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1) Xmxat 97

2)

3)

a)
b)

c)

X127 X710 grow in three months

X0 X0 such as P grow or are harvested in one month

for Pxynw "

i) Three M%2X of X217 X" in H¥277 N°2 77w is enough for 7P
ii) But an 792X of X X0 doesn’t count as an 777°2X for P

N at 0

a) YRYPY ' says at 1> A7 that three M>°OX of XNOHOX in three months count as PN

b)

since XNoOHOX is harvested in 30 days
1) XNooOX ought to be treated as X XD

moeon

a)

b)

c)

Xowp
i) Why don’t m%°5& of p2° count towards P11
ii) while n9°2X of XnooOX do count towards 1P
¥7°n
1) Must be that for 827 XD
(1) Even 1°¥p alone can count as the first 772
(2) Even ny»r alone can count as the third 777K
i1) For Xv1r X7°0 such as XnoooR and nipa°
(1) 7¢p and 1y alone don’t count as an 777X
(a) And this is how m?°5X of X1 X7° count less than M?°2K of X271 &7
(2) But 7v>1 and 7% together for X0 X0 do count as an 77°X
iii) where HRynw° '3 says that for XnoooX three M?°2KR count as 7P
(1) He means three m>°>& of which each is both 173>7 and 7%p
But the P11 for Xn0oOR is a X°wp for the v w of >"wA
i) Because *"w" says that each 719°5% even for 821 X710 needs both 731 and 77%p

i1) So it must be that X7 X7 are less than X237 X0 because even 7¥°77 and 77°Xp
together don’t count as an ;77°2X



INXIAN NX 01D 2" TN

1) xma

2)

a)
b)

for P&ynw» " three different crops in one year are enough for 717 in a 19°R 77w
so there is fpm when the ponn

1) takes in the wine from his grapes

11) 10T DX pon

iii) 1X*p NX 012

meoin

a)

b)

Rowp
i) in each growing season

(1) 1%>°p are taken first in a8

(2) while wine from grapes isn’t collected until later in >wn
i1) so why is wine from grapes mentioned first
IaRk1
1) The crops are mentioned in the order of the calendar year that begins in " wn
Xwp (as explained by X"wAin)

1) it would be more appropriate to mention them in the order of the different
series of rains in the growing season

(1) so that 1¥*p should be mentioned first
i1) because
(1) the first rain is 777 that only begins in P
(2) and the first crop that is harvested after 771 is 1¥™p



N> 71

nnyn X7x n"TN
1) Our &3
a) '
i) XWX 9771 derived the rule that 7P requires three M?°IX from 7¥77 MW
(1) a mw with three N1 is no longer a an and instead is a T¥1
(2) just so a 77w
(a) no longer belongs to the Iy1yn-1511 after three MoK
(b) and instead belongs to the p>1in-np1?
b) xwp
i) buta wm W doesn’t pay 22w 11 until his fourth 7772
c) 7I™n
1) It’s still the third 721 that changes a MW from an to 7w
ii) The fourth amaa
(1) is the first 721 that the 7w does while a 731
(2) And that’s why it’s the first >3 for which a W pays 02w 1
2) 7207 Rnp K22 XA3 TN
a) mwn
i) a7 isaTvmif"oon '3y
b) Xv2X by the X7
i) Does the mwn mean
(1) X723 7975
(a) that o°n° nw>w applies to warnings for the 5v2

(b) so that the Yv2 must be warned separately on three separate days for
his 7MW to become a 71

i1) or does the 71wn mean
(1) RN my»h
(a) that o°»> nwow applies to M of the w
(b) So that the 7w must be 1211 on three separate days to become a 7y
(c) But
(1) if the M1 were on separate days



(i1) The 7w is a 71 even if the 5va was warned of all three M7°31 on
the same day

3) m»oIn (as explained by RX"wAnn)

a)

b)

c)

Presumably
i) To say "X7123 °7Tw»%" and that the N N7 must happen on separate days
(1) Implies that improper behavior by the Yv2 is what makes the 2w a 731
(a) i.e., his being 7121v three NIR"NT
ii) While to say R7n "1y
(1) implies that we focus only on the MW
(2) So that it’s the three nmoa1 that make the MW a 7y
Xwp
1) introduction
(1) apparently it must be that RwX *5917 say X0 *7w* for two reasons
(a) First
(1) XWX 997 say it’s ndal that result in 797 not NIRANT
(b) Second
(1) If ®723 >71w>% then
1. Although three N1 make the 7w a v

2. The 92 pays 0>2 11 only when thereafter he’s 72 on a
fourth nxAn7

(2) XWX 2997 is the HRyHY® " RIN
(3) So we’ve proved that there is a X1n who says X0 *7Ww»?
i) Xwp
(1) how can o°X71mR in the X3 even consider X123 *T1¥>Y as a possibility
First y17°n
i) All that the XX 2917 said is that
(1) the rule of three for mpim is derived from 77 MW
i) XWX 377 didn’t say whether the 717°% is from M1 or from NIXINT
iii) so that it’s possible that XX 2937 meant
(1) that for the ¥ to be 121y three XN turns a MY into a 7Y
(2) and this is consistent with X723 *79"%
1v) XWp
(1) but there is no 2w P11 until the Hv2 is 712 on a fourth 7X7N7



V) 71N
(1) that’s right
(2) but similar to what we said earlier about ni°a1
(a) what changes a 7 from an to 7v1 is to be 721w three RN
(b) And the fourth 7xn7
(1) is the first %07 that the ¥2 is 72w while the W is a 7y
(ii) And for which he pays o>w pn
d) second y17°n
1) Your basic assumption isn’t correct
i) X123 70
(1) doesn’t imply
(a) that it’s the ¥2 being 12w on MR that makes a MW into a 7w
(2) instead it’s still three n°a1 that make the MW a 73
(3) the concept of X723 >719>% means only that
(a) For a v to pay 0w pn for a M that became 7311 by min
(b) There is the additional condition:

(i) That that 5¥a must have been warned to watch his 112 on three
separate days after the N1

(i) So that the 9¥2 be on notice to avoid mm a1 that will make his 1w
become a Ty

ii1) Here’s proof
(1) If you base 79 on the number of MX1n: that the Hv2 is 12w
(2) Then the 7w should only become a 7¥1% on his fourth 732
(a) when the v2 is 721w on three XN
(3) So the Hva shouldn’t have to pay 22w p11 until the fifth 7

(4) And yet the X3 never suggests that to say X723 >719>% means that 27w pn
requires one ;11X more than if you say 70 *1y»%



.0D T2 ANYn XX 2" TNI 1N T2 Anyn XX 2" TN
1) Introduction part 1
a) There is no P11 if a Y YN makes a good 7RMM against use of his 77w by a P 1
b) if ARAR X217 1192 K9W RN
i) There is no 7P if 9¥7¥n makes a XM even 1°192 XYW
(1) Because the p11n is assumed to have heard the nXm» from afar
i1) There is fpim if 7y7vn doesn’t make a axm» from afar "wipna"
(1) because wwn could easily have made a valid 1192 R>w 7Rmn from afar
c) if XA RO KD 17192 KOW IRMN
i) If we decide that he does need to make a 17192 R
(1) There is np if he didn’t make a personal axm»
ii) If he doesn’t need to make a 1192 7RMN
(1) There is no 7P even if he didn’t make a fXmn from afar
(2) Because yvn
(a) doesn’t have to make a futile 7Xm» from afar
(b) and he doesn’t have to go to P11 to make a 1192 1RmA
2) Introduction part 2 on the n°¥»n of the X210 of 773 7737 and M1 at 2 77
a) nw of 27 MR HAn 92 KA M
i) 7127
(1) Where a nxnn isn’t heard (for example before we say % n°x X127 772m)
(a) 7RMN X7 R 17192 ROW IRMA
(b) The 2y7v»n doesn’t have to make 17192 IRMN
(c) The 7y7vn needn’t make a useless M1pPn2 RAA
i) amm "
(1) Where xmn isn’t heard
(a) IRMA RN R PID ROW IR
(b) the "y7vn does need to make 17192 8N
b) "W of X217
1) both 7717 "1 and 7127 can say that
(1) Even where nxmn is heard
(2) still RN X177 K2 17192 ROW ORMA
(3) And the 7v7vn needs to make 17192 7RMN



3)

4)

d)

i1) But where the 5P isn’t heard there is no pm
Since
i) The a8n» must be made 1192 even where the xn» is heard from afar
i1) it must be that for this v°w the word "7Xmn" means a personal X
now
1) we’ve proved for both mv>w that 777 "1 says there needs to be 17192 AR~
i1) this fits with the X0 of 1712
(1) where 777 "1 says 11712 is an exception that doesn’t need 17192 1RMN

X"

a)

b)

We’ve also proved that it’s the 7v7¥» who loses where the 2¥7v7» needn’t make
1°192 AR

i) Either for 27 9nK 97 72 X2k " according to the 70w of 1127
i1) Or for X217 where the 7y7¥» didn’t hear the 7pm
Here’s another proof from the &0 of *X12 Xpw at .7 77

1) There is no axmn if 7y7wn claims I was *X72 X2 and didn’t hear about your
P

X3 at ;12 A7

a)
b)

OXYnY° "1 derives from 7917 MW that P11 requires three MoK
Xwp
1) Since 7p11 1s derived from 7310 MW
i1) Then
(1) Just as nx797 of the Wi Y¥2 must be 1192
(2) For npmn too we should require that 7Xm» must be 17192
(3) So that
(a) nRAM 7D RD 119 ROW RN
iii) nooIN
(1) And
(a) since the 192 X7 n8nn wouldn’t be of any use
(b) we don’t expect the 2y7¥»n to make a useless fxn» from afar
(2) nor do we expect the 7y7¥n to travel to the p°1m to make a personal aRm»
(3) so there should be no pn

5) .02 77 XM (see also RN»np XNw 7"70 on b3 A7)

a) PRYAYY "M



i) Three MoK are enough for 1P based on the 7% from w7 MW
i1) And just as for 77 MW there is no minimum period for N7
iii) There is no minimum three-year period for these m?°ox
b) 71127
1) we don’t derive the rule for 7pm from 77 MW
i1) and unlike 79177 W there is a three-year minimum period for 7P
c) Nwp
1) How then do the 7127 derive their rule for 7PN
d) First X720 by X271
1) There is a presumption that

(1) For two years a person might forgive another i.e., not be 79p for using his
7w

(2) but a person is certainly 79 and makes a 78m» if another uses his 77w for
three years

(3) so that

(a) if another uses his 77v for three years and the owner wasn’t 7°9p and
made no RN

(b) it must be that the owner had sold the 77w
e) Second X720 by X21

1) a buyer keeps his 77701 70w for no more than two years unless his seller is
anmn

f) Xwp by 2K on the second X120
1) Since the purpose of 7%mn is to caution the p°1m1 to keep his ww
ii) We ought to say fxmn X771 XY 17192 KOW 7R
iii) Because
(1) What good is nxnn from afar that isn’t heard by p inn
(2) Pt should rightly say
(a) “I didn’t hear your nxm» from afar
(b) “what you should have done is travel to me to make a >192 7Rm»

(c) “so that I would have heard your 1%r» and I would have known to
keep my 7vw beyond two years”

g) 717N by X2n
1) 7Xmn is heard even if not made 1192
ii) Because "% n°R X121 7120

10



ii1) In other words
(1) 7IRM? RN 1ID2 ROW RN
6) 1Ny X9X 7"7 .02 77 NMdOIN
a) From the fact that »ax quotes the 7w of the p>1n (“I didn’t hear etc.”)
b) It must be that »2X says that there is 7P if the 2¥7vn wasn’t 17192 RN
c) n9RW (as explained by X"w1mn)
i) We explained that for 1327 according to 27 K 11 92 RAR
(1) Where the nxnn isn’t heard
(a) IRM RN RY PID ROW IR
(b) the 7y7vn need not make 17192 7IRMN
(¢) So that there is no 71717 if he wasn’t 1192 7mn
i1) Shall we say that it must be that »ax
(1) Agrees with 7777 ' according to 27 MK P71 72 XAR '
(a) That where the xmn isn’t heard

(1) and in our case the nXnn isn’t heard because we haven’t yet
resolved that "% n°R X121 7120

(i1) the 7y7vn must be 17192 AMN

(2) or that he agrees with what X237 proposes for both 7717 "7 and 7127 that the
7¥Ivia must be 17192 7Mn even where the aXm» is heard

d) mawn
i) 32X on .3 77 agrees with 1127 according to 27 MK D1 92 KAR

i1) But 7127 for this 7v°w say 17192 AxnM isn’t needed only where the “¥7v» would
need to travel to a different city to be 1192 mn

i11) But on .12 77 the 7y7vn is in the same city and needs to be 17192 7mn
7) X"wann
a) Nwp
1) Why does nooin at .u> 77 assume that »ax disagrees with X271

ii) Maybe *"aX agrees with X271 that the word "nXmn" means a personal 7Xm» so
that XM must be 1192 even in different cities

b) yn
i) In the X1p0n on .v3 77 the X3 concludes that AR X7 1192 ROW AR
(1) Because "% n°R X121 7120
(a) And there is a presumption that P11 will ultimately hear the axm»
(2) We rely on this presumption

11



(a) even where the P 11 proves he didn’t hear the nxm»
(b) because the 7w wyn
(1) has no responsibility to be 1192 7mn even in the same city
(i1) Let alone to travel to make a 1192 7Xm» in a different city
i1) So why should we think that for »aX in the XK M7
(1) When we say 7817 X177 R? 19192 R2W 7IRAA
(2) That the 7v7vn must assure by burdensome travel that the p>1nn heard
i11) More likely that the X% M7 differs from the X3707 only in requiring

(1) that the 7y7yn in whatever city he is make his X7 in a form that makes it
likely that the °111 hears and that at the same time isn’t burdensome to the
Riabal

1v) So that 7y7v71 needs to be 17192 M only where he doesn’t have to travel
8) X"wnan part 1
a) Nwp
1) Introduction
(1) At:m2 a7
(a) Where the X3 asks for Pxynw» "
(1) If you derive from 7¥1m7 MW that 710 requires three M?°ox
(i) Why don’t you also say that
1. just as x7v7 of the Wi Hv2 must be 17192
2. For apmn too we should require that 7xmm must be 17192
3. So that axRmR MY K? 17192 ROW 78N
(b) mooIn explained
(1) And we don’t expect the 7v¥n to make a futile Ixm» from afar

(i1) nor do we expect the 7y7vn to travel to the po1mn to make a
personal 7RmN

(ii1)so there should be no pn

(2) so it must be that Mo0IN assumes that in that case the Iy7vn isin a
different city

1) Xwp
(1) Why does m»oin make this assumption

(2) the X3 could just as well have presented a case where Iv7vn is in the
same city

12



(3) so that aRmM X117 XY 1192 XOW nxnn would result in there being 71 unless
the 7v7yn travels to be 7M1 in person

b) possible y17°n
1) Introduction
(1) When %&ynws 1 derives npin from 7vvan W

(a) There must be an underlying X720 based on m>°>k that supports the
claim of the p>1rn

(b) and Xynw» " then relies on 7917 MW to establish that the X120 matures
when there are three m>°ox

(2) Recall the two n1120 that &27 presented for 7327
(a) The first X720
(1) a person might not be 7°5p for two years if another uses his 77w
(i1) but a person is 75p on three year’s of use
1. so that if another uses his 77w for three years
2. and the owner isn’t 7°97 and makes no 187
3. this proves that the ¥7v» must have sold his 77w
(ii1)Note that for this X720
1. There is no reason to require that the 1 hear the nxnn
2. Since the purpose of the xmn is
a. to prove to the 17 n2 that the 7w yn is 75p
b. rather than to give notice to the P11 to do anything
(b) The second &120 that &21 presented for 1327
(1) abuyer preserves his 77°2n 70w for no more than two years

(i1) unless his seller is 7mMn and by his 7Xn»n warns the P11 to keep his
Y

(3) the first 8120
(a) can work for HXynw° "
(1) Who relies on three m?°3X rather than three years
(b) Because we can accept that Hxvnw» " derives from 737 MW
(i) that the X7°9p begins with three m>°>X rather than three years
(c) See Xn™np Xnw 71"7N at .ud A7
(4) The second &120 can’t work for 2Xynw» '
(a) Because

(1) why would the time for which a buyer holds his 0w

13



(ii) depend on M2 rather than the passage of time
i1) Can we possibly explain that
(1) Since
(a) the first X720 must be correct for PRy "

(b) and under that X720 what’s necessary is to register X7°9p and not to
communicate X7°9p to the P>1n

(2) It follows that
(a) if IR RN R PIDA KOW IR
(b) The 7y7¥n has no duty to travel to visit the p>1rn
(c) And there is no PN
c) Possible y17°n dismissed
1) No

i1) It’s true that the first X720 would explain why there’s no duty to travel to
make a personal RMN

ii1) but
(1) because under the first X720 all that counts is for the 7y7v7 to register to
7"2 that he is 7°5p
(2) the first X720 wouldn’t explain why
(a) if we derive from 797 MW that AR X7 XD 19192 ROW 7IRMA

(b) The 7v7vn would have to make a 17192 7Xm1 just because it wouldn’t
otherwise be heard by p1rn

1v) so it must be {see 7"21m" for a similar conclusion} that
(1) To count as a protest the 7Xm» must warn the p°117 to protect his 0w

(2) And only that sort of %nn is proof to the 17 n°2 that the 7y vn is 7°5p and
isn’t sitting idly by

v) And
(1) now that we’ve proved that
(a) even with the first X720

(b) you’re forced to accept that it’s an essential part of xmn that the po1rn
be advised

(2) By resorting to the first X720
(a) you haven’t avoided the need to explain
(1) why Mmoo assumes on:id 77 for HRYPY "

(ii) that 2yvn needn’t travel to be 7mn in person if XY 1°192 ROW 78NN
AR X0

14



d) yn

1) MooIn makes this assumption because on .v2 77 the language of the X na for
1127 suggests that it’s the P 1 who is arguing that 7XA7 8277 K7 17192 ROW 78N

ii) While for PXynw° "3 on :12 7 there’s no suggestion in the X713 that it’s the
P who is arguing

e) Xowp
1) That explains 2o

i1) but it doesn’t answer why the X923 has the °117 arguing on .u2 77 and not on
RinkaN]

f) yn
i) since for Xy " the rule for npin is derived from 7v7 MW
i1) The X7n3 prefers to assume
(1) that if
(a) IRm RN R PIDA KW IR
(b) There is no npin
(2) The same as for 77 MW
(a) Where the 1w doesn’t become 731 if the nX7Y17 is 17192 ROW
i11) But keep in mind that the cases aren’t quite the same
(1) because
(a) nx7va for 7vINT MW is to bring about the status of 7y
(b) while xnn for 7P is to destroy the 7P of the P11
1v) And this is what NM501n means by saying
(1) @>p% AR ARTYAM AP D027 AR ARMAY 2"YRY"
(1) "ow P> A"R"

15



NIV XY XN7TE A" TN

1) X7 nxaccording to *"'wA

2)

3)

4)

5)

a)
b)

Here is proof that two years aren’t enough for 7P

"7 in the 10" year of ¥p7y

1) warned persons who bought land to preserve their m1uw
i1) because they would have no 7P at the time of the j270

(1) which was to occur only two years later in the 11"

year of "pTX
(a) either in 10 when the city’s walls were breached
(b) or in 28 when the wTp» N°2 was 271

Xowp

1) Maybe two years is enough for 7pmn

ii) And "n7’ told them to keep their mvw anyway as an 7210 7¥y

moeon

a)

ROWwp

1) Maybe even one year is enough for 7P

ii) And "n7° urged them to preserve their M vw because
(1) it was then 7% of the 10™ year of "pTX

(2) And less than one year remained until the 127117

X3 according to the v w of n"7 as explained by nvoIN

a)

b)

Here is proof that three years are needed for rpin

i) "“n7 was speaking in nav of the 9" year of "p7¥

i1) And advised them to buy quickly so that they’d have a three-year 7P by the

time of the 127 in TN or X of the 11" year
Xwp (as explained by X"win)

1) maybe one year is enough for 7P

i1) but "n7° advised them to be P11 for three years to make it more likely that

they’d find p1m >7v for at least one year

meoin

a)

Rowp for the nvw of 1"

1) There are only about 18 months in the period described by 11"

R"wAn

a)

The X072 of 1"
i) That "»7 was speaking in the 9" year of “p7x

16



(1) Leaves more time until the 1271 than the 70w of *"'wA
i1) But still works well for the fv°w of *"wn
ii1) Because it still leaves less than three years until the 1271

iv) And explains why they needed to keep their nvw

17
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nnyn X778 2" TN
See 7nyn KoK 7"7n at ;Mo A7

18



X2VIT "0 X "1

1) mwn and RN

2)

3)

a) 1Pt in a house requires occupancy for three complete years
b) xwp
1) how do 0*7v know that the P17 lived there at night
c) 71N by X2
1) The o7y say they rented the house and lived there themselves day and night
d) xwp by 20
1) These o7y are 1M7v2 Py
1) Because
(1) Although they already paid rent to the P11 for their past occupancy
(a) if it turns out that there is no 7P and the 7w yn is the true owner
(b) They would have to pay rent again to the 2y7¥»
€) 717N by "wX 27
1) they haven’t paid their rent yet
ii) and are prepared to pay it to either the p*1m or the 7vavn
) x0T N
) X921 X2 Paw non 2977 DY STITORY 2770 SN 0D R Py oK
i) "mww "nwo
a"awn
a) X1 doesn’t refer back to 1™ 27
1) 1i.e., he’s not explaining why the o°7¥ aren’t Pyan
b) he is only remarking that the 111 has to bring 0*7v for the nights only where the
qv7vn claims that the 1 wasn’t there at night
c) And this is how to understand the words of &30 n
i) 1w n%n 2977 Y% OTINORY 2770 N WY MRI{IWIYN} PYVT {IRT XKPNT M0} R
N Srkipinili talabn!
i) {XO2OR M1 TITOKRY 1O} My v {IX}
iii) {"9 171w R 2R DaK}
maoin
a) nww of "7 (as explained by R"w1n)

1) X707 1 does refer to the Xwp of "
i1) he explains that the 0°7¥ aren’t 1°va11 because
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b)

(1) they no longer live there
(2) and

(a) if they wanted to lie about the p°1n having a npim to avoid having to
pay rent to the qyvn

(b) they could have achieved the same result
(1) by acknowledging that the 117 had no pn
(i1) and lying that they had already paid rent to the 7y2vn
(3) so that they have no 71v°31 to falsely support the P11
i) Rowp
(1) why do you assume that they would have been believed had they claimed
that they paid rent to the Iv7v»
iv) Y170
(1) we would have believed them with this 12
(a) If they were lying
(1) they could have denied living there at all
V) Rwp
(1) but if they denied living there at all
(a) they would have had to make a no i ny1aw
(b) because they would have been 9377 1913
vi) Y17°0
(1) the 1 is that
(a) they wouldn’t have volunteered to the 7¥7vn that they had lived there

(b) and the 2y y»n wouldn’t have known to make a claim for rent and to
force them to make a no°i1 nwvaw

vii) And this is how to understand the words of X307 7»
(1) {prrn} Pyv R
(2) R°9°921 K2 1w NN 2 777 Y OTITORY TR0 27N INY R
(3) {21 1woy 2177 KT W90 UMWDY 19N}
(4) mwv “nvv
7w of on 1117
1) Agrees with 0"2w" that X707 71 doesn’t refer back to 77 27
il) RV 1 says that

(1) the po1nn can properly request of the o7y that they be 7°v» that the p>1nn
generally lived there for three years
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(2) And it’s not necessary for the 0°7¥ to be 7°¥» on every day and night
Xwp (as explained by X"w2mn)
1) both for 7"7 and 0"
1) XV M in essence refers to the substance of what the o°7v say
ii1) so that
(1) instead of the X3 saying 71y "nIvw
(2) the x3 should have said M7y 1m7Y

iv) because it’s not relevant that it’s the P11 who asks (is "¥10") that the o7y
give this M7y
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1) Introduction

2)

3)

a) For a P11 to achieve a apm

1) It’s not enough for him to eat 7pI 1w

i1) He must claim personal knowledge on how the 77w passed from the 2y7vn to
the p*1rn

(1) for example “I bought it from you™ or “I saw my 1212 buying it from you”
i11) If he only says

(1) I bought it from my 721 who said he bought it from you

(2) That doesn’t count as a 7y

(3) Because the p 1mn makes no claim on how the 772 passed from the 2yv»
to the po1n

(4) And the 2y7v» wins with the 71yv
(a) X777 RVIR ORIT DOTINP IR DR
(b) 70721 R °R1°M DX
(c) DR >7°7 0°727 HYa N 1

b) Butif

i) It’s established that the 72 lived there at least one day
(1) In other words X»1* 717 2 17
ii) then the rule of w17 MP19% 1010 applies
iii) And the 17 n°a claims for the np1>
(1) Whatever winning claim the 727 could have made
iv) So that wherever 17 claims that X»v 71 2 97
(1) there is a two part analysis
(a) has the npY% proved his claim that X»1 7171 %2 97 200

(b) could the 721 have had a winning claim of his own

TR
a) How can 7"2 establish that the 75 lived there at least one day
127wnN

a) either where
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1) o°7Y testify that the 721 lived there at least one day
i1) or
(1) P>t claims that the 721 lived there at least one day
(2) and we believe P inn by way of a 1a°»
(a) that were he lying he could have claimed
(1) 0"71% where the 7v7¥n has no proof that he ever owned the 77w

(ii) “T the 7Y% bought it directly from you the 237yn” where the np1?
completed pm "W

4) Now np1? has this wn

5)

6)

7)

a) Only when his first response to the “¥7vn was
1) “I bought it from my 7211 who told me he bought it from you
(1) “and I saw him live there at least a day”
b) but if his first response was only
1) “I bought it from my 721 who told me he bought it from you
c) he can’t later add the claim that
1) “and I saw him live there at least a day”
d) because that later claim can’t be supported by 1°»
1) once he’s already admitted that the 7¥7y»n once owned the 77w
ii) And that the npY% didn’t buy it directly from the 2wav»
e) This defective wn is called y1517 1wn
ToRY
a) what’s the analysis
1) if instead of claiming that the 72 lived there one day
ii) the npY? were to claim that “I saw my 221 buying it from you the y7yn”
72wn
a) The 7 is believed if he has a valid 13 that’s not ¥1917 2n

b) If the n?1? has M7y they’re of course believed and there is no need to rely on j3w0
P17

TR
a) Assume that
1) we establish that the 72 lived there at least a day

ii) And that as a result we claim for the n1? whatever winning claims the 221
could have made
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b) Precisely what winning claim could the 727 have made
8) mawn
a) If the p>1mn had already completed 7p1m 1w
1) the 721 could have won by claiming “I the 721 bought it from you the 2w y»n”
9) 198w
a) What if
1) the p*1n has no 7P "W 7Y
i1) But the 7¥7yn has no proof that the 77w was ever his
b) Do we say that the 72 could have prevailed by saying
1) “I bought it from you the 2w yn”
i1) Because the 7121 would have been believed on this claim
(1) wn if he were lying
(a) he could have said to the “y7v»
(i) “n"7n% it never was yours”
iii) And does it matter that n17 has at the same time conceded there was no 0"7:77
iv) In other words
(1) Do we treat the potential 12°» of the 751

(2) Even though it would have been expressed at the same time as the 17
made his 71v0

(3) As a sort of ¥y1917 wn that’s already foreclosed by what the n1? said
10) 72wn according to X"2w1 nYw
a) We do argue this winning claim

b) It doesn’t matter that the claim of the 7121 would be believed only by way of a 13
that’s at the same time contradicted by the i

c) TIORW

1) For &"2w" can we go further and say that the 7127 could have prevailed by
actually claiming 0"7:7%

d) mawn
i) X"aw" permits 0"7777 as the basis of a 2n for the 75m
ii) But not as a potential actual claim by the 121 that’s contradicted by np1?
11) 72wn according to °"1 nvw

a) We don’t argue this winning claim because it could be believed only by way of a
11 that’s at the same time contradicted by the 12

12) X"wann part 1
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a)

Although *"1 expresses his 10w only where 0°7v establish that the 721 lived there
at least a day

i) The nvw also applies by way of 19w 95 where we rely on a 131 to prove that
the 7121 lived there at least a day

13) X"w 7 part 2

a)
b)

Go back to where we said 1> is believed that X1 7171 2 77 7901 because of a 1
The n is that if he were lying the n?1? could have said
i) 0"71% if 9y7vn has no proof it was ever his
i1) Or “I bought it from you” where the p>11 has npIn "1w
0"aw" say that we need 0°7¥ to establish that the 72 lived there a day
ToRY
i) Does this mean that 2°» isn’t enough even where the 2n isn’t ¥1917
72wn
i) 0"aw1 would in fact accept this 1w if it weren’t ¥y791°
ii) but 0"aw" is referring to an actual Xn°2°ya RNWpP case
(1) where the 2n would have been vy1917

(2) because the poinn didn’t claim from the start that the 721 lived there for a
day

but
1) see R"wInn at :X»n A7

ii) Where R"w1mn says 0"aw" apparently ("77K3%") agrees with 2°w19n who say
that a 13°n isn’t enough to prove X»v 711 "2 77
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1) Introduction

2)

3)

4)

a) See page 22
1)  Where the P11 claimed “I’m 777 that the 772 was once yours but my 721
told me he bought it from you”
ii)) And “y7yn won with his response that
(1) 77 777 RYIR ORAT NOT0P K2 IR
(2) nar XY RH DX
(3) PR 77 02727 DYWL 1
b) Starting on the same page we also discussed 2772 of
i) Xnv 72T
i) np1PR ravn
iii) ¥191m° wn
N2
a) In a case where
i) pomn has apm oW Ty
i1) P claims “I’m 7377 that the 77w was once yours but my 751 told me he
bought it from you”
b) 9v7vn can respond
1) You’ve admitted that the 77w was once mine and that you never bought it
from me
1) and as far as concerns your 121
(1) "X K191 R217D"
a"awn
a) In this case the P>t has no 2>7v that the 72 lived there at least a day
nooIn
a) Obviously 0"2w1 means that if there were 0°7v that the 721 lived there
b) We would have argued for n1? the nayv that the 157 would have argued
1) “I 721 bought it from you and I have fpii 1w
¢) So it must be that when the 23797 says X7 81913 82199

i) He doesn’t mean that the 251 is a proved 1712
(1) Because if so the 7121 wouldn’t have been believed even with pm

(a) Based on the rule that 7P 12 X 7912
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i1) Instead this is another way for the 7¥7¥» to claim without 2>7¥ that “your 731
never owned the 772”

5) X"wann
a) X°Wp on a"aw"
1) Even if there are no 2>y that 715w lived there at least a day
i1) If Pt claims that the 75 lived there at least a day
(1) Why don’t we believe him 13°» he could have said
(a) “I P> bought it from you the 2y7v» and I have npm “1w”
b) v1n

1) It happens that in this case the 11 first responded “I bought it from him etc.”
without immediately adding “and I saw him live there at least a day”

i1) So that when he later adds “and I saw him etc.” he no longer has a 21 to say
“I bought it from you”

iii) So that the wn is a defective y1917 10
6) mooIn
a) Xwp to "awn now
i) Now that we’ve proved that 7v7yn doesn’t claim that 12 is a proved 1213
ii) Why does the 71w need to say X117 X1713 R°199 at all
ii1) All he needs to say is the same as the 7v7¥» says in the prior 1127
(1) X7 777 RYIR RAT NOT0P W2 IR
(2) nnPar R RPN DX
(3) NR >7°7 0°727 HY2 N7 1
7) X"wann
a) Xwp on the X°wp of MooIN to 2"aw"
1) the X3 is silent on whether the 7v7yn has proof the 77w was once his
i1) so perhaps 7v7yn does in fact have this proof
ii1) and that’s why for 0"2w" the X713 doesn’t say
(1) R 7777 RYIR ORAT 9 DTIRP XY DR
b) yn
i) MDdOIN means to ask that
(1) if in fact 7y7vn has proof that he once owned the 77w
(a) the X3 should have used this variation

(1) N7 777 RYIRT 27707 07 DX IR
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(i) 7nar R RPN XY
(2) And if in fact 7¥7v» has no proof that he once owned the 77w
(a) The &7n3 should have used this variation
(1) X7 2777 RYIXR ORAT DOTMR WD NR
(i) 7NPAT R ORI DX
(3) And in either case he needn’t say X177 X1773 R°199
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1) xma

a)
b)

c)

d)

721X7 is the original owner of a 77w
"7 is the pomn
1) and claims to have bought the 77w from 72187 seven years ago
ii) but has no 70w to prove the purchase
MR is the “ywn
1) And has a "vw that says that he bought the 772 from 723X four years ago
then
i) if "% can prove he’s occupied the 77w for all seven years
i1) then
(1) although the sale by 12181 to 1Wnw counts as a IxmN
(2) "% wins because he had completed npir *1w before this xmA

i) inthe same case

ii) "% can prove only that he had 1P *1w in the three years after the quw from
1R to YR

ii1) then
(1) according to o"aw"

(a) the vy prevails because the P *1w '3 can’t be more effective than a
7uw that’s three years old and is dated later than the 7w from 72X to
VY

(2) according to °wnan w° (as explained in M»d01N and R"WN)

(a) "7 prevails because we believe him that he bought the 77w seven years
ago

(b) wn
(1) if he were lying

(i1) he could have claimed that he bought the 77w from Nwnw three
years ago
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Y7 "7 an naY ik a"Tn

1) xma

2)

3)

4)

a)

b)

d)

PN
1) says a 17w belonged to his 1°"nMax
i1) and he has npm 1w 7Y
2v7y» has 07y that the 77w was AR Hw
127
1) we believe the p>1mn that the 77w belonged to his 17max
i) wn
(1) if he were lying he could have said
(2) “I the 11 bought it from you the y7vn”
MR
1) K K? 07V Dpna pwh 07 on
ii) So that the 2°» can’t contradict the 1"m2ax >7v of the "y yn

o"awA

a)

727 in the end agreed with »2x

moeon

a)

the proper X077 is in fact "727"

b) because at :22 77

1) X217 agrees with »ax that
(1) 33K X7 079 DIPna PwH °% on

X"wAnn

a)

Rowp
1) maybe the proper X073 here is 827
i1) and it’s 27 who changed his mind and in the end agreed with »ax
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N2 "7 X a"Tn
1) Introduction
a) Partl
i) A P> has apm oaw >y and claimed "max v
ii) His 7v1vn has 0*7v that the 77 was 1"max >w
iii) The p1nn can later explain that when he said *max 5w
(1) he didn’t mean that it was always max >w
(2) but that his Ymax bought it from the qywn 2w PMaR
(a) so that he’s not contradicting the o°7¥ of the 7v7yn
iv) This doesn’t count as if the P11 is contradicting his own prior 71y
v) In other words the p*1mn can be 13101 1M 30
b) part2
) if
(1) aw"r or aom has pm 1w
(2) can prove that the w1 or 121 lived there at least a day "&n1 711 ™2 97"
(3) but doesn’t know how his w1 or 1211 got title from the v7vn
i1) 7"2 claims for the w7 all successful NMavv that the w7 might have made
2) pwo % a"in
a) Xowp
i) In the prior case
(1) Since >max v doesn’t mean it was always >nax Sv

ii) Even if the p>11 doesn’t claim to know that his 1°M1aR bought it from the 17nmax
of the 7vyn

iii) By saying ">max 5v" at a minimum P°17 must mean
(1) That his 2R were X»v 71 2117
(2) And we ought to believe him that X»1 771 "2 177
(a) With a wn» that if the P>t were lying
(b) He could have said “I P11 bought it from you the vvn”
(c) And this 1°» claim would have been supported by 7P 1w
iv) And once we accept that 811 17 "2 177 1M
(1) We ought to argue for the w1
(a) That the > would have claimed
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(i) that he bought it from the 1°nMax of the “yvn
(b) and that the w71 would have won based on npii "1w
b) 70
i) We take *maR 5w as meaning 22197 SMaR v
(1) Unless the p>1nn himself explains that he meant either
(a) that his 1"max bought it from the I¥7yn W PNAR
(b) Or that his "m2x lived there at least a day
3) Back to the x7n3
Where
1) two 07¥ °nd contradict each other on 7pIT 1w
i1) And one N> is also 7°¥» on XNAAR
a) X217 says
(1) You can’t trust the 0>7v for J21X7 on XN72AX
(a) Because one of the two sets of 27 is lying about prnand is 2109
(2) And since we don’t know which set is 7109
(a) We can’t rely on either for any part of their testimony
4) mooin
a) Introduction
1) In Xnp 822
(1) X271 says that 72w 72023 *7v that were om on MY
(a) Are still valid for their M7v on 72°23
(2) Because they’re 2105 only from the moment of their false M7y
(a) And they testified on 772°13 a moment before they testified on 72w
b) xwp

1) Now in our X3 first the 07y for 12187 were 7°Y» on XnA2R and weren’t
contradicted

i1) only later were they 7°v on np11 and were contradicted
iii) So why should they be 7109 on their M7y for Xn7ax
(1) That has nothing to do with their M7y on 7P
(2) And that standing alone is enough for j2187 to win the 77w
c) 7117’0 by X"21 as explained by R"w1an

1) Rn7aR 7y standing alone without 51231 97w aren’t enough for 12187 so long as
MVnw has apm Ty
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ii) Because
(1) 7% 1% that only 1w»w had apm 7w
(2) even though
(a) vnw has already said ">max Hw"
(b) And
(1) unless 11w explains that he meant 11 717 2177
(i1) We understand him to mean "0?wn >max >v"
(c) So that
(1) 712%1 would prevail with his Xnax m7y
(11) If pynw doesn’t make this explanation
(3) The fact is that 2ynw can explain that he meant %1 717 "2 177
(4) And if vnw does so
(a) We’ll believe 11vnw that X»1 711 2177 1PmaR with a won

(1) that he could have said “I bought it from you” for which he’d have
been believed because he has 1p11 >7v that aren’t 2°wno in this 12
9oy

(b) and based on w11°% 13wv we’ll then argue for W that his wn
would have said “I bought it from you™ and his w71 would have been
believed with the same 1°»

(5) So it’s obvious that
(a) For the Xnax 7y to be sufficient for j21x"
(1) They need to be 7°¥» also on 7PN
(b) That’s why the two N1"7¥ count as one
(i) And
1. once they’re 2109 on their M7y on 1PN
2. their M7y on XX also fails
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N2ID 27D NNl 211" T

1) XM

a)

b)

Where

1) two 27y °n> contradict one another on 7PN 1w

i1) And one N2 is also 7°¥7» on XNIAX

Then according to 1121 27 and X177 27

1) neither is believed on 77117 "3w where they contradicted each other

i1) But the n3 that was also 7°¥» on Xnn2X is still believed on XnAaR M7y

2) moon

a)

b)

Introduction from m21n>
1) Iftwo 0*7v (the first nd) who signed a 70w died

i1) And a second n> is now 7°v» that the signatures of the first N> are correct but
that the first N> was

(a) ooavp

(b) M7y "Mod

(c) ooux
1i1) The 7vw can’t be used
ROwp

1) Why don’t we say that the m17¥ of the first N> on the 70w is a separate matter
from whether they were 0°19p etc.

TaRk1
1) In our X nx

(1) ®nmax M7y of a N2 can be destroyed only if the other n> uproots the
existing M w> NP1 of the XNmax 7y

(2) But neither n> has the power to destroy the m w3 npin of the other n>
ii) Butin mamn>

(1) To be 010 the M7y of the first n> it’s not necessary to uproot a pre-existing
MWD DpIn

(2) Since when the second n> is 7°¥n
(a) That the first n> were o°10p
(1) they in effect say that the first nd never yet had maw> npin
(b) the first N> were 0°01K

34



(1) they meant that the first n>
1. were Mwal Niann O°01IR
2. so that their m w2 npin isn’t attacked
(c) the first N> were 2°217p
(1) they meant the first N> were 2°217p from the time they were born
(i1) and never had mw> np1 when they acted together as o7y

(3) and that is why the second n> impairs the M1aX1 of the first N> even for the
separate matter of 0w

3) X"wann

a)

b)

d)

introduction
1) Where 'X N2 says M7Y on any matter
ii) And '2 n> says that 'X n> are 171213
ii1)) We ignore the M7y of 'R N> on the separate matter
Xowp
1) Why didn’t m»oin ask that we ought to accept the M7y on the separate matter
YN
1) Because mooin realized that because
(1) '2 n> were directly 7°v7 that '& n3 has no M1w> NP
(2) '® n2 has no M11K1 to contradict '2 N2 on the M W of 'k N>
(3) So all n7v of '} N> must fail
i1) Contrast our 873 where
(1) Although the o*7v contradict each other
(2) Neither n3 is 7°vn that the other has no M w> npin
Xowp

1)  Why didn’t m»0in use the same approach to explain for 1177 0°10p that the first
n3 is 7109 also for separate matters because the second n> were 7¥n directly
that the first N> now has no M w> NP

717N

1) Because in the case of 171 010 even '2 Nd concedes that 'k n2 if alive would
have mw> NP now and so could have been w°ron the second n>

i1) specifically
(1) where the second n> is 7y that the first n>
(a) were 1P

(i) they would have been 2°2173 now
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(b) were mwn1 nanK D°0UR

(1) they would automatically have m=w> nptni on anything other than
this particular 0w

(c) Were o 21p

(1) we’re dealing with a case where they’re no longer 2°217p
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1) xma

a)

b)

d)

Where two 2°7v °n> contradict each other on 1211 *3w and one N> is also 7°v» on
NNIAR

X2 says
1) You can’t trust the 0’7V on XN72IX
(1) Because one of the two sets of 27 is lying about 311 and is 7109
ii) And since we don’t know which set is 9109
(1) We can’t rely on either for any part of their M7y
ToRY
1) Does this mean that X237 agrees with X707 27
(1) Who says if two sets of 07y are w°nan each other they are 7109 for all M7y
127wnN
i) No

1) X271 can agree with X1171 27 who says generally that each n3 is 7w> for other
Iy

ii1) But our case is different since both N7y relate to the same ypap

2) R271 "% R "7 .82 57 MooNn

a)

d)

Introduction
1) InXnp X232
(1) 27 says that ar 2wy 72°33 °7Y that were 21 on M"Y
(a) Are still valid for their M7v on 72°1)
(2) Because they’re 209 only from the moment of their false M7y
(a) And they testified on 72°12 before they testified on nr"aw
ii) one WY of the X3 explains that this is because
(1) W7om nywn ROR T2 7RI RIT RIT0 ORT 7Y
Rowp
1) Now in our case
(1) first the a7y for J2I1%1 were 7°¥»n on XN
(a) And weren’t contradicted
(2) And only later were they 7°v7 on 1P and were contradicted
ii) So
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(1) why should they be 2105 on their M7y for Xniax that has nothing to do with

their 7Y on 1P and that standing alone is enough for 721X to win the

!

b) y1°n
i) For the nwY that limits the rule of 827 to o1 7v there is no RwWp
i1) Because in our case the 0>7v are wn21 and not an7
iii) And that’s why the 0>7v are 7105 also ¥191?
3) mooin here (as explained by R"wan)
a) Xwp
i) X701 27 says that in every case of 7wnon both sets of 0°7y are 9109
ii) So that to say that amr 7y is 209 isn’t a W17 at all
(1) In fact it’s a ¥17°n that the o> are W2
ii1) So
(1) for the 17w that says X271 bases his rule on X7 W17°0 27 7V
(2) how could we consider that 27 agrees with X701 21
b) y17°n (as explained by X"w1n)
1) Must be that
(1) the W% in Xnp X232 that says the 9100 of o anIT 2°7v is a WA
(2) applies only to the y17°n of our X773 that says X237 agrees with X117 27
4) R"wn
a) Xwp

1) But once we know from the prior NM501n that in our X3 it must be that X2
says X7 w17 0T 7Y

i1) how could there even be a XX ™77 in our XA that X217 agrees with X701 27
b) y°n

1)  We need to rely on other 2°¥17°n to the X*wp of NvOIN here

! moon at the end of X271 % & 7"7 notes that this doesn’t fit with the explanation at 21 % <& 7"7n on
why Rniax 7y are considered the same M7y as apin 7Y
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A7 971

N "y anxa " Tn

1y

2)

3)

a7
a) TMYOR "
i) After we’re 7 a 175 we’re not 19v» him with one v
b) OX°Hn3 12 YR M
i) After we’re 7 a 11 we are 17°¥1 him with one 7v
N2
a) "M
i) Both 71voX " and PR°%13 12 WnRw M say "Dawn i v PR
i1) Meaning that
(1) Two o°7v are needed to be 77 a 17
b) xwp
1) Since 777 needs two 27y
i1) How can 3"2w" say that
(1) for nx%yn afterwards
(2) one 7¥ is enough
c) y™n
i) MY9R ' and 2"awn are P77 where
(1) There were two 2>7v who were 7" the 172
(2) And now there are in fact two 2>7v who are won
(3) but
(a) there’s a 1o in the M7V of the second 1 woni v
(b) that
(1) r¥oR " says makes this °wani 73 not count
(i1) And 2"2w" ignores
d) 7oxw
1) What’s the pon
e) There are two m2wn
X3 -- First 721wn
a) Partl
i) the second woni 7v was 7°v» after there had already been two M7
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i) and 7my°H% " says
(1) Although
(a) by being 77xn
(1) the second wann 7y
(i) With an w2177 79 who was 7°¥n earlier
(b) There are two o wdna 07y

(2) Still we’re not 77vn the 377 a second time once the second 1w v
arrives

(3) Because of the 11or that
(a) It’s X17°27 NPT
(b) To be 7°¥n a 17> whom we were already 711 twice
b) Part2
i) Since there was a x>¥77 after the first 7717
i1) And since the second 7°w>n77 7¥ arrived only after the second 777
iii) The first 78%¥77 must have been by the first 9°wani7 7 acting alone
c) Part3
i) Since it’s a M w» that one WM 7Y can’t override two 0>7v who are Y010
ii) It must be that the first 7777 wasn’t by two 0°7v who are 2010
d) Part4
i) noxw
(1) So how were they 711 the 375 the first time
ii) mawn
(1) By way of a 2109 7p
(2) Meaning that this was the order of events
(a) First 77797 by 7100 71p
(b) First 7x%v:1 by the first 2wong 7v
(¢) Second 7777 by two 2109 >y
(d) M7y by a second *won 7v following two M7
4) R"wn
a) Nwp

1) Why didn’t our X°210 say that the first 77717 was brought about by an 1R ¥
le)bh]

i1) And this was the order of events
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b)

d)

2

h)

(a) First 77797 by %0197 1K 79
(b) First 7x%v:1 by the first 2wong 7v
(¢) Second 771 by a second 201977 7Y
(i) Who’s 71¥n with the first 501977 TR 7
(ii) For a total of two 7109 *7v
(d) m7v by a second ~*woni 7Y
'aRbe
1) Can’tbe
i1) Because 11m1° ' says 021wn NND WY PR
Xwp
1) Maybe 73m° " says D 1wn MND W TR
i1) Only after there’s already been an 2 won7 X 7V
'aRbe
1) You’re right
i1) But the fact that our X210 doesn’t take this approach
i1i1) Proves that
(1) @21wn Mnd WY PR
(2) Applies even where there is no prior Wwn3 X 7V
ToRY
1) How does the X713 know in other n1210 that the X7n % of a1 " that
(1) oeawn M vy PR means that
(a) 7% 7Y can’t be Y01
(b) even if there’s no prior 71X 7¥ who was 7wan
127WN
1) From the result in our X210 that we’ve just established
TORY
1) But how does our X210 itself know that 71m1° '3 follows this 7vw
lymhliZygl
1) Ifjam° " had held that
(1) The npYoma of T1Y9R " and 3"awA applies also
(a) where the first 777717 was brought about by an 01977 71X 7Y

i1) 77 " wouldn’t have said flatly that they both hold 2°1wn mno vy PR

ii1) But he would instead have added for both that
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(1) There can be 711 vy where there was no prior w17 TR T
5) Second 72wn
a) The 1non is that the second 2°wani 7v was °192 Xow 7°¥n the first Pwonn v
6) X"wmn
a) noRw
1) For the second 721wn
(1) Can we also prove from our X°x10 that
(2) 7am° ' says 2°wn Mo YAV PR even where there is no prior W% TR TV
b) n2wn
1) No
i1) Since for the second 721wn
(1) The order of events that
(a) Our X310 we set out for the first 12wn

(b) And that proved that our X210 holds 2°1wn» nd ¥ PR applies even
where there is no prior w271 TR TV

(2) Doesn’t apply at all

ii1) Instead this simpler order of event is all that’s needed for the second 721wn
(1) 777 by two 2109 7Y
(2) M7y of the first 2 w2ni IR TV

(3) M7y of the second *wani1 nX ¥ that’s given °192 K7W the first X T
°wona
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1) X277 &M

'3 amn Rap RN plativk)
onnn) o (5pn)
N¥N R¥N XY o7y WR1A" NRYN | N X7 0M7Y "1 7 o7y 2 R
2"1IRY NN K77
"nNRW1
RXNKR? | RXAKRDTW"ON | 2"nxy nRwa" X97 0°7v 2 fahe7al nnT oMy 'a 2
X977V X2 nn7
Hllnn
2) moon
a) Nwp

1) °01 "2 ann " says

(1) X¥N XY 077 182 2"7IRY NRWA

i1)) Why don’t we insist that Xxn
(1) Because her w°R nwx npii should make us believe the nn X77 07y

3) X"wann
a) Nwp

1) Moo should certainly have asked its X*wp for the 1127

i1) Who go beyond >0 "2 omin "

(1) And say Xgn R even

(a) NRW1 2"NRY N RDT 2TV IR
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Xowp

1) Study the table on the mvw of

a) o0"awn
b) 1"
c) 0O9X 2"

2) 7"77 (as understood by X"wnmn)

a) At first sight 7" disagrees with "9 and supports 2"2aw"

b) But we’ll show that 3"757 actually supports 099X 29
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d)

We’ll consider in order
1) Each %wp that 7"737 makes to 11" now
i1) Whether the Xwp supports the 70w of 0"2aw"
iii) How the X°wp actually supports the 7v>w of 097X 27
First X°wp of 7"man
1) Text of 7"man
(1) "vpapa By ROR 7797 R? K927 M0 199K HY 3700w nRw 77 0"
(2) Apparently 77"7737 means
(a) The nu*w of "7 is a PmM7 when it says
(1) "X TIRT 190" refers to the IX%TIT by X123 °X:7 that he ate the M7
ii) Two N1wp on 7"
(1) Why would 73"737 have been satisfied for 1" if he were 771 on the X9p>7
(a) After all
(i) 1" isn’t oA the words 7k 7107 at all
(ii) Instead his &0 is ">770 *n»R 705"
(2) The words 7% 7107 don’t support the 7w of 2"awA
(a) Because 0"2w" says X723 °Ri7 gave the X9P°7 to *7°X 27 as a iy
iii) YN
(1) n"na1 supports the 7w of 057K 27
(a) That X123 °X77 in fact was 777 that 50 277 >7X 27
(b) And made no XTI on M7 NIR
Second X°wp of 7"man
1) Textof 7"nan
(1) " 11°PDn R? ROWA T 2IRT ORDT{RMIY (VP9 99 97107 2"vx 9o} n'm"
(a) a7 %W 19 DY ROR NP 2P OTR 2W 22TV RDDT D
ii) Two nrwp
(1) For n"1 nuo>w
(a) There are no 0*7¥ on M2*p at all
(b) X123 °&77 never admitted that *5v 299 *7°K 21
(2) This ®wp by 7"737 doesn’t support 2"2aw" NYW
(a) That says the 715 for M7 is because
(1) X123 >R returned the X2p>7 only as a mann
(i1) And not because of any 7X77 on the M2»p of ™7k 27
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iii) 17N
1) 1" supports the 7v*w of 097K 27 that
pp
(a) since
(1) there are no 0*7v at all for ma»p
(i1) >R 27 received the X2p°7 only because 8723 °Xi said "5 27p >7°K 20
(b) X123 °&17 was believed as to N0 against his own admission of "5v 27p
(1) »n» he didn’t have to be 71 as to ¥p7p that o1 27p "X 27
f) Third X°wp of 7"
1) Text of 7"nan
(1) "R720 X7 X707 27 % 19 ORDR{1D2 AT 7RID} KT 110073 MR K" {1080}
(2) Apparently this is a X'wp to 1" nYW
(a) How could X701 27 say X123 °X17 is believed that the "0 were his
(1) »m he could have said he didn’t eat them
(b) When the approach of *"ax and X217 is more logical
(1) That we can’t say
1. the X957 was not his because of Xnw1 >12

2. And at the same time rule that the X?p°7 was his 237 the M7
that grew on the X?p>7

i1) Two nvrwp
(1) First xwp
(a) How does this support 2"2w1 nu*w
(1) True for that 7v°w we understand for X707 27
1. that>7X 27 wasn’t entitled to N1
a. Since the Xp°7 was his only m1nn2

2. but we don’t understand why X271 »ax disagree and say that 27
"X was entitled to the M7

(2) second xwp
(a) See "7 7"7 mooIn that
(1) thoroughly explains X701 27 for the v*w of N1
1i1) Y17°N
(1) a"aa7 isn’t asking a X°wp here on 1"1 nYW
(a) but is explaining a difficulty for 09%% 27 nvw
(2) Here is how 71"7137 should be read
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(a) {ODPX 27 N0 DY 2P TR 27T AT KT 11007 77 R
(b) "X120 X7 RTOM 27 % MY ORAR {11 00N 12 M ATy}
(3) Meaning
(a) For 099X 27 n>w the X n3 should have used the nnw®
(1) 91 RIMP RIX WK VA K YWD 2 N
1. for &70m 2
(i1) And 1318 R? 0°7v D1pna PR °H
1. for X271 »ax

(b) Because these are the mMnw» that they use in a similar X773 on 32 77
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TNO 'M"X 'Xn 2" TN

1) .27 XM

a)

b)

d)

Where
1) two 2>7v °n> contradict each other on 7P 1w
i1) And one N2 is also 7°¥7 on XN7AX
129
i) we believe the p>1 that the 77w was "mak Hw of the pnn
1) Wn
(1) if he were lying he could have said
(a) “I the p>1in bought it from you the y7vn”
(2) And we would have prevailed because of the 7pm 1w 7V
MR
1) K K? 027V DIPna pwh 07 on
(1) the wn can’t be used to support his actual claim of >max v
(a) because that claim contradicts the 2°7¥ of v wyn»
(b) that say the 77w was N2k v of the 2y wn
o"awn
1) 727 1in the end agreed with »2ax that there is no 2>7v 21PH2 W»
YT say

i) When the p>1nn claimed ">max 2" he didn’t necessarily mean “ 7107 *max >w
own”

i1) So the P11 can still add “T meant to say that ‘my *m2x buy it from your
TR

iii)) And if he does so he’s believed with a 1> that if he wanted to lie
(1) he could have said “I bought it from you”
(2) and had he done so he would have won with his 7pm >y

2) .39 A7 8M

a)

The &7m3 at .22 77 brings the same case as .X? 77 except for three differences
1) First difference
(1) X217 joins *"2X in saying there is no 2’7y Q1PN AN
i1) Second difference
(1) »y771 don’t say that in this case the P> can add
(a) “I meant to say that my >m2ax bought the 77 from your 7°m2axr”
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3)

4)

ii1) Third difference

(1) o"awn says the o°7v of the 7vyn were 7°yn that the 77w always belonged
to WIYR YW 1PMAR

introduction

a)

to see whether the claim of the p°1in contradicts the 07y
1) we need to analyze exactly what the 07y were 7°¥»

ii) we also need to analyze what additional claims the > can be understood to
say or imply without contradicting his first statement of >max 5w

first analyze .X% 77

a)

b)

c)

part 1

i) we saw that °*¥7773 on .X? 7 say that the initial claim of the p>1rn ">max Hw"
doesn’t necessarily mean it was always or 021wn ">n1ax Sv"

i1) So the P11 can still explain “I meant to say that my >m2ax bought it from your
7°m2R” and if he does so he wins with the 1°n that we explained earlier

iii) So it must be that the 0>7¥ weren’t 7°v» that it was always wyn7 YmMar >w

(1) Because otherwise the 07y would contradict even a claim that “my >max
bought it from your 7°naxr”

(2) And >¥7771 wouldn’t have said that p>1n could win with this 71yv
Part 2

i) Now that we’ve seen that the *max v claim of the p>1in doesn’t necessarily
mean it always belonged to his 1°nmax

i1) if poinn explains that he meant only that his 1"nax lived there once his claim
should also be believed with the same 13°»

i11) and once we believe him that X»1 717 2177
(1) although p>11in doesn’t know how his *max got the 77w
(2) based on w1 1avw as explained at N>7nP N7 DX 7"7N.5 77

(3) We then claim on behalf of the p°1mn that the w1 could have said “I the
w1 bought it from your 7°maxX” and this claim would have been
supported by apIn 1w

Part 3

i) 7oRw
(1) What if the P>t doesn’t make this explanation
(2) Do we imply it for him

1) 72Wn

(1) " says the answer must be no
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(a) Because otherwise we wouldn’t understand
(i) why ax says at .X? 77 that the 13°n is 27y o1PR2
(i1) why 727 ultimately agreed with »2ax
(iii)And why X217 agrees with »ax in :37 77
(b) xwp
(1) Why then did 7127 initially allow the 13n
(c) mwn
(1) He wasn’t yet aware of the 17 that there is no 27y 2112 13°»
(2) 1" says

(a) 121 before he changed his mind thought that we do imply ®»1 717 277
for the p>1nn

1. And that’s why 7127 initially allowed the 21
2. And didn't think it was 2>7v D)pn2

(b) But 727 after he changed his mind and »2X both say that we don’t
imply this claim for P> and that’s why the °» is 2>7y opn2

5) Now analyze the X713 at :3% 77 (as explained by X"w1nn)
a) First consider exactly what the 27y were 7°¥»
i) We mentioned earlier that *¥7173 never referred to the case on :37 77
b) Soit’s possible that
i) The o>y were in fact 7¥» that "021w% an°7 w7ynT PMaR Hw"
i1) The reason the 131 is 2>7y OPn2
(1) Is not that we can never imply X»1* 717 2 77 for a 71vv of *MA2aX
(2) But that it’s only in this case that the implication doesn’t help the P11
(a) Because it happens to be that the o>7v said 07 wn
c) And it’s also possible that
i) Were the 0>7v to say only that "7n°7 1Pmax Hw" without adding 221w
i1) We would have said that p>1in intended to mean X1 717 2 177

iii)) And that’s why 0"2w" needs to explain that the 7v7v» won only because the
0*7y said 02 wn

d) And it’s also possible that
i) xan
(1) Implies &n1 711 "2 77 into a claim of *Max
(a) But still says that the claim is 27y 212 on 2% 77
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(b) Because there the 0>7¥ say 07wn
(2) And would also imply the claim of XY 711 2177 on .X? A7
(a) Where that claim wouldn’t be 2>7v 03p»2
(b) Since the o>7¥ there don’t say 221wn
e) Soit’s possible
i) that the correct X07°3 on .X? 77 is X2
i1) and it’s X2
(1) who at first thought it’s not 2°7v o)pn2
(a) Because we imply Xn1 711 ™2 77

(2) And who then is 2 977 when he agrees with *ax that we don’t imply "2 77
N2 0
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T2 7

VIV AUNN I A"

1y

2)

3)

N2
a) Xaxk'
1) Ifto win on 'R 71wv a person needs to make a 7y12W
(1) For example where there is an 71X 7V against 'K 71vv
i1) Then that person can’t be believed on '2 m1yv for which there’s no 712w
(1) with a 1°n that if he were lying he could have said '} 71yv
ii1) In short
(1) o2wn yaw" 2127 1KY 7312w 200 23
.09 A7 N121ND KRNI
a) MR gave money to a MW to repay a particular loan that a »»°ax owed to a Mo

b) The Mm% took the money from the m°%w and claimed that the money paid off a
different loan to "m°2X

¢) The m>n was believed 131 he could have said he received no money at all
d) The m%w then had to make up the loss to 222K

1) Because he was a w19 for not having insisted on a detailed receipt from the
91 before he paid the mon

maoin
a) Nwp
i) But the Mm% is an 71X 7¥ that he gave money to the mv»
ii) had the Mm% claimed that he received no money at all
(1) The m>n would have had to make a 7312w against the TR 7
iii) so why does m»» have a wn
b) yn
i) The 52 would not have been a valid 7nx 7v
i1) Because
(1) he would have been ¥21 to be 7'y that he gave the money to the m»
(2) in order not to have to pay *»*ax for not giving the money to the m>n
c) Nwp
i) But the 5w isn’t a yan

i1) Because if he’s lying because he wants to avoid a claim by 12X
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d)

ii1) He could have avoided a claim by 12X by telling "»°2x “I gave the money
back to you”

'aRbs
i) The case happened after the 73pn of no>n nyaw for a 2571 191>
i1) So that
(1) if the m5w were to say “I gave it back to »>ax”
(a) He would have had to make a no°i1 ny12w
i11) So that

(1) in order to avoid no*1 n¥12w at the same time that he frees himself of a
claim to "m°ax

(2) He needs to claim “T gave it to the m%n”

(3) And that makes him a ¥211 and not a valid 71X 79 against the m»
iv) And that’s why

(1) the 779 has a good 1» and wins

(2) And the m%w has to pay "R

4) X"wamn

a)
b)

Before the 7170 of N0 nyaw the M2 would not have won
So "»°ax would have had no loss and the %2 wouldn’t have had to pay 2y
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1) xma

a)

N2X "

1) If to win on 'X 771YY a person needs to make a 7y12W
(1) For example where there is an 71X 7V against 'K 711y0

ii) Then that person can’t be believed on '2 m1vv for which there’s no ¥y12w
(1) with a 13n that if he were lying he could have said ' 711vv

1i1) In short
(1) o%wn yaws? 9157 1RW 7312w 2 man 92

2) An issue in understanding Xax "

3)
4)

a)

b)

In most cases it’s the ¥an1 who is 712w 2717
i) And that’s why 82X " says ...02Wn yaw»h 7150 11KRY
(1) Because it’s the ¥an1 who is abwmn
What if
1) it’s the ¥21n who needs to make a 7¥12w and can’t
i1) Does he also lose in the sense that the ¥an1 is 99w and needn’t pay
There are two cases in which the ¥21n has to make a 7v12w and can’t
1) PTwnomw
(1) Generally where the ¥an1 is I¥12wn %Y TWn we say 20111 ¥awi 1730w
(2) But here the y21n is also Twn and can’t make a 7y12w
ii) PPN T ¥2In N
(1) y21n can only recover a debt from 720 with a 732w

(2) In this case the vy21n died and his 7°»0° can’t make the 7312w

analyze each case based on .11 myaw

PTwn Qv

a)

b)

01 " and Jnm1 20
i) e
TR "M
i) the vaniis oown
Apparently
1) X1 " agrees with Xax "
(1) And the rule of Xax "1 applies only to the ¥an1
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(a) Because the "o%wn" in the words of ®ax " refer only to the yani
(2) So the yani needs to pay
(a) even where the ¥y21n can’t make a 7y12w
i1) 01 "M and a1 " disagree with Xax "
d) xwp
i) From our X7n3 it appears that Xax '10 N7
i) If yam1 ' disagrees with Xax "
(1) How is this consistent with 172 a1 "5 RN
e) y1n
i) n"now
(1) All agree that Xax " said his rule only for the yani
(a) This explains why "X "1 says o2wn
(2) a1 27 agrees with Xax "
(a) But in the special case of 1 wn ammw
(1) he says y17m° because of a 01p to the ¥y2n for being Twn
i) ownon v now
(1) All agree that the rule of Xax "1 applies to the ¥21n as well as the yan:
(a) And that’s why for a1 29
(1) when both can’t make a 7312w each loses half
(2) but 7°&n "1 says the yani bears the whole loss in this case
(a) Because the 712w “p°¥ in 7wn an1w applies to the yan1
5) PRI T PRI
a) Xl
i) R 20
(1) The m> »»n> who are the "Pyani" are Mwd
(a) Because 2X1mw1 21 disagree with XaR "
i) MYOR "
(1) The Mm% >»n> must pay
(a) Because voK " agrees with XaR '
iii) T2y MY9R "0 TAVTY TV PRI 27D TOAYT
b) mdoIn (as explained by X"wAmn)
1) Xwp for o°won ¥
(1) For an w2
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(a) We understand that X721 21 can’t agree with Xax "

(1) Because n"1 says that Xax " says that the ¥2n1 must pay even
where the y21n is ¥yaw°% 7127 1K

(2) but for o>wnon v
(a) Why not say that Xmw1 21 agree with Xax '

(b) And this case is no different from the general rule that the ¥yan1 is 7w
where the ¥y21n can’t make a 7y12w

i1) Xwp also for n"1 nvw
(1) Once we say Rax 12 ®nov17
(2) Why in fact does the X3 say 722y DR 275 727
iii) 17N
(1) This is a special rule based on sympathy for 110>
(2) 7Y 7P0I% RD7 120

6) X"wamn

a)

b)

d)

Xwp
i) Maybe 2X1mw1 21 agree with Xax " according to n'"1 nww
(1) And their rule is special for 121n° because of
(a) 7Y P09 RD7 120
'aRbs

i) Ifthis were so PRmw1 27 would have said outright that the case of P is
different

WP

i) For n"1 maybe &2k "1 and 1"1 would agree that in this case 7%y °0177 897 127
aRE

1) If so they should have said the case of 10 is different
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