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1) mwn

a)

Ny7al)
i) |If
(1) An nwx claims she was a 72102 when she married so that her 72102 is 200

(2) And %2 or his 0w claim she was a w7 or 73a2R and her 7205 is only
100

ii) Svais 1oon if she has o>7v that Xm°72 nRY>
iii) nwx is 7097 if she has no o°7y that &m11°72 NRY

2) nmooIn

a)

b)

d)

f)

Xowp
1) why don’t we simply read her 712105 to see if her 72102 is 200 or 100
T17°n as explained by R"wann
1) X995 27says at :1v that the mawn deals with 72105 12m2 PRT D3Pn2
i) So there is no 72105 0w to read
Xowp
i)  What about x1177 27 who disagrees with x99 27 at :1v
(1) and says the mwn also deals with 7210 Pamow opn2
7N

1) X172 says the mawn deals with where she doesn’t present her 72102 q0w to n°2
™7

Xowp
i) Since 7wk doesn’t have or doesn’t present a 72103 MWW
ii) Presumably va has manyi to say *ny-»
iii) So
(1) Even where the 7wy has o*7v that &m11°72 nR®
(@) why isn’t Yv2 believed that she was an 717X or 7w
(b) by way of w» that he could have said *ny1s
717N
i) the sawnoarnisa P nna nwyn
i) And there is a 9n&7 181 who says that
(1) 2193 K R? 7"2 7wy AR [Pny9] W



(2) So %va has no nunri to say *nyao
g) xwp
1) What about the =nx7 18 who says a person can claim >nyas for a 17 n»a nwyn

ii) why for this anx7 187 don’t we believe Yva with a 13 that he could have said
NYID

h) v n
i) You’re right that for this 7287 18 the ¥2 could have said *ny-s
ii) But
(1) Since nwx has o7y that X2 DR
(2) The resulting w» counts as o°7v 2p»2 wn and doesn’t help 2¥2
3) X
a) PN
i) 9X°9m3 127 in &P P19 says that an TwK is n1aR1 to say NoIRI *INDINRWN
ii) Presumably this is because we rely on her 7902 nprn
b) xwp
i) Shall we say for >x*%13 121 that
(1) this same npn gives an nwR the manki to say nRw°1 7202
(2) even without xm°i7 7
i) So that
(1) The xw of the 7awn that says she’s believed only with &7 >7y
(2) Doesn’t follow 2%°93 121
4) 5%°5n3 127 °K7 7"7 MooIN
a) Nwp
i) For the anx7 1%n who says that 7y2 has ninxi to say °nyns for a 7"2 nwvn
i) Why didn’t the X3 answer that
(1) The mawn in fact does follow %&*5n3 120
(2) And the reason that
(@) Without &m11°77 >7v the ¥2 has nnx1 against the 32102 npr of nwx
(b) Is because
(i) the 52 has a 1w that he could have said *ny1s
(ii) And
1. since we’re dealing with where there are no &m11°7 7y
2. Thiswnisn’t o7y 0pna



b) y»n

i) You’re right

i) The x*wp applies only

5) X"wann

(1) for the amx7 181 that 2190 AR 8D 7"2 AWYn MK W07
(2) So that 5¥2 has no >nymo R *v2a °Kk7 1 to override the aprn of the nwx

a) Nwp

i) Why didn’t the &7m3 answer that

i)

(1) we’re dealing in a place where 1wk X°77 ok 17701 PR
So that
(1) Even though
(@) for the 0175 MR R? KT N7
(b) v has no manxi to say *ny1o
(2) still
(a) He has a wn that he could have said *nwk nx 1°X

iii) And it’s this 2n that overrides the npri that she’s a 77102

Iv) so that

(1) the mawn that says nwx has manki only with o7
(2) is in fact consistent with 5x%>%n3 127

b) y1n

i) It’s a pm7to say that the 7awn applies only where 1w &7 oR 17701 PR

i)

and it’s more 12non to say that the miwn doesn’t follow 2X°%13 127

6) Twni of the mawn

a) NDDT KW™M

i)

i)

"ywi ' A" that
(1) if j20%7 says to nwnw

(@) 17 NP AN AR YW T AT
(2) 12:%7 has manxa
Because
(1) 2°nnw 1797 X1 ORW 97
(2) Meaning

(a) y2%0 is yar1 with a wn that if he were lying

(i) he wouldn’t have admitted that the 77w belonged to nynw ax



(i) and he wouldn’t have had to say 137 "nnp
b) X9°07 X0
1) If pynw has o°7y that the 77w belonged to nynw *ax
i) And 32187 says 1»°n "nnpb
1ii) 12%7 has no »» and isn’t believed
7) ToRW
a) Inthe xo°07 XW™
b) Is nynw a y21n with a »72 nivw that the 77w once belonged to Nwnw *ax
8) nawn
a) °"wanow
1) 7AW isn’ta yan
i) So j2%" also has a wn that P nw X°ya oK
b) mooin nuw
i) ynw is van but has no o7y that support him
ii) So
(1) Although 323%7 doesn’t have a P nw X°y2 *RT 0
(2) he does have the wr> *va &7 1on that
(a) He could have denied that the 77w ever belonged to nwaw *ax
(3) and
(@) although wno >ya *x7 1 isn’t as strong as P> nNW *ya X7 137
(b) it’s still enough to give NIARI tO 1R
c) xwp of moownto >"wn now
1) Inthe x5°07 X50
(1) To set out a case where 12187 is 7°097
(2) Why did the mawn need a 2vx where there are ov7v that nn°i wnw *ax Hw
(3) When the mawn could have more simply said that
(&) where nwnw is y2n
(b) 121%7 is Toon even without o7y
9) Twnn of the X
a) By way of 7 here again is the x>wp of the xna
b) P
1) We’ve established that
(1) 9%°%n3 121 says an awx is nanRi if she says *noaR1 anoIRWn



(2) Presumably because of her 3P that she was a 1°017°R nywa 77102
c) xwp of the “first [wpn”
i) Shall we assume that >x>%23 12 would say that
(1) Based on the same 31
(2) nwx is believed that nxw°1 79102 even without xm1m >y
ii) so that
(1) the xw>n of the miwn that says 7w is nar1 only with xmn >y
(2) doesn’t follow 2R°913 127
d) yyn of the first 1xon
i) For °noaxi *anoaxwn
(1) 5x%*%m3 121 rules in favor of the nwx
(2) Not because of her npm
(3) but because
(@) the mavv of Yyais a Xnw nivw

(b) Since he doesn’t actually know whether 7wx was oix1 before or after
TO1TR

i) While in the xw of our mawn
(1) vais a >72 that she wasn’t DXw1 as a 7121n2
(2) And %x°9n3 121 can agree that nwx is nar1 only with xmirn 7y
10) qwnn of the X
a) xwp of the second jwpn
1) 7% 8P R1 A9 RPN
i) Why didn’t the first jwpn
(1) who suggested that 5x°%13 121 doesn’t agree with the xwn of the mawn
iii) realize that
(1) in the case of the xw™ of the mwn
(2) ox%*9m3 121 would agree that we rule in favor of Yva where nwx has no o>y
(3) Because
(@) Unlike for noax1 »xnoaxwn where va has only a xnw nivw
(b) Here %v2 has a »2 nwwv
b) 10 of the second 1210 as understood by >"wA
i) The first 7wpn thought that
(1) Because nxw°1 m?n2 o°w1 21N



(@) The mavv of the Hva here counts only as a X»w nivw
(b) The same as the mvv of the Sva for “noax1 “1noIRw»
(2) So that 5x°%13 121 has no reason to agree with the x> of the mwn
11) nw® of the qwni of the X
a) R72anon °n1an
1) YW " a7 [X9°02] InpTh
i) POW 77IM2 DROONA 127 MK [RWI2T] RAOW NAK OR
i) 7777 XN YW ' 72 DRO913 127 DR R? DMK R ROR
b) RP PRI ORAR YW ' NN20 N
1) NP RDP PRIORY ORP MR
12) mvw of >"wn on "&"2non *»1 37" and "n20 n"
a) R72anon °n1on
i) that the first 13xn is correct that %223 " is 77 in the xw
b) Because
1) Then we understand
(1) the nw? of "y "1 a7 — and ywre "M is 77 -- in the X9

(2) where presumably “and” implies that there is another anx7 181 who is 77
in the xw> of the mwn

c) since
i) ywwr " in the xo°0 refers back to the xw and says
(1) Just as
(@) Although on °noaxi *anoxwn in the first P
(i) 5%>9m3 721 says the Hva is 1097
(b) still

(i) 9R°%nx 127 is 77 to vy ' in the Xwn here that nwx is 7097
without xm1i7 7y

(2) just so
(a) Although
(i) inacase in the first p7o that the xnx will discuss later
(i) yw " doesn’t follow °n
(b) ywm " is a1 that we do follow » here in the xo°0
13) mvew of *"wA on the X1 of n720 °n

a) "nn2o °n" disagrees with "&"2non 21051 and says that in fact



i) The second 1%1n is correct that 2%>913 127 doesn’t agree with the x> of the
mwn here

i) And
(1) ywwe " amm
(2) doesn’t refer back to a X717 by X723 127 in the Rw
b) Instead
1)  ywir " refers back to his own R in the first o
i) And says
(1) Although I didn’t follow wn in the first o
(2) 1 do follow p>nw >y2 &7 131 here
14) mooin -- X*wp to the nvw of »"wA
a) The 1wY that the X3 uses to challenge "x1anon on1*on"
1) ORP PPID ORAR YW ' NN20 N
i) ORP ROP PPVORIRPX Y 4«
b) Implies that "&"2n0n *»1 57" didn’t rely on 1°» for nianxi of 12187 in the Xo°0
15) nvew of MoIN 0N X12non 11 °n
a) The details of this nv*w aren’t essential to this X"wann
b) But a nxxn of this qvow is that
1) "X"2non *n1°on" says that
(1) nynw isn’t a ¥2In in the o0
(2) And yui ' in the xoo relies on the 17 of &nwn *02
(a) To support j21%7 as a *712 nwwv W
(b) Against nynw who counts at best as a x»w nivw W
i) "no20 °n" says that
(1) ywrr
(@) Doesn’t rely on ®nw »2 for the mianki of 12187 in the 90
(b) But instead relies on 1°» to support 12187
(2) So the xo°0 applies even where Nynw is yan
16) &"wann
a) Xwp
i) For the nv>w of mooIin

il) "R92n0n "»1°37" ought to be subject to the same x°wp that m»on earlier asked
to the fvw of >"wA

10



(1) xwp
(a) Why does the xo°07 x5°0 say we rule for nvnw only if nwaw brings oy

(b) If the xo°07 ®9°0 could have said more simply that we rule for nynw
even if

(i) There are no o>y
1. But nvnaw makes a avoan
2. andis a2 nww
b) yn
i) For msoin
(1) We’ve established for the nv>w of "&72n0n 1 257" that
(@) nynw is 7097 in the 89°07 XY™
(b) Because nwnw isn’t ¥21n and counts as if he’s 13 a Rnw nivw
(2) For this nvw
(@) It’s awvren
(i) That even where nvnw has only a xnw nivy
(i) Still 323%7 is 7oon if Pynw brings o7y
(3) And this would explain why
(a) The xo°07 ®o°0 sets out
(i) acase where nynw brings o°7y
(ii) instead of a case where 1ynw is a ¥21n and has a *12 nivv
il) but for >"wn both for "&72non "1 °57" and "n120 A"
(1) we’ve established that Nwnw is 79057 in 8907 KW
(a) because
(i) where nwnw isn’t ¥yan
(if) 123%7 has a strong > nw *y2a *R7 17
(2) For this nvw
(@) It would be more of a w7 for the miwn to teach that
(1) 72%7 is Toon where ynw is ¥y
(i) Even though there is still a weak w» of wn> *¥2 °X in favor of 1217
(b) Than it is to teach that 1217 is 7°05n
(i) when nynw brings o>y
(if) And there’s no w» at all
(3) And this explains why msoin asks for *"wA nv>w that

11



(a) x»07 890 should have taught
(i) the w7 that y21%7 is 7090 if pwnw is ¥2in
(ii) instead of the wy7on that 12380 is 7097 if there are o7
17) R at ;1 A7
a) Nwp
i) Inthe 907 Rw™
(1) Instead of dealing with where j21% said
(@) Mm°7 NP AN AR YW T AT
(2) It would have been better for the 71wn to deal with where 323%7 said
(@) Fmn dnnp anon 7w T AT
18) moon there
a) The X3 asks this xwp
i) Because
(1) the 7 for "nn “nnp?1 andn 1w AT
(2) is a greater xman because it involves *721 72
i) meaning that
(1) We can assume that
(@) nwynw knows his own affairs
(b) and is ¥y21n a 12 nww that he didn’t sell the 77w to 123X
(c) So that the np7rn between 32187 and Py is *121°12
iii) And
(1) it’s a greater Xman that the wn of j2183 prevails where nwaw is a *12
(2) than that y21% prevails where nw»w isn’t a ¥21n
19) X"wann
a) Nwp
i) We’ve established for maoin that
(1) The mawn even as it is
(@) Namely in the case of nn°i7 ax v 1w 7w
(2) applies even where nwnw is a ¥21n
b) y»n
i) mMoo1N means that
(2) If in the mawn
(@) 12 had said nnei oW

12



(b) Instead of an°n ax v
(2) It would have been clearer that
(a) the case involves >121 72
(i) since nvnw
1. although he may not know that a 77w belonged to 1ax
2. certainly knows that it belonged to himself
(3) and then
(@) in "&12non "n1on"
(b) we wouldn’t have mistakenly thought that
() ynw is Toon
(i) only because
1. 77w 2 Xnwy o2
(it) And only in a case
1. where nwnw isn’t a ¥21n and is only a xnw
20) i to the qwnn of the R

'R X920
5RO 7 y7ah el vl AW 110 R 72 NIV R
NINRI TR IR TV NOMN o R | 1
fahtatiel X771 NIAR1 TR a7 NDINI NDIRI *AN0IRWA oM PR | 2
RT 137 12 NOR
N2 TR ROV
IR TV
DR 277 RO A% N PN SR av nmam xRy | 3
X7 1312 NINNI 7IN0IW W7D TR
X7 7K V3 TR QY
"noyal
'3 X920
aNn770% 79100 70IRNI
717797 79100 K Y¥ noM

a) "ox 77 n"tnat.x a7
i) Xwp
(1) Since
(@) inrow 3 of the first table
(b) ywi " according to "ox 21 follows 1on
(c) Because ywi " says that

() Where an nwx is 77no1 with someone who she says wasn’t a 1°n1 or
a mn

(ii) She’s believed 1n she could have said *n%ya1 k>

13



(2) Why
(@) In row 2 of the same table
(b) When she says >noix1 *1no xwn
(i) doesn’t ywin ' give her il based on won
(i1) Namely the »nthat
1. If she were lying
2. she’d have preferred to say "X y¥ nom
i) 1N
(1) Because
(@) row 1 of the second table establishes that
(i) Were she to say "1x yv nom
(ii) She’d still have no nnX1
(b) So that
(i) The fact that she didn’t lie and say *1x yv n>m
(i) Gives her no mink1 when she says *noixi *1n0IRwH
i) xwp
(1) Why then does the &1 say that
(@) ywi " doesn’t follow wn for *noar1 “1noRwWn
(2) When the % n1 should have said that there is no »» at all
iv) y17°n
(1) You’re correct that there’s no 1 in the usual sense
(2) The x7mx means only that
(a) there is a wn in the sense that
(i) yvnomisan?yn myo
(if) compared to *noIR1 *1NDIRWN
(b) since
(i) based on the second table
1. ayynomisn’t an72% 77709
2. while 701K IR, 70181 IS A17OY 79109
21) qwnn of the X
a) We’ve established that both >"w2 and moon agree that
1) in the R1pon the k3 says that the mawn holds for ywyie ' that
(1) It’s because of wn that NYHw is 72097 in X907 KW

14



(2) While yw1i7° '3 doesn’t follow 1on in the first pas
b) aoxw
1)  Where in the first P35 doesn’t ¥y " follow won
C) Tawn
1) In the case of 71no1 that’s outlined in the third row of the first table
d) xwp
1) But we established that *ox 21 says for ¥y " that
(1) nwx is in fact nix1 where 77001
(2) Based on 13n that she could have said *n%y21 X7
e) y™n
1) You’re right
ii) It’s not the case of 77n01 where vy ' doesn’t follow 1on
iii) Instead
(1) it’s the case of *noixr1 *anoaRwn that’s mentioned in the same table
(2) Where ywyi° ' doesn’t follow the "X y¥ N2 778K K*Y2 °RT 21
f) xwp
i) Why in fact
(1) Doesn’t vy ' follow 1o there
(2) While he follows 1w in the x9°07 R of the miwn here
g) Y0
i) T0% LMW MW PR RO
i) T19% VWY W onn
22) x"wamn on the Mx»a of vinw 2w PR and vITw MW
a) TP
i) For >"wn we understand that
(1) "o w PR Xo" means that
(@) In the xo07 Rw™
(1) pynw isn't ¥2n to 2R
(if) And 12387 has a strong wn of P nw *ya °X
(2) "winw 7w ana" means that
(@) In the first p»
(i) we’re dealing with an nwx who we know isn’t a 77102
(b) and so

15



(i) nwx couldn’t win on her 71yv by simply being pnw
(ii) and doesn’t have the strong 1n of *pnw *¥2 °K

b) xwp

i) But for msoin
(1) We’ve established that in the 85°07 X
(@) 321 is believed
(i) even where nynw is a yan
(i) and 72387 has no wn of P nw *ya X
i) So the xwp remains
(1) Why is it that
(@) ywi " follows 1on here because "vwnw W PR"
(b) But yw ' doesn’t follow 1o in the first pao because "vwnw "
77N
i) Our &0 here counts as "vwnw N PR"
(1) In the sense that
(a) Even where nwnw is yain
(b) 323% has a 1 that
(i) he needn’t have been 7711 to Nynw
(i) that the 77w once belonged to Nynw 5w 1ax
i) While the xx10 in the first P75 counts as vww W
(1) In the sense that the 7wx has no wn
(2) Because
(a) We’ve established for "ox 21 that
(b) nwx would have no minxi even had she said *1x yv nom

16
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1) mmTpa

2)

3)

a) the 2rnto pay aanoisa7"anwyn
TR
a) Assume that
i) Hvapaida 205 in one 7"2
i) And 7w now wants to be 17213 the 72102 again in a second 7"2
b) Does %¥2 have nunki to say °ny1o in the first 17 n22
mawn
a) There is a ImR7 187 says that 0192 KR X7 7"2 7wWYH IR W5
b) Meaning that 7¥2 isn’t 11X to say *ny1o unless
i) Svais supported by a wn
i) or

(1) 9va has the 721> 70w that nwx returned to him at the first 23

17



(2) And he presents this “vw to 7"2 as proof of 11v1s
iii) or ¥a has a 72w
(1) And he presents the 121w to 7"2 as proof of nya»
4) noRw
a) What kinds of »» could support a claim of *nyas
5) mawn
a) firstwn
i) Where
(1) nwx doesn’t have o>7v that she is axwi1 to Hva
(2) And we’re in a D1pn Where WK R7w 197701 PR
i) Syais yar1to say *nym»
(1) wn that he could have said that *nw& nX X
b) Second wn
i) If nwx has no m7v that nkw°1 79102
ii) %¥awho says *ny1s has nminkl
(1) at least for half of the two-an claim of nwx
(2) wn he could have said 7>nxw1 7w W 732K and the 72105 is only a man
6) Note that
a) Inamnd pandw opn
i) |If
(1) nwx hasn’t returned the W to Hva
(2) And there are no o°7y that it was a7w
ii) 9v2 has no 1 that he could have said *nwX nNX 1°X Or PNRWI 7327
(1) Because
(@) 2vais wwin that swx might produce the 72103 "vw
(b) And prove that she’s \nwx and that no°1 77102
b) It follows that Sv2 has two benefits if 7wk returns the “vw to him
i) first
(1) if 5¥a has protected the quw from o2y
(2) “va can later present the quw to 7"2 as direct proof of *nyan
i) second
(1) even if Hva has lost the avw to o>125y and can’t present it to 7"2
(2) still
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(a) the fact that he knows that 7wx no longer has the “ow
(b) can give 9va the nunra by wn to later claim >nyas
7) mnpnpart 1
a) 7oRw

i) For the amx7 187 Who says 0175 98 R2 7"2 7wyn R "Ny 300

i) And without a wn or other proof %va has no nunxi to say *ny1s

iii) How do we protect 5va from

(1) paying a 172105 now in the first 17 n»2

(2) And having to pay the 72102 a second time should 7w later go to a second
7"2 to be 7213 again

b) nawn
i) Ina 205 pamow opn where there are no o7y that the qvw was 7w
(1) There are two possible n1pn we can adopt to protect Hv2
ii) First possible 7pn
(1) We can be jpnn that
(@) “va can be myn 20w in until Fwx returns her (oW

(b) So that v will be able to produce the vw as proof of 1o should she
later want to be 121 a second time

iii) Second possible 73pn
(1) Although

(@) we can protect Hva better by being jpnn that he can be nmw» 2ov» until
TWX returns her 72103

(b) {we’ll explain below why this would be a better protection}
(2) We can instead be jpnn that
(@) va must accept a 12w to protect himself
iv) If we adopt the second rapn
(1) We in effect say that 12w 12m1> even woRT 0)pn2
(2) Meaning where
(@) it would have been awox to better protect va otherwise
(b) Namely by myn n2oy through the first 73pn
V) oRw
(1) Why is it a better protection to be nmwn» 20vn
vi) 7awn
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(1) Because then %¥a wouldn’t have to be W the 22w from o720y
8) mnpn part 2
a) Ina 2o pamd pRw 2pn or where there are 007y that the avw was 7w
i) It’s a mwws that 12w 12m> to protect Hva
ii) Since there is no other or better way to protect 5va
b) Here’s why
1) nwx has no “vw to return
i) And
(1) Since 7o is a P N2 nwYn
(2) It must be that 5va can’t be myn 20w until FwK returns her 7210 WY
c) In other words
i) WwoR PRT QPRI
i) It’s a muws that 12w 172m>
iii) Even though %2 will be 7097 if he doesn’t protect the 72w from o120y
9) x"wann
a) Nwp
i) If we had decided that
(1) 125 Pamow opna
(2) 9va can be myn 2ovn in the first 7"2 until 7wx returns the vw
ii) In what case would it matter for 2 that he can’t be *ny-o 1910
b) v
i) "aw»hwn"
10) wni of the X
a) Partl

1) From our mwn we can be p»1n that fwx can be 7213 her 7210 without
returning her ow

b) Part2
1) X927 says
(1) This doesn’t prove that woKT 2P©2 12w 1AMD
(2) Because the mwn deals with where
(@) 7215 am> PR
(b) Or where there are o>7v that the 72105 0w was 7w
(3) And
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(a) we’ve established that these cases count as WO K77 2Pn

(b) Where all agree that 123w 122m> even though this means that Hva is
7091 if he’s not M the 72w from o°120v

c) Part3

1) 2R " says the miwn applies even 72105 1andw pn1a and there are no o7y
that the 210> was w3

i) So for y7ax " the nawn proves that f2w 1°2m>
(1) even woRT D1PM2

(2) Namely even where %ya would be better protected if we were jpn» that he
could be myn 20y until Fwk returns the AW

11) v 7" mooin
a) Nwp

i) Why do you say that 5va would be better protected if we were jpnn that he
could be myn 25vn until 7wx returns the qow

ii) After all 5ya would then have had to be = w the ~ 1 from o2
(1) Because
(@) nanoisa P neanwyn
(b) And
(i) “va will need to be able to present the “vw to another 7"2

(i) to support a v of *ny-o should 7wk in a second 7"2 want to be
17213 again — this time without her 72105 0w

b) y1n
i) Svais 1oon by not being able to insist that 7w return her "ow
i) Because we’ve established that
(1) By taking back the ~vw
(@) Even if he’s not "W the qvw from o120y
(b) still
(i) Sva gains the n1nK1 to say *ny1o where WX Xow 17701 PR
(ii) Based on wn
(2) But

(@) Once we’re instead jpnn that 121w 1am> and Hva doesn’t take back the
leliz

(b) We’ve established that
(i) If
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1. Hvaisn’t 9w the n2w from o020y
2. And it’s possible that 7wk still holds the “ow
(ii) Hva won’t be able to rely on wn to say *ny1o
12) namx nxt "0 as explained by X"wamn
a) Nwp
i) Maybe for yax "
(1) The nmiawn doesn’t prove 721 1°2N13 even IwoRT 0PNl
i) Because
(1) Although
(@) in the first 7"2 in which %2 and nwx now stand
(b) There are no o7y that the “vw was 7w

(c) And we’ve proved that we could have better protected va by allowing
him to be my» 2ov» until she returns the “vw

(2) still
(@) It’s possible that later there will be o>7va 79w
(b) And nwx will be able
(i) to be 2 without vw in a second and then a third 17 n°2
(ii) Because
1. based on ;120> being a 7"2 nwyn
2. and there being no 7vw to return
3. these later 117 °na won’t permit 5¥2 to be myn 20¥n
(3) So that
(@) Similar to X959 27 in 72302 1P2AM2 PRY 2PN
(b) To protect Hva

(c) We anyway need to write a 1212 so that she doesn’t afterwards recover
many times

(4) So the case counts as WK PRT DPP2
(@) And that’s why we rely on 72w in full
(b) and don’t rely on my»n naoy
b) y»n
i) The case still counts as awsx7 o1pna
(1) Because we could protect %y better by taking this approach:
(@) When swx is first 7213 and has no aawiw o7y
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(i) We protect Hva by allowing him to be my» 25v» until she returns
her qvw or brings o°7y that it was 77w

1. Which we’ve established gives 2va the advantage that
a. ifin the future he’s not °mw the ww from o720y
b. he could at least have manxa for °nyns based on 1
(b) and
(i) should mwx then be o>7va N2> AW
(i) and seek to be 1721 in a second 7"a
(iii)then
1. %vawould properly pay her the nwn he was 25v7

2. Since in fact in the first 7"2 he had been nw» 20vn and hadn’t
yet paid her

(c) And
(i) only then would 7"2 write him a 2121 to protect him
(i) should she later want to be 7123 again in a third and fourth 17 n°2
(d) note that
(i) if we had taken this approach
(i) then
1. if the 72w we write in the second 17 n°a is later lost to o»120v
2. Sya will still retain his wn to support a claim of *nya»
3. since at that point
a. where there are o>7v that the “vw was 7w

b. %va knows that 7wx can’t present the quw to destroy his
ability to have said *nwx nX X Or TnRWI 79102

(2) While

@ If
(i) Inthe first 7"2 where there are no o>7v that the "uw was 772
(ii) we don’t allow %va to be myn 25¥» until FwK returns the “vw
(iii)and instead require 7va to write a 12w

(b) then
(i) if the /2w is lost to o120y
(if) And there are no later o7y that the “vw is a2

(iif)>ya2 would have no »» to say *ny1o
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i) Note that this is the 70577 that ma01n means when it says
(1) "a72 72w [ 93] 7097 277 KL 1w
1ii) And since we’ve established from the 7wn that
(1) We ignore this 70571 and say that
() %v2 can’t be myn 20vn
(b) And must accept a 2w
(2) We’ve proved that 121w 1and even “woRT Dpn2
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1) mwn

a) TPMaaun M

2)

i) If there was n1op p12°n at PRIY:
ii) This is a "x1 that the 72 was a 79102

hqulab)

a)

b)

d)

ToRY
i) nmmathisisa o
i) What’s a 12°0 in 923
W
i)  ROwnT 777 0S @ 1°0 in 923 that no*1 Ana
TR
i) ORn TION
W
i) 1379 Y RNYAOR
i) Meaning
(1) For an nabx there is no n1%p p17°n

3) mooin as explained by x"wann

a)

Xowp
i) If the x7mx asks *xn manox for nnm
(1) We have this xwp
(a) We already know from the mwn that in 7717
(i) nrop P12 nis a o that noo1 N2
(i) And we understand ourselves that
1. this implies that in nm
2. a0 for nax is that there are no nyop
(b) so why does the X3 ask *&n manox
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ii) and if the & n asks *xn 7325 for 922
(1) We have this xwp
(a) We’ve just established that
(i) In 22 the 10 that no°a 77102 is ROWnT 2217717
(it) And we understand ourselves that
1. this implies that in %22
2. a0 for manox is that there is no XownT *2177
(b) so why does the X3 ask *&n manox
(2) and we also have this xwp
(@) how can the & nx answer that
(i) the =0 for 7a>x in 221 is that there are no n15p
(if) when we’ve just established that
1. the 0 for manox in 922 is that
2. there is no Xnwn7T "N777
4) now
a) mooin answers these nrwp as is set out below
b) %"wnmn suggests a different 97nn that’s set out after the 7%7m of mpon
5) yyn of mooin as explained by X"wAin
a) The xwx in fact asks “&»n manox in onm
b) And

i) Even though the mawn already establishes that for an%x there are no n1*%p in
amT

ii) The xnx still asks “xn 7317x

(1) Because the &7 realizes that in 777> they were n1°%p P91 even where
there was no yxw-1 at all

(2) And is concerned that
(a) Maybe they weren’t 75pn not to be n1*op p2n for 719K "R
c) The x7nx answers that
i) Although in 777 they were nv%p P71 even where there was no pxw1 at all
i) They still were 79pn not to be n*5p P2 for m1AoR *Rw
6) v1nof 2"wamn
a) The x7ax in fact asks *&n 7329 in 922
b) And
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d)

i) Even though the X3 already established that for 71a9x there are no *»717
XnwnT in 922

ii) The xnx still asks xi 73298

(1) Because the x7mx assumed that in 922 they could also rely on the o0 of
amT

(2) Namely that

(@) nvop m>n is the 1m0 of 77 1Na

(b) And lack of nvop ,%°n is the 12°0 of maaoR
The x7n3x then asks
i) Since the main >0 of 7329 in %22 is that there is no Xnwn7 *»717
ii) Presumably they weren’t 7°9pn not to be n%p P2 for manoR "X
iii) So how is it that in 922 it’s also a j2°0 for 71n%K that there’s no nop P17
The x7n3 answers that

i) in fact they were 75pn even in 522 not to be nv%p P for oK “xws:

7) "RA to the nvw of moon

a)

Once the & na has just clearly set out that

i) in%n

ii) the ym°0 of n15X is that there’s no XnwnT *2N777

iii) it’s a pm7 to say that there being no n1°%p is also a 1°0 for 7% in 22

8) n1xato the qvw of >"wann

a)

b)

First XA

i) It’s not 1anon that the & ma should ask about 2320 in 77
ii) At the point where the x7n3 is dealing with o°11°0 in 522
Second "x"

1) 9907 11 "on Py

i) Because the X1m3 mentions nothing about n1%p p%°r where there is no X1
altogether
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1) X7 here
a) We are p>>7n from our mawn that >737 19908 Jop *0212 1R PR
2) X at b RYU¥n X2
a) X271 is o7 from a xnon of X177 21 that 92727 90K 0P 0212 1R 1A PR
b) xwp
i) JPYIMWRY RDXR PR2INA KT 27
c) y™n
1) Without the X n of x1177 27
(1) we might not have realized that
(2) we can be p>>71 this 17 from the miwn
3) mooin
a) Nwp
i) Since
(1) it’s ®2n
(2) who’s P> from X171 27 that 927377 19°9K) JoP °0212 PPN PR

i) whyisthereaxwpto~ " * fromthe miwn
b) y1nas explained by R"wann
i) The xwp of the X3 applies to 21 this way:
(1) why does %21 need to derive from &1 21 that 101 PpoTIn PR
(2) When we can be p>1n the same 177 from our mawn
i) And the xanx answers that
(1) x27 derives from &7 2 that
(a) We can be p>»1n from the mawn that

(b) 27727 Y2°5R VP 20232 PRI TR
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1) mwn
a) Rw™M
i) If

(1) An nwx claims she was a 77102 when she married so that her 72103 is 200

(2) And 5v2 or his owr claim she was a w11 or 7aaox and her 72105 is only
100

ii) 9vais 1oon if she has o7y that xm1°72 nRy>
1) 7wR is 7097 if she has no o>7y that X177 NRY
b) X907 XM
1) "y anm"”
(1) 32387 has muanxa
(@) if 72387 says to nwnw
(i) 11 SPnPPY AN AR YW T AW
(2) Because
() 2°nnw 17977 X1 ORW 797
(b) Namely
(i) 32R"is 81
(i) »n
1. if he were lying
2. he wouldn’t have admitted that 7n°7 7ax Hw
3. and then he wouldn’t have had to say 1»n "nip?
C) RNDDT KD
1) If pynw has o°7y that the 77w belonged to nynw "axr
i) And 12387 says 1»°1 nnp

31



iii) 123%7 has no »» and no manKl
2) X at.mw T
a) 7oRw
i) What does the mawn mean by "ywyp's X x
b) nawn
i) The nmwn teaches that
(1) Although
(@) ywi " in &np P19 doesn’t follow 1on
(2) still
(@) ywi " is a7 that in X907 Xw™
(b) we do rely on wn»
(c) and 12 is X3
3) x) here
a) Nwp
1) To teach that j21%7 has maR1 because 2w 757 X7 NORW 7157
i) Why doesn’t the mwn in ¥95°07 R set out this more simple case of ax17::
Q) If
(@) 120 tells Pynw
(i) 72 vy T N mn
(if) And there are no o°7v on the x>
(2) then
(@) 3287 is yar1 based on 13n he didn’t have to be 7717 that 70 *n™% [
b) v
i) Because
(1) In a case of X190

(@) we can’t teach in the x9°07 890 that 12187 isn’t 72> where there are
0*7v on the R20

i) Since
(1) Although
() 123%7 has no 1n where there are o*7v
(2) still
() ©°7v2 3379 X R O°7¥2 1120 DR MO
4) R"wamn
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b)

TR
i) Itcan’t be that
(1) In the xo07 Rw™
(a) where there are no o*7v
(2) that
(@) 2R is yomn only woma
i) Because we’ve just established in the x5°07 &5°0 that
(1) 3287 is o even
(a) where there are o>7y
(b) and there is no 1n
Xowp
i) So
i) Why didn’t the X3 answer that
(1) The mawn couldn’t in the Xo°07 Xw™ teach that
(@) ywi "is amn that we follow won
(i) where 128 tells nwnw
1. 9% vnyoy qn o0k an
2. And there are no o>7v on the nx177
(2) Because in the ¥5°07 X
(@) 32387 would have had minxi even if there were no wn
aRb
i) Were the main purpose of ywy i ' to teach that

(1) wn works in the x5°07 X although other forms of w°» don’t work in 79
Xnp

(2) It would have been more appropriate
(a) to teach this 7 in Xnp P
i) So it must be that the main purpose of the miwn is to teach the effect of o7
(1) To make 2187 be 10571 in the X regarding R 7Y
(2) And to make 32187 be 72051 In X9°07 85°0 regarding 1 57w
1ii) And that’s why the X3
(1) prefers to emphasize that
(@) For x191 the mwn couldn’t teach in the x9°07 &°0 that
(i) 327 is oon where there are o*7v and there is no wn

33



(2) Rather than to emphasize that
(a) For nx1217 the mawn couldn’t teach in the X5°07 &w that

(i) 12 isn’t 7091 because there are no o>7v and he’s supported by a
wn
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a) ywnr " teaches in the &9°07 Xw that

i)  Where nynw has no o>7v that a 77w belonged to 1ax

i) 72IR7 is 1R1 by way of 1°n to say to Pynw

(1) nam°7 NP AN AR YW T AT

b) ywin ' teaches in the x5°07 &9°0 that

i) Where nynw does have o7y that the 77w was once 1°ax 5w

il) 32387 isn’t 181 because he has no wn

TRY
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a) In xw™M7 RY™M
i) If pvaw is vain from 12%7 and claims that the 77w belonged to nynw 5w >ax
(1) So that 2187 has no P>nw *¥2a °R7 1N
ii) does 121% still have minxa
(1) Based on a wn> "y °R7 1
(2) namely that
(a) he could have been wnon the v an of pynw
(b) by denying that the 77w was Nwnw *ax Sw
3) n2wn according to *"wn
a) no
b) 32387 has muanki only if pw»w isn’t ¥ and there is a pPnw “y2 *R7 W
4) xn»12
a) Where 12187 says to 1wnw 12
1) D79 1PNPORTY M2 ARG TN
b) 1127 say that
i) 7237 counts as "77°aR 22wn" and has Mkl
C) 2p¥° 12 2pY° 12 MYUOR 1 says that
i) "MnEy nvp Sy yawi oTRw oonys"
ii) And 12387 has no minri and is yaw»? 2n
5) %01 of the kn»12 in the X1nx min of the X
a) noRw
i) Does the xn»2 teach for 2py° 12 A1y o8 "
ii) That 12387 has no minxi and is yawh 2n
iii) even where nwnw 12 isn’t ¥aIn
b) nawn
i) Yes
i) Because
(1) If the xn»72 dealt only with where 1ynw 12 is yain
(@) 2py> 32 713°9R " wouldn’t have said that
(b) 123%7 is yaw1 on "nxy nwn"
C) noRw
i) But for 1121
(1) Were the case to involve a 7v°an by 1Pynw 12
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(2) Would they still say that 72187 is a 77°2% 2°w»n and is 7y12wn MWD
d) mawn
i) Yes
i) Because this is the mynwn of a mwn brought by >"w-
1ii) So it must be that 1121 say there is wn> *¥2 X7 1A°1 MIARI
e) TORW
i) Does the xn>1a deal with where there are nx177 7y
f) nawn
i) No
i) Because
(1) If there are x990 7y
(@) We don’t say P>nw >¥2 °R7 131
(i) because in the end
1. 7vnw 12 would have learned about these o7y
2. and would have made a 17y°an
(b) and we certainly can’t say wWnd *¥2 °R7 11
(c) so 1127 wouldn’t have said that J2187 IS a 77°28 2°wn

R M7 — 'R X720

YN PV 12 MYHR 7120 'R

7K1 XW™2 TARIIPR | OV2ORT M AN M7V R WANRY | 1
Y2 ORT N2 Y hisbal

N

X>7 XD°02 TARI IR ORI IR YRR WANKRY | 2
MR R0

X27 Xw™M2 TARI IR WRDT 1002 AR MY R wan | 3
NN R1772 R127

X2 X9°02 TAR1 1R TARI 1R Y RXIWaAn | 4
MK kil

6) "0 of the xn>2 in the Xipon
a) First onTpi
i) Inthe xn>n2
(1) in fact pwnw 12 s ¥
(2) and
(@) 2py> 32 71°9x ' calls the case "mgy nvw"
(b) because nwnw 12 is a 1R
i) xwp
(1) What about a X1 that says "jop nivw %y pyaws pR"
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7)

8)

b)

iii) y17°n as explained by *"wn
(1) top navw Sy pyawa px applies only when the jup said 7% 1°nn1 X
(2) It doesn’t apply where the jup IS 122K n1yv2 X2

Second 7P

i) There are o7y that 123%7 was m% from nvaw

i) So there is no wn> *va X7 WN

qp°v of the nvw of 1121 in the xipon

a)
b)

c)

d)

When 1121 say that 72187 is a 77°2% 2°wn they mean that
127 is yar1 by way of a different 1o that applies even where there are nxon 7y
Namely that
1) Instead of being nxpna 77N
ii) 723%" could have been %277 7915
iii) meaning he could have claimed that he was 9377 ¥
Xowp
1) Maybe 12387 is lying
(1) But still prefers to be nxpna 777 instead of being 277 1915
(2) Because
(@) To be %511 7910 requires more n1v: than to be n¥pna 77N
(b) And 1211 52 °192 1°10 YN OTR PR
717N
i) although you’re right that 1217 5¥2 192 1715 191 07X PR
ii) the ¥y21n here is nwnw 32 instead of Nyaw
iii) and mym 1yn 1122

results of the 1w of 13127 in the Ripon

a)

b)

Now that we’ve established for 1127 that
i)  Where there are ax170 719
ii) 323%7 has mnri by way of 9377 °nyao 1K *v2 *RT 27
iii) Even though
(1) nyrw j2is a yan
(2) And 12387 has no P nw *¥a°R7 2N
We can also derive that
i) Where there are no x>y
if) 7127 would have said
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(1) 12%7 has ninxa also by way of nx1?m2 wnd *¥2 *RT ™n
(2) Even where nwnw 12 is a ¥21n and 32187 has no p°nw >y2 *R7 10
iii) Because
(1) There should be no difference
() between the v of %077 °nyo
(b) and the n1yn to be wonon and say that n°i 7°ax 5w X2 7 7w
9) 1oy of the 7w w or 2py> 12 MYHR
a) 2pY° 12 MYOHR M says
1) even though nvnw j2is a jop
il) It’s a greater 1y for 12187 to be 277 1915 instead of to be nxpna n7mn
(1) Because even myn 11K 1122
iii) So 123%7 has no wn of %277 795 *va °Xk by saying he was v o in full
10) results of the mv>w or 2py> 12 MoK "
a) Now that we’ve established for 2py> 12 919X 1 that
i) It’s only where nwnw 32 is ¥21n from 3287
(1) That 323%1 has no nmianki by way of 9377 *nyao R v2 K7 131
(2) Because he’s not 1°yn to be wonon even to 21 Hva 12
b) We can derive from this that
1) Where 1nvnw 12 is not a yan
i) Then
(1) if there are no nxY?1 >7y
(@) we’d give manri for 12180
(i) based on 9571 >nyID MR YA KT WM
(if) And also based on x12772 wnd ¥ °R7 3N
(2) if there are nxyo 7y
(@) we’d give manri for 12180
(i) based on 9571 >nyID MR YA KT WM
(ii) Even though there is no R12772 Wi *va X7 W0

11) In short
R 2=
YU " 2Py 12 MR 7120 X
7RI XW™2 TARIIPR | W2 ORT NI AR M7V R WAN RS | ]
Y2 ORT N2 Pnw hisbal
N
X" X902 7AR1 1R 7K1 IR 7Y RNV WA Ry | 2
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NN R
XD Xw™M32 ORI 1R W7 102 AR MY R wan | 3
fahafaliet X902 R
X>9 X9°02 ORI 1R ORI IR 7Y XR1Wan | 4
NN R0
7 w—"ax%0
YN P 12 MYHR 12
R 2 SWAORTIN AR | W2 ORT 1002 N2 Y R WANKRY | 1
KT 133 TAK1 »nw Pnw R
PNY va TR Y2 ORT N | MR P ORT WA
nyIo 5377 o0y
X>9 X9°02 P2 ORT 13002 TR Y2 ORT 10D AR YRR WANRY | 2
fahafaliet 9377 °NYID IR 9377 °NYID IR R
X2 X2 TARI R Y2 ORT 1M AN MY R wan | 3
faRhfalie! wno hiSbal
TR Y2 ORT W
551 nyI9
X>2 X9°02 TARIIPR | OV2ORT NI AN 7Y XR1Wan | 4
MR 9377 °NyID IR R

12) xwp of the & max

a) Why doesn’t yu17° " in the mawn teach the o°17 of 1 more simply in the case of

Y72 TOARY T
1) X507 RW™M
(1) The case

(@) 120 tells pynw

(i) ©79 PN%oKRM 702 PARY M

(b) And 1ynw has no X127 >7v and isn’t ¥y2n

(2) The no%n

(@) 12 is 1R1 and needn’t make a N¥pna TN NV

(b) Pponw >y2 °RT PN

i) X507 XDD
(1) The case

(@) nvnw does have R0 >y

(2) The no%n

(@) because of the nx17n 7y

(1) 723%7 has no wn

(if) And he has no minxi without the 712w of n¥pna 7

13) y1°n according to °"wn for the x1nx 77 for 1327
a) We’ve established in the third row of the first table that

1) 7327 say
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(1) where there are no nx?m 7y
(2) 32%7 is yaR1 with a wno *va *R7 Wn
(3) even if pynw wan
i) While
(1) vwr " says in w7 Xw that there is no won if pynw wan
14) yy7°n according to >"wA for the Rk min for 2py> 12 oK "
a) We’ve established in the first row of the first table that
b) 2py> 32 719K " in the XX Mn says
1) J21R7isn’t ARl with a won
(1) even if wan &7
(2) and there are no X127 >y
c) while
1) vy " says in Ry 7 X that
(1) there is a wn of pnw *va °xR
(2) if wan x5 and there are no o7y
15) 5"wn
a) Nwp
i) In the first row of the second table
i) We resolved in the xipon for 2py> 12 2rv°ox " that
(1) if there were no 7x127 >7y and Nw»w 12 isn’t ¥2N0
(2) 12%7 would have manra
(a) based on p>nw >y °X7 AN
(b) {as well as on the wn of 9511 *ny0}
iii) now
(1) since this is consistent with the xw>37 xw of ywi "
(2) why couldn’t the X7 &w of the mawn set out this 17 of 2py» 12 F19HR

b) v
RIPON2 X"wAm D"wIn nponn — '3 kYA
YT "M v " aPYY 12 MR 1121
ki 5"’
X2 X2 SWAORTION TARI | V2 ORT 1002 AR 7Y X2°91 Wan R
KT 1302 TAR1 SRT 172 TAK1 Pnw nw R
P NY ova PN V2 TR VA ORT N | IR WA ORT N
Ny 507 onyD
X>7 X9°02 X2 X5°02 Y2 ORT 1003 AR Y2 ORT 100 1K 7Y X2°K1 Wan XY
NN MR 97 >NyID R 977 >NyID MR hiskh]
X2°% Xwo12 1 q . WANWD AR AR IR x XN 7Y X291 AN
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AR MIAKI x oxl ] P | ovacRT AL X | R0
0P Wanw> v

wna
Lx by X AR YA ORT NN
597 onyId
X>2 X9°02 X2 X5°02 TARIIPOR | P2 ORT 1002 AR 7Y RN1Wan | 4
NN faRhtatial 577 >NyID R hiskhl

1) See table 3 where the bold words point out the changes from table 2
i) Now
(1) We’ve established in row 3 of tables 2 and 3 that
(@) For 2py> 12 71v°%x " in the X1pon that
(i) Where there are no X127 >7v and 1ynw 12 is a yain
(i) 323%7 has no nianxa
1. for ax1%ma wno “wa oRT Wn
2. or for wn that 5377 °*nyo R v R
iii) "wann now adds that

(1) yw " in the bold words in row 3 of table 3 disagrees with 72 71v°9% "
ipy

(2) And says that
(a) Even though yaxr niyva Xaw jop counts as a mvw
(i) That cures the xmy> of Jup nIwv Y PYaws PR
(b) It’s not enough of a 7v°an to destroy
(i) Either the wn of ponw >ya X
(ii) Or the wn of *ny75 MR *y2 °R
iv) And that’s why

(1) ywr " can’t apply X9°07 Xw™ to the case of nxpna n7w for 32 21HR ™
Py

(2) Because for vy "

(@) There’d be mianxi in the &w>17 ®w*1 where jop 1w and there are no 7y
R

16) X"wann
a) Xwp to 2"wann
i) They»»nisapm?
i) Because
(1) for the mow of 2"wmn
(2) There is a three-way np12mn 0N N7 X2 MK "2 ORT 2N
(3) namely
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() 1321 say there is a o even if 7173 wan
(b) yw " says there is a 13n where jup wan but not where 173 wan
(c) 2py> 32 719K ' says there’s no 1 even where jup wan
17) X"wnnn — yi7on to the xowp of 2"wan
a) We’ve established in the second row of tables 2 and 3 that
i) for apy> 32 719K " in the Ripon
(1) Where 1ynw 32 isn’t a ¥y and there are nxYon 7w
(@) 127 would have manaki based on 9577 >Ny 9K Sva X7 130
(b) even though he has no P> nw >y >K7 1w
b) it follows that
i) YwIi " can’t set out X907 RDD in the case of 2py> 12 TYHR "
i) Because
(1) When x2°07 &5°0 deals with 10 72ax Yw 1 77w
(a) Where there are o>7v that the 77w belonged to nwiw *ax
(b) There is no w» at all to support 721%7
(c) Since
(i) the case doesn’t involve X7
(if) s0 >nymo MK v2a °Kk7 W1 doesn’t apply
c) note by the way that
i) this is similar to the nv>w of mooin as understood by >"wAn
il) but the details of the nv>w of MmdoIN aren’t relevant at this point
18) qwnn of X"wnan
a) TP
i) Atan earlier point on .r> A7
(1) the xna asked that ywhie ' could have dealt in the mawn with 72on >0 [
(2) and answered
(@) X®9°0 °1n°1Y *ya RpT W
(b) Meaning that this 17 wouldn’t fit with the X9°07 85°0
b) xwp
i) Now that we’ve said both for *"w and msoin that
i) The x7ma says that
(1) ywr " can’t deal with ©79 12X *7°2 RARD 711
(2) Because this doesn’t fit with the X207+ | &f the mawn
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iii) Why is it that
(1) the x7ma here too
(2) doesn’t use the words "x2°07+~ | hnn? oya7 own"
c) y™n
1) The xna relies for these words on
(1) its earlier already having said "&5°0 1n°n% *¥a Xp7 Dwn"
(2) for 7o °n™% "
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T box] S 1.~ - X 1 -
-|,_v\x s 7 x , ]« 'X|A1_ =-|”v
I S {7 . . {1 +x»w 87
i . « S X I I ;1: v
L "4 x o« ]s N T NP
-|\‘:|.,,vs'“¢'| ""va {4 « X « X
x,_x] x s " 47 .| LoX i . | .
1« . L s {x T yxy x 1.,
XL ] s " x ,, 7+« xIA S X S . oL
1) xpm™aat:w a7
a) If
i) o7y of '} n> were vwa amn and died
i) And
(1) o7y of "2 n> now say the avw is 709
(2) But 'a n> isn’t supported by a wn
b) Then
i) The o>7v of '2 n> don’t have the manxa for 7y p of the "vw
ii) But

(1) Since the case counts as > *7n
(@) The o>7v of '2 na have enough ninxa

(b) That m%n can’t be 72 with the ow
2) mwn

a) If one n> says
i) Intheir '® ny7v that a Jvw is w>
ii) In their 'a m7v that the 2vw is S109
iii) Then
(1) xwm
() If'2a m7y is supported by a w»n
(b) 7791 can’t be 17213 with the v
(2) o0

47



(@) If "2 m7y isn’t supported by a 13

(b) m>n can be 721 with the ~vw

3) mooin

YRR TINRI PR X7W 0°InK1 "2 nd X712 1PH019 2 > 1PWwon 'R nd Xn»12
plel7i) 12 Y N
XOW NanR1 'a My 7901 2 MY W 'R MY TWwnT XY
12 N7 Xy
NIARI APKR 2 MY 7901 2 MY W 'R MY TIWnT XDD
W2 PN Xy A
a) xwp on the xw» of the mwn
1) For areason not relevant to this &"w"n
(1) The wn that supports '2 7y ought not to be valid
i) So why
(1) Isn’t '® M7v enough to permit m>» to be 72w with the oW
YRR TINRI PR N7W 0°InKR1 "2 no X712 19010 2 N> 1Pwon 'R nd XN»12
wh 12 Mas R
XOW NanR1 'a My 7901 2 MY W 'R MY TWwRT XY
12 Y "W
el 7901 2 MY WM 'R MY maoIn nwIp
x X T x s, 1w TIWRT RWIR

NIARI AR "2 MY

W2 M

X922 17010 '2 M7y
0

W 'R MY

1IwnT X0

b) y1n

1) There is a special reason why ' M7y isn’t N1AR1

4) R"wan
a) First xwp

i) But we see from the xn>12

(1) That where there are >~m *2n
(2) And neither has a wn

i) Then

(1) The n> that says the qvw is 7109

(2) Has enough minxa so that mo» can’t be 72w with the quw

iii) And this would explain why

(1) in the xw-n of the mawn

(2) m%n can’t be 721 with the v

(3) Even though m»oin maintains that 'a n7v has no valid wn

VIR0 PIARI PR ROW 2°IAR1 "2 N> X292 15010 2 nd PPWwan 'R Nd Xn»12
wh 12 Y N

R2W NIARI "2 MY 72010 "2 MY TWon 'R MY 7awnT X
12 M na
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'R M7V PR ORDK
12 MY NanRl

12010 "2 MY
77w APRT N

Pwon 'R My

Moo NPWIP
SIWNT KWK

T e 1 L.~
| x X L o
T4 A X

X X 7 s |
NIMRIAPR 2 MY | K22 oW 2 M7y WM 'R MY TWNT RDD
W1 PN wn
s x| oW "1 Xowp
| 19 RD'OR K"Wn

b) Second xwp

i) mooin should instead have asked this xwp
(1) inthe~

1

(a) Where the miwn recognized that '2 M7y isn’t supported by a n

(2) xwp

(@) Why is it that m>n can be 72 with the qow

(b) When we’ve established from the xn>>-2 that

(i) ina case where neither n> is supported by a »n

(ii) m%n can’t be maw with the oW

i) Note by the way that

(1) the yr°n of moin that explains why in the xw>1 we ignore ') mTy

(2) Doesn’t explain why in the &5°0 we ignore '2 M7y

C) v n—part 1 on why mooin asks a X°'wp to the xw

1) mMoon assumes that the mawn holds in the xw that

(1) Because of the 1 that supports 'a m7y that the qvw is 9109

(2) We’re yip the ow

ii) That’s why m»oin asks that
(1) The »nis invalid

(a) So the case should count as > »n

(2) And we know from the xn>>12

(@) That for *anm *1n where there’s no 1n

(b) We’re not ymp the "vw

VIR0 PIARI PR
wh

ROW 2°IAR1 "2 N>
12 maw

X292 1501 2 nd
oY)

°won 'R N3

héakhmin}

] X5w nanRa A 7y

12 mad

7501 "2 MY
"2

won 'R My

7IwnT X"

72010 "2 MY
7w A1RT N2

PWwon 'R My

maoIn N»wIp
0% TIWNT RWMIR
X"wAn 71N

NIARI PR "2 MY
0w PN

X922 19010 2 M7y
N

YW 'K MTY

TIWNT XD
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d) v n—part 2 on why mnoin doesn’t ask a X°wp to the 850

ROW 2°3AK1 "2 nd R92 Y0 A N> PPwon 'R nd Xn™32
" X2ha wn
x4
s 1¢ Ky
Lo 'ox
e ]
DRI AR 2 MY | X232 PY0® A MY PWon 'R MY TIwnT 850
X277 J0w2 1M wn
©l on RHT
L I 4y 5§
| -| Y X

1) nnpn
(1) A n> of o>7v can’t add to its previous M7y
(a) Because 71 Inm R W AT
(2) But
(&) Where the additional m7v is supported by a wn»
(b) The rule of 77w 11°> doesn’t apply
i) This explains why
(1) In the x>0 of the mwn
(&) Where there is no wn
(b) Not only
(i) Does this reduce the mnx1 of '2 M7y
(c) Butalso
(i) There results a 17 of 71 N R W 7AW N0
(d) And that’s why
(i) We ignore 'a m7v altogether
(if) And the case doesn’t count as > >IN
iii) But in the xn™M2
(1) Where
(a) the second m7v is given
(i) by aseparate "2 n>
(i) that was never 7y before
(2) 73w 175 doesn’t apply
(3) So
(a) the case does count as *m >IN
(b) and that’s why m>» can’t be 72w with the qow
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- N . T

” : ‘|X ” S II‘.l L: XS n

7

'I X”
y ., X
.6 X
L1l X
” XY

WX X xs ] N
1) mwn
a) If
1) A n>of o7y first says 'k m7y
(1) The m»°nn on a vw are 12°7° and
i) And then says 2 m7y
(1) the 7w is 05 because
(@) 1n oouR
(b) w7 ooawp
(€) 11 M7y "909
b) Then
1) xw™M
(1) if "2 m7y is supported by a on
(2) They’re o*1mR10n "2 MY
i) xo0
(1) if 'a m7y isn’t supported by a Wn
(2) They’re not 0°181 0N "2 M7V
2) XM
a) Nnr 2 m7 —in his first nww — and X2 disagree on the 7x°2 of the mwn
b) nwoin as explained by R"wna is IRan this np1omn
3) nww of Xnr 2 mn
a) First onTpi
i) Generally o>7v are believed on "2 M7y even without a 1°n
i) For example
(1) o7y can add mw»s1 nnamn 1377 00N
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(2) even if they’re not supported by a 13
iii) But
(1) there is this exception:
(a) where there’s a xmy»7in'a My
(b) there’s mun1 for '2 M7y only with a w»n»
b) Second nnTpn
1) The mmyn that require 2°» for ninxi are
(1) If "2 m7v is Nan nann 110 D0NK
(@) There’s a xmy» that ywn mxy own Q7R PR
(2) If '2a M7y is 1»n ooaop
(@) The "wp% w7 apm" that’s discussed in the X773 is a Xmy™
(3) If "2 My is o M7y oD
(@) "p>>7 p7on o mon" as discussed in the X is a Rmy™

c) Inshort

17 RRT XYW -- R0 12 M
1307 K22 AR D°IAK1 MWD NAM» O°DNR
DOIARI P RD 107 X2 72K) 13013 D0IAK] plalaRalelgtaRaplelht

(2°ywn onyy oo wnT nann
OPINRI 177 KD 17 K22 DaK) 13002 020K 117 0O0p

(w*p? w™7 aptn nann
OPINRI 177 KD 17 K22 DaK) 13002 D°I0K] 1177 M7V 9109

(7>>7 P11 D1 MYNT npnn

1 KT KDD -- KM 12000

U1K NWwa1 Nnn 00U
YW MY DOWR OTR PRT DOIORI IR TV ams DO0UK
WP W AR 17 DNI0p

P T DM MM 177 NITY 9100

4) mow of xa0
a) First TP
i) The reason that o°7v need the support of wn for '2a M7y
(1) Is that
(a) Without wn
(b) 11 I TR W AW 0D
i) It follows that
(1) Even where they say mws1 nnamn 1377 201K
(2) We ignore 2 m1y
iii) It follows also that X217 doesn’t need to rely on
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(1) wph w7 apm
(a) to explain why without 2> there’s no mari for '2 M7y on 1»n o°1vp
(2) or p>>7 p7on o1 MmN

(@) to explain why without °» there’s no ninxi for '2 n17v on M7y >7109
17

b) Second nnTpn
1) For 1mn ninn 1100 020K
(1) The xmy» of ywo 1y own O PR

5)

6)

(a) Is so great that there’s no minKi even where there’s a 12n

c) So that:

X272

N7 1207

127 RDRT R

1172 1R X7 101 RORT 1121 D°1R1
TN MR W AW

1370 K22 AR D3N]

MWD NRnn °01IR

1" TITW I R 10N RIKRT DA
W OTX PPRT NN D2IR1 11K
YW MRy

I RY 101 892 9aR) 13002 20N
(2°ywn DNy DownT NN 0PN

AR nRnn 0°01IR

11°2 1R X7 13 RORT P21 0211
TN M IPR W AW

2 07 892 DaR) 1003 0°INK]
(W P2 W7 APt Nann 0°InK1

177 2°Ip

13 JPINR R 101 RIK 11931 221K
TN M0 PR W AW

I RY 1301 892 9aR) 1002 20Nl
(77 p7n 13 M7 npnn 21K

17 MY oD

X217

N7 127

17 RIDT XDD

AW 712 D°1AR1 IR

0°181

Mwal nnn 001K

D°Wn DR PRT DIWH D2IR1 1R
AW 12 DWW AR YW %Y

YW MXY DWW DTN PRT DRI IR

AR DRnn 0°01IR

TATY 7172 D°IAKR1 IR

WP WT ART DWW DIARI TR

1177 2°I0p

TATY 7172 D211 1R

27 P70 MO 190 DWR D3N3 TR

177 NITY 9100

PPR7 M7 RDMI2
a) TRn"M

i) disagrees with the xwn

i) And says we ignore '2 m7v even if it’s supported by a 1

X"wan at oo "7
a) Now

i) Since there is a wn in the Xy

il) It can’t be that '2 M7y isn’t 1K1 because of 7w 1

b) it must be that

i) even in the xw> where there’s a 12n

i) °Xn " says that there’s no ninxa for

(1) mws1 niann 1170 001Kk because of a special reason set out in the &=

(2) Tmn nann 1 0O01UR because YW XY 2OWn DR PR
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(3) 11»1 oo1vp because of wopH w7 ApIN

(4) »n M7y >9109 because 7 P70 Do MN

¢) Note that

i) This is similar to the 971 of ®an 22 °n1 for the xo°0

i) but

(1) while for &nr 9211

(a) these mnav are effective

(i) In the xo°0 where they’re not opposed by a 13

(if) But not in the &w 1 where they’re opposed by a »n

iii) 2°%n "1 says these mnao are effective even in the w1 against a won

d) Here is a summary of all mv>w to this point

RN

27

N2 92 7

1207 RDRT RW™M

L glabmRr7mhblamRaktal aakighy

R? 1301 RRT 11921 D3N]
PR W TATW 71D 3R
T N

0°1K1

mMwal nann 001K

D°Wn OTR PPRT D2IR1 11K
ywa mxy

1199 82*91 137 RIKT 07
DOIRI PR 1"A PRI
XY W TR PRT DA
Y

13°7 X721 9aR) 13°m2 DOIR1
NNy 21K 17 RY
(2°ywn onyy oonwnT

TR DRnn 0°01IR

W7 PTT OOIRRI K
wps

R 10 RRT 11721 0°30K1
PR W TATW 71D 3R
T N

13°7 X721 9aR) 13°m2 DOIR1
ridislatalylaRalhleltal by s
(wop2 w1

1177 2°Ip

P71 D13 MPn DIARI DR

X2 101 XX 11°21 D11

13°7 X721 9aR) 13°m2 DOIR1

1197 MY 9909

PO | AWK AW TR IO MR | M9NT Namn 0°InKR1 190 KD
T N (1 p7on o
RR " X217 X1 92 °m 1307 K297 RD'D
XT7232 W11 DOINI 1N TXTW 11D IR TR IR MWDI Nann 070K

D°Wn DR PRT D2IR1 1R
iz ilake)

TAIW 12 D°1R1 IR

D°WN DR PPRT D21AKR1 1R
WAAIT WP YW MXY
Nnnn 0°011X MIKRT 1A

mwal

TR DRnn 0°01IR

W7 AP OOIRRI IR
P

TAIW 12 D°1R1 IR

W7 AR NN PINRI PR
NI 1IATIT WP WP
MWDl Nmn 001K "IRT

110 D°0R

P P13 M9 O°IRR1 DR
P77

TATW 71D D°IR1 IR

o1 197 N DI PR
INMT WP P PR
NN Q01K MRT AN

nmwo3

177 M7V 0900

7) mws1nnnn "N

a) xwp for the mwvw of xnn 92 MM

1) nnpn

(1) We’ve established that
(a) in the xo°0 for ®am N2 oM7)

(i) "2 M7y is yara for mws1 nann oK
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(b) and that in the xw™
(i) 7mn nnma ook is Rl if this My is supported by a won
i) »owp
(1) So why in the x9°0 isn’t 1% NnA DODIR
(@) mx1
(b) 1n the o7y could have said nw»o1 nann 220K
8) X"wann
a) mooin could have asked the same x°wp for 13> 021w and 12> M7V *7109
b) namely
i) inthe xo°0
(1) Why is there no manxa for w°17 oo1vp and mTy *7100
(2) 1on they could have said nwo1 niann 001K

55



” ~ X OpXXe T oLXx ps{ ] "] sl X 744 X
’ ’ ) .L n “X n

S X L"J 'XJ Y”S‘| XSLXJ[X ‘-'| s
X

1) =°xn "7 8012 as explained by &7om 2
a) "ow Ty
1)  Who say "mw»s1 nann 110 220Kk " to sign a now
(1) are ovwn e wo1 Nwn
(2) Because they should have been "nnm» 5xy xa7"
b) xwp by 827
i) To be 7pwa amn isn’t among the three M2y that are 72w HX) 3>
2) mooin as explained by x"wann
a) Nwp
i) Elsewhere %21 says that
(1) 7y Hx1 a1 applies to these three M2y
(@) Only
(i) if a person is forced to be 72w the M=y
(i) x°07792 meaning before 10 persons
ii) Now
(1) the onx for the o>7v on the nnoni is presumably not &°057192
(2) So why didn’t &27 ask more simply
(@) “There is no 772y at all that xy1xa is wo1 mpsd *192 7AW
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fexis 44 1 x L 4exs s Xy s x X 410 X

{0 ox sxp o oshx ] x" 4 {s 4 X ]s  4Y 4

.1 L, UL (AR T T Pl x| -

s 4 XY s x L X 1Y 40 L 1+« 1« L Ut

N 10, L 1 s RINE "7 e P b X XX s {1
Lt X

1) mnpn

a) Ifawow isn’t onpn the M2 is 1aR1 to say A
b) aoxw
i) What if
(1) aww isn’t onpn
(2) and the m»
(@) is12now amn
(i) Meaning he’s 777 that the "vw isn’t A™n
(b) but says *ny1»
ii) Is the m% believed on >ny1s by way of wn» that
(1) If he were lying
(a) he wouldn’t have been 12now 77
(b) and instead would have said the “vw is amn
C) mawn
1) 29 97K% X727 says "nMph 70X PR 12NOw Juwa a7n"
(1) meaning
(@) the m> can’t rely on this ™n
(b) and
(i) m%n doesn’t have to be o»pn the (oW
(ii) In order for m> not to be 1axr1 by 1w with a mavv of *nyao
il) 7327 say "mn*pP% ¥ 12N0w wwa AR
(1) Meaning
(@) The m% can rely on this 1on
(b) And
(i) m%n does have to be o»pn the "vw
(ii) In order for m% not to be 181 by 1wn with a 7w of sny-o
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2) nponn between the mawn and 2oxn
a) The case
1) o7 say for m» nn on a "ow
Q) '®R My
(@) w xwm T and
(2) And then follow with 'a m7y
(a) mws1 nnnn 1T D0NR
b) mawn
1) They’re 2>1aK81 0N "2 M7V
Q) if
() R DIPnn R 07 200 PR
(b) So that without their 'k n17v the 7w wouldn’t have been 0*pn
(2) Because they’re supported by this 1n:
(@) if they’re 2pwn in "2 M7y and want improperly to cause 70977 to the mbn
(i) They could have been 7091 the mn
(ii) Simply
1. by not saying a7 X7 17> 2n3
2. so that the "vw wouldn’t be a”p»
C) TRA"M
i) They’re not 23281 on "2 M7y even with this 1»on
3) XM
a) ToRw
i) What is the 771 of the mponn between the mawn and 2oxn '
b) nawn
1) °Rn " agrees with 29 R &7 27 that
(1) 1P T PR 12NOW VW2 AT
i) The niwn disagrees and says
(1) »P% % 12nNow w2 AN
4) =2 according to "wA
a) The npmn between n'"1 and the mawn applies where
i) the m> was 12now 77w that the vw isn’t 9>n
b) now
i) the mwn
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(1) Doesn’t follow the nv>w of 27 MR R 27
(2) And says 1m°°p% T°% PR 1200w 0w 87N
(3) So the m> could have been >ny1s w1 were there no avp by the o>y
(4) And it follows that
(a) The o°7y are 1K1 to say Mw»d1 Nnma 117 °01IR with this wn:
(i) if they’re 7pwn and want improperly to cause 70971 to the 719
1. They could have been 7091 the mbn
2. Simply by not saying 171 X177 127> 2n>
3. thereby giving m> the minaxa to say *ny-»
i) While for 2oxn "
(1) The o°7y don’t have this n
(2) Since
(@) the m> is n7 that the “vw isn’t H2mn
(b) and
(i) the m% wouldn’t have had the n1nx1 to say *nyao
(ii) even if the o7y hadn’t been 0»pn the Tww
5) mooin
a) First x°wp on *"w1 now
i) instead of setting out their npYomn
(1) in a case where the manxi of the o7y
(2) depends on the maax1 of M2 to say *ny»
(@) in other words
(b) on whether or not ¥»p% 7°9% 12w Vw1 77N
i) why don’t n"1 and the nawn set out their np1onn
(1) directly for the m>
(2) on whether or not
(@) M»P? % 12w w2 AN
(3) Namely
(a) on whether or not
(i) the m> can say °ny1n
(i) on a "vw that he’s 1anaw 77N
b) second xwp on *"w YW
i) the X3 should have said "x%9°1 &p 27 K 8237 772"
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c) 710 asexplained by X"wAnn
i) n"and the mawn do disagree 27 2K X171 2772
i) And the mawn could have set out their npy2rn directly for the m>
iii) But
(1) 2°xin " prefers to set out his 17
(&) Where m? was not 1anaw n7mn
(b) So

(i) xnby *9> agree that o>7v are needed to be o»pn the “vw to avoid the
mww of | 1 Xythe mb

(if) And o>7v in theory have this wn:
1. ifthey’re lying and are improperly 7051 the mo»

2. they could have been 72051 the m%n more easily by not being
oopn the qow

(2) because °xn " prefers to teach that
(@) Just as m?
(i) Where he’s 1anow 7mn
(i1) Wouldn’t be 1ax1 with a 1n» to say *nvas
(b) Just so
(i) o7y have no minxi based on wn
1. to be 2010 a "ww that they were o>pn
2. in a case where their ovp is needed
6) X"wann
a) noRw
i) Why does mooin say that
(1) It’s more of a w17 n
(@) that o>7v can’t rely on 2n
(b) than that m% can’t rely on 1n
b) nawn

i) I might have thought that X7ow? *»1R? D7 "MK
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1) xm
a) 27 MR RIIT 27 says

b)

c)

i) MMPY IR PR 12NOW WA 7N
i) Meaning that
(1) If am? says that
(@) “Although a nxy%n 0w isn’t 927
(b) 1 still have another fayv why | needn’t repay the x177”
(2) The m? isn’t 1ax3
(a) even though this other avv is supported by a wn» that
(i) m> could have said the 0w is 7>
ToRw
i) What is the mavw for which 27 9K &1177 27 says that m? isn’t 1K1
mawn
i) Both
(1) *nym»
(2) And 77 X317 7R W

2) —wni of the X7nx as explained by msoin

a)

jfaigaf=l
i) himself holds
(1) That m?% has minxi by way of 1» to say *nyao
(2) But m% has no nianKi to say 11 K7 73K 0w
ii) Because
(1) for a1 20
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(@) there is a special oyv that takes away from 1% the ninxi to say “ww
TR TINR

(b) and this ayv doesn’t apply to *nymo

3) mMooIn at R "0 7% KR "7

a) XWpon anan

i)

How does jnm1 27 know that &1177 21 disagrees with him

b) v

i)

i)

Since

(1) X117 27 says M»PY I PR 12NOW W3R 770

(2) xnnoa

(3) Without making a difference between *nyo and 7k

It’s ynwn that the 7 that m> has niaxa neither for 7ank nor for >nyao

4) anow wvwa a7 AN

a) ToRw

i)

In fact why does 277X X117 27 say M has no mianaxa to say “nymo or 7K

b) nawn

i)
i)

For >ny1o there’s no NInK1
Because "ya *xn 11517 792 RI0w Yo oR

c) wwp

)
i)

5) X"wann

The ayv of "¥75 °&k doesn’t apply to 7R
So
(1) If the oyv for snyo is yo X
(2) 27 7k x¥117 217 would have to rely on both
(@) "2 "y oK to explain why m? isn’t 181 to say *nyan

(b) And the special reason of yan1 21 to explain why m?> isn’t J2K1 to say
7RI IR 0w

(3) Yet it’s ynwn from the 17w ano of 27 7k X117 21 that the same oyv applies
to both

a) Xwp

i) Why does m»oin assume that

(1) Because of the nw ano
(2) 1t must be that
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(a) There’s one oyv for why there’s no minxi for *ny1s and 7k
i) Maybe
(1) All we derive from the nw ano
(@) Is that for both the 17 is that m7% has no manxa
(b) And not that they have the same oyv
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1) First nnipn

a) am>n who sells a 211 can cut off the rights of the np1% by being %mn the 2
2) Second nnTpi
a) If
i) 'Rmonisowed 'R 2 by 'R MR
i) And '® m» himself owes 2 211 to "2 mon
b) Then
i) Based on jn1'7 XMW
i) '2mon
(1) Also has a direct claim against 's 211
(2) and counts as a w1 to 'k MY on that 21
c) And
i) 'R m°n can’t by 1%°nn of '} 217 cut off the rights of '2 7% in 'R 211
3) mooin
a) Nwp

i) Why is it that
(1) am>» who sells a 211
(2) Cuts off the rights of the n17 by being mn the 2
i) While
(1) "® m°n can’t
(@) By 1%°mn of 'k 2
(b) cut off the yn1 "7 XMav>w rights of '2 m»
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4)

5)

6)

b) v
i) 77°0n of a 27 vw is only 11277
(1) And that’s why the rights of the n1% can be cut off by 7% nn
i) While the mayw of 'k Mm% to '2 m9n as "awn" is XRn»RT
(1) and this mayw can’t be cut off by 1%°mn
Xn3 at .o A7 KyONn X223
a) If an nwx sells her 721> to a np1?
b) Then
i) She can be Smn the 21n of Sva to her under the 72105
plivahta
a) Nwp
i) By this 7% nn she cuts off her Tay>w rights as a 7w against Hva
i) So why does mooin say that the rights of a e can’t be cut off by 7% mn
X"wann
a) Xwpon>"wan
i) The issue
(1) isn’t the rights of nwx as a nw against %va
(@) since it isn’t her rights that would be cut off by n7°rn
(2) But the rights of nm% against Hva
i) Now
(1) the rights of the n> are only 11217
(2) And that’s why they can be cut off by 721
iii) Contrast
(1) the rights of 'a m>» as qwin 'R 211
(2) that are xn»x7 and can’t be cut off by 77°nn
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2) nmooIn as explained by x"wann

a) 7M1 27 mentions

b)

d)

1) his 17 that panxra R for manx
ii) before he mentions his 17 that 1°181 P& for Xy7In
But

i) moown considers the ayw of 11 21 for xy7in before mooin considers the avw
for nanx

i) And in the end mooin says that the same ovv applies for both 73k and Xy --
in that order

Because m»ooin
1) Inits xrn& M7 assumes that
(1) for manx
(@) yma 20 can rely on 20> 1071 XY — the same as "wX 27 72 N
(2) And that it’s only
(a) for xymn
(b) that’s an3*% 12
(c) that m»oin needs to develop a oyv on why a1 27 says 1181 PR
But
i) Once moon in its X1pon develops a special avwy of xy7n for yam 29
i) mooin realizes that the same avw also works for 7anx for jam1 29

iii) And mooIn can again
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(1) refer to nanx first and then to xy7A
(@) In the same order that jmm1 21 refers to them
(2) and explain for 1nm1 21 that both are o°3a&1 11°R because of the special oyv
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1) xn»m2according to nww 2
a) 'R n>were amn on a ww and later died
b) "2 n>isthen 7yn that
i) the o7y of 'k n> did sign the ~vw
ii) but they were 7105
c) Then
i) if the o>7v of 'a n> aren’t supported by a wn
i) They’re not 0°1nMK1
iii) Because
(1) mnra nonn awnoa
iv) Meaning that
(1) The m7y by 'a n> that there’s a Xnw*1 in 'x N>
(2) Has the same 1>7 as i by 'a no of the o>7v in 'R nd
V) In the sense that
(1) Just as there can be 717 of '& n> only oi7°192 and not where 1nn
(2) Just so there can be nwn>i of 'R no only onr19a and not where 1nn
2) nmsoIn
a) RN™32in XN2 K22
i) |If
(1) am? is 77n that the n ni of 'R N> on a "W aren’t 7™M
(2) The o>7v of '} n> have died
(3) And o7y of 'a n> now say the qvw was [k WY
i) We follow 'a n> who say it was a 7inR ow
b) xwp to nww 23
i)  Why not say here too that
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(1) mnra nonn nwnon

(2) So that the m7v of 'a n> must be ignored
(a) because the m7v isn’t given
(b) *192 the o7y of '} N>
(c) who have already died

3) X"wann
a) 71170 to the xwp of mooin
i) Inour X

(1) '2 n> were o*pn the n nin of 'R nd

(2) Soin fact
(@) There could have been 5t in this case

(b) since we know from 'a n> that it was the o°7v of 'k n> who signed the
oW

i) Butin the Xn>92in X702 822
(1) There could be no fnri afterwards
(2) Because
(@) it was only the m> who was 777 that the “vw had been signed by 'R n>
(b) and there were no o>7v on the nm» ni of 'k n>
(c) so ' n> could have avoided 11 by denying their mn»onn
iii) and that’s why the 7wn>:1 there needn’t be similar in 17 to a1
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