 60 were also counted
R"wIn
a) Xowp
i) We’ve established that 2531 yw° were 40 years old at *1°0 7277 111
i1) So how does noo1n know that at that 11 those who were more than 60 years
old were counted
b) yn

i) From the fact that they were counted in 281 N2y
i1) We assume that the mw 77°12 doesn’t apply to any 711
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xn7?va n"1n
See YR NPT ROA0 PV
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0 qT

AT XA 0"

1) mnTpn
a) part 1
i) "wx '

(1) 9% vIX was distributed to 0°7%7 X1 who were then 2wy °12

(2) but 2°%371 and 22117901 didn’t get a yIR2 P21 even though they were *Rx1
0°¥n and were DMWY °12

(3) {"om>nn" in this 7K1 refers both to 0°%31 and D11%nn}
i1) 1011 " according to 0"2" nYW
(1) oxw yoR
(a) first was 7P%nn1 to X °X2 who were YIR? 1107122 2° WY *12
(b) then
(i) from those yIX? 100102 'D "1

(i1) the o°pn were 1 first to the nearest ancestors of the Y& *&2 who
were 0wy "12 at 2°7X¥n NX°X* and who were brothers

(iii)the brother-ancestors split equally all shares that were 21117 to them
(c) then

(1) these shares were passed down to their 0°12 and 2°12 °12 until they
reached ¥R °X2 — whether or not the YR °X2 were 2wy *12

iii) but
(1) if one of the nearest brother-ancestors was a 11120
(2) the n9m1 weren’t 9117 to the nearest brother-ancestors
(3) and instead

a) the m»m1 were NN another M7 to 2211707 YW 172K to be split with 370X
p
TR P

(4) once these M%n1 were split by 0°111%2n» 5w 17°2K and J7°1R
(a) they were passed down by way of 0;1°12 including by way of o°anbnn
(b) until they reached 77X &2 — including 77X *&2 who weren’t '3 °12
b) part2
1) there are proofs in 2"2w" and NMoOIN that
(1) Doa%nn Sw 17°2R were DMWY °12 at 07187 NRVY
(2) any 22111901 12
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(a) that were 0*1¥% NX°X"1 '3 712
(b) must have died in the 7271
(¢) and couldn’t have been 72X "R22
(3) any @>an7n» *12 that were 77X °X22 had to be X% 100102 '5 12
2) two mn»2
a) whatever p%n the YR °X22 0°117n» °12 had in 5872 7R they received
1) According to the first Xn»12
(1) 372x >ax mMoma
i1) According to the second Xn>"2
(1) 2%y Mar2
3) X
a) Nwp
1) Why do the min>1a disagree
b) First 7170
i) The yaX X2 were 22111701 12
ii) So
(1) Based on what we established in the f17pn
(2) It must be that the 77X *X2
(a) Were 0wy *12 when they entered 87w 7R
(b) Weren’t 2wy 12 at %1 NROY
iii) 'R Xn»™12
(1) follows "wX> "y who says X7 7p2nn1 0°78n XYY so long as they were 12
[akimli7p)
(2) So the X °Xa
(a) Who weren’t 0*7xn NX°X"2 0wy "12
(b) couldn’t take a 1 on their own
(c) and
(i) since the 0°117%nn received no pon
(i1) the o°anonn °12 could get a Por only by w17 from 201Ny YW 1A
1v) 2’072
(1) follows 017 'Y who says p%nn1 IR °R2% so long as they were 0wy °12
(2) And
(a) Since D1117N7 12 were DMWY *12 at YN DR
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(b) They could take a p%11 on their own
(3) These opon
(a) then returned to D°11%nn W 17728
(b) because we established that they couldn’t return to 2°1179n% themselves

4) Doannn W 102Kk were then woa these 0op%n to 19°7° °R¥Y including 12
g
)i Riirala)

(5) Since
(a) As we established in the PR
(b) it didn’t matter that the 7w passed through the o°111%nn
(6) but
(a) although the o°pn were 17117 to 2311701 YW 1°aR
(b) the &n>>12 still refers to the 2°pon as 123y P71 of the o°anvnn "2
(c¢) Because the 177m1 began with them
c) Second y17°n
i) Both mn»M2
(1) agree with 111 " that 7p%nnI YR X237
(2) say that the 77 &2
(a) weren’t 02111707 °12 but were 0°11%01 2w 012 °12
i1) Now
(1) Although
(a) We established that 0°11%n» @ 012 had to be oWy 12 at yX? N0
(2) oeanonn YW 012 °12 weren’t necessarily 22wy °12 at YOX? JN0°1
ii1)) And in fact the mn»"2 disagree on this point
(1) "% Rn™12 says 0217207 2w 013 °12 weren’t DWWV *12 at POIRD 101D
(2) "2 ®n>92 says 221707 W 012 °12 were DMWY 212 at PIR? N0
iv) Now
(1) For 'a xn™ 1 it’s a M wd that 123y P21 1701
(2) For the same reason according to 011 " that we outlined for the first y17°n
v) But for 'X &n»12
(1) Which also follows jn11° "

(2) The o 111%nn 5w 032 °12 couldn’t take J2¥Y P71 because they weren’t °12
oMy

vi) ToRw

68



(1) How then were they 7r1
vii) mawn
(1) There are two possible o9
(a) First 77mn

(1) Their father (237901 °12) had nephews who were 0wy 12 at Jn0°30
YR

(i1) The 2P of these nephews were M1 to 2°a1Pnn YW 170312 and their
brothers and were divided among them

(i) annn Hw 1
1. were then 2 min these 2P0 to 2%annn W 012 12
2. and it didn’t matter that 2117507 ¥ 0312 °12 weren’t WY 12

(iv)so that D°an%nn YW 012 °12 were 11°aR MAT2 Ml who were "2
jaRhhhlrieta)

(b) Second T7nn

(i) o2m%nn 5w 1R had bothers whose 777 *R¥Y were 0w J2 at JN0°1d
ek

(i1) The 2P of these 777 °RXY were 11 to 2°AN7n» 2w 17°2X and their
brothers and were divided among them

(iii)2°annn YW AR
1. were then °min these 2°p%n in the end to 2211901 YW 012 °12
2. and it didn’t matter that 0°3177n7% 5w 012 °12 weren’t 2wy °12
(iv)so that 2°a%nn YW 012 °12 were D°aN2NK YW 17°AR M1 o
(c) 2axp™2
(i) uses the second 7771
(i1) and that’s why it says that
(ii1)2°a177nn YW 013 %12 were D°aNNn YW AR Mot Y
viil)  Xowp
(1) why does "2 Xn>12 not use the first 727
ix) Y10
(1) to teach that the o°11%nn W 012 °12
(a) could be w1y from o°a%nn HW 37°aR
(b) even though
(i) for that 7%m1 to reach the 0°a%nn %W 012 °12
(i) The 791 in effect had to pass through the °11%nn
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4) moon
a) nIpn
1) So long as

(1) We thought that the nin*>12 needed to deal with X °&2 who were 5w 077°12
(aRabhlrisla)

(2) And that the mn»12 didn’t deal with 79X *X2 who were 211%nn 2w 012 "12
i1) We were forced to say
(1) that the y7X "X2 weren’t 2wy *12 at 2°7%n XX’
(2) Because otherwise they would have died 72722
b) But
i) now that we accept that the mn>12 can deal with 221790 @ 012 °12
ii) we can accept a 71°X where 02111707 %12 were DMWY 12 at D°I¥N NROY’
c) so we have this Xwp
1)  Why not say that
(1) both mn>12 agree with "wX> "1 that 7PN 0787 RYPH

(2) The second &n>>12 assumes that the £°111707 °12 were DMWY °12 at NROY®
[akmhdal

(a) So that their o°12 the 7R °X2 can have a yX2 pon by 7w from °12
aRabhlrisla)

(b) And by 0¥y nann the Xxn»"a
(i) doesn’t mean the X X2 were w7 in their own right
1. since after all the xn»72 follows "wx> " nvw

(i1) but instead means that yX *X2 were w71 without having to pass
their P91 through the °an%nn from D°anonn YW 1A

i1) While the first Xn>12
(1) assumes that the 0°12n7 °12 weren’t D°WY *12 at D°¥H NROY

(2) so for the 7R °X2 to have a p%n that P21 had to pass from 2211701 W 17°28
through the o°an%nn

5) X"wAm
a) Nwp
1) why not explain the nn>72 this way
(1) Both mn>n2 agree with "»wx> " that 7p51NI 277X *RYVH
(2) '8 Xn»M2
(a) Deals with yX °X2 who were 2°1179n07 °12
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(b) So that it must be they weren’t 27wy *12 at 2°7X¥»n DR’
(¢) And could take a P21 only mo12 of °annn YW 1°aR
(3) 2 xp™M2
(a) Deals with o°anbnn 5w 012 °12
(b) their fathers who were 0°1Y7n% °12 were QWY 12 at 02731 NRY

(¢) So that their o°12 the 7R °X2 can have a yX2 pon1 by 7w from °12
0°1%nn even though the y9X X2 get no P71 from the 21170~
themselves

(d) And by 2%y nnnn the xn»72
(1) doesn’t mean the 77X X2 were W in their own right
1. since after all the &n»92 follows “wX> "1 nww

(i1) but instead means that Y% *X2 were w11 without having to pass
their P21 through the °an%nn from °anonn YW 1°axR
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nni* nin "77nn 2" TN
1) mntpn
a) M
1) 70 DRANT must mention the particular 7n°n ow
b) 71127
i) AN DRANG
(1) Needs to mention that the w1 is 7n»
(2) But doesn’t have to mention the 7in°» ow
2) xpM2
a) MNP Ny
1) 1wn knew that 701 11°7 wwpn but he didn’t know which fn»
3) moon

a) This fits well with 7127 for whom 7w could have made a rin°» nXani7 without ow
ann

b) But for 777 " who says %707 needs to mention the 7 aw
1) Since
(1) nwn didn’t know which fin°n applied to the wwipn
(2) he couldn’t mention the 7n» ow in the AXNA
(3) and must have thought that in22 1177 PR
c) noRw
1)  Why then was 1n 2 wwpn for nmim "
d) mawn
1) because of a Tyw NXI7
4) H"wamn
a) Xowp
i) Maybe 7wn was aware of the 7yw NRA
i1) So maybe 7wn did realize that n°»2 11°7 even for A7 "
5) X"waan
a) 1N
1) In 777710 the X3 says
(1) for a7 that
(a) nwn didn’t know that 7731 was 012 11°7 at all
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(b) so he couldn’t mention 11n°» in the XN at all
(c) and even for 7127 thought that 7in°22 117 X
(d) and
(1) although 77a was 7 11177 anyway because of a 7yw nR7
(i1) nwn didn’t know that there was a Iyw nRMA
(2) But for wwpn according to 7327
(a) The nnm 7 wasn’t a vw DR
(b) Because nwn knew there was a 7n°» 17 and was 11012 770
i1) Based on this X713
(1) mooin assumes that

(a) for every "nX7 %1 who needs to say that there was nyw nX717 in any
situation

(b) for example for wwpn according to A7 "
(c) nwn also wasn’t aware of the 7yw nNX7
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0 7

T"0 'NI NOn2A
1) anTpn
a) PIMPN2D MR 20w °D VI MDA PR
2) X
a) 7n9%% had a 771102 P90 in the P9 of his father 7917 in P8 PR
b) 9n died 12712 before YR, 70°10
c) Xowp
1) Presumably
(1) the P51 of 751 in H&W° X only counted as %1 when he died
i1) so
(1) why did 5% have a 71122 P91 in the 0°021 that were X2
(2) And
(a) since T199% didn’t have this 722 Pon
(b) How could 7r9%% N2 inherit a P9 their father didn’t have
d) yrn
i) PRIMW MR 37 27 MR
(1) You’re right
(2) 7n9%% had a 71122 P91 only in Pou%vn that 991 owned 70 NYWw2
e) Nwp

i) but a P00 in YW1 teaches that 7m97% N2 also inherited the 77152 P71 that
7m9%¥ had in YR YR vpIp

) 0
i) 727 MmN
(1) That p109 in YW
(a) By saying that 7m9%% N2 took a 777132 PO in PRI PR
(b) Rr7IX 23x reflects that X 79X is considered np1mn
3) xnp™M32
a) "0 7wn was ponon if 1928 Mia could inherit their father’s 71122 Pon
4) R
a) Xowp
1) Fornman
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(1) Once we know that DRw° Y2 is npIIN
(2) On what was poon Iwn
5) X"waan
a) Xwp

i) Why do we understand the 50 of nwn better for the v w of PXwaw that Y9 &
SR isn’t NPT

b) y°n
i) For oxmw
(1) We say that 7wn knew that X2 YR counted as "X

(2) And was pp10n whether 12 are MW the 722 P9 of their father in
Rirlipiafa)

i1) But for 7127
(1) Although
(a) the P10D in YW teaches RMTIX 23X that YR’ YR YpIp counts as NRIMA
(b) it isn’t the purpose of the 109 to teach us this MR ¥»
(2) instead the purpose of the p105 in YWy
(a) is to teach that N2 are Mw Y their father’s 77152 Pon
(i) not only in 77050 but also in ypIp

(b) and in this way to resolve the pod of Twn on whether they are w71 their
father’s 77122 P70 in vpp

(3) So we have this Rwp
(a) Why should 7wn have been more panon

(1) on whether N2 are MWy their father’s 77152 P50 in ¥pap that
counts as NPIMM

(i) than on whether they’re 77132 pon MW in 1PH0%0n
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