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1)
a)

b)

2)

b)

b)

mawn at 12197
2993 "WIR
i) 2> must give M to an nanoR

i) This2»n continues "n1noR 3o °n° 5™ until she remarries or is ¥21n her 72105
712

TN WA
i) Even during innox aon
ii) o> needn’t give mma to an bR once they’ve offered to pay her 721>
7
T AWYR DN NI 13PN
It follows that
i) For %% wir her 7 nwyn belong to >»n> for anianoR axn n 5
i) But for 7wk her 7> nwyn are her own once o n° offer to pay her 72105
prhiizga
"W 7 WY 0OIN° 033 NN IR
X°v2°K of the X nax as explained by "wA
Is n1r1 the correct xona in the mawn
i) So that the 7awn follows 993 *wax and teaches two o°17
(1) o>mn> must give M to an 732K for amanhR xn m 9o
(2) omin> own "7 awyn for InaahR xn o 9
Or is 114177 the correct Xo7
i) So that the 7awn follows n7i swiar and teaches only one 1>7:

(1) o>mn> own the 7> nwyn only of an 73a%R to whom there is still a 2vrn to
give mnm

(2) Meaning they own the 7> wyn of an 1o only if they haven’t offered to
pay her 720>

It follows that the point of the X*va°} is whether our 7w agrees with 777 *wak or
2993 "WIR

nvdoN at jan mnm A
Xowp to now of »"wn
i) A mwn in navi pao already sets out the np1omn of 9% swak and 777 W



6)

b)

7)

8)

i) Why is it relevant whether our mawn follows 293 *wir or 7717 "W
X"wann
X°Wp 0N NN
i) It’s relevant whether our 7awn follows %3 *wir or 7717 "W
i) Since
(1) the mwn in 77w1 sets out the nponn
(2) while our mawn is a mwn ano
iii) And
(1) by deciding the correct o7 in our 73w» ono
(2) we can base the 175777 on the %93 that "ono> 7527 ano 72 AnXY npYonn"
First yy°n
i) moown asks that
(1) Sxyawn 20 disagree in 77w o whether the 7997 1S 9223 "WiIRd Or 7777 "WIRD
(2) So
(a) instead of asking whether
(i) based on ano T2 XY NPYPMN
(i) our mawn supports 2293 "WIR Or 77T WIR
(b) The & na should have asked whether
(i) based on ano 72 AN NPYPNN
(i) the X0 in our mawn supports 27 or supports SR
Second y1°n
i) moown asks that

(1) We can’t decide the 75277 from the X0 in our mawn because YRy 27 can
disagree on the correct xox

(2) So the xn3 should have asked simply
(@) PR 277 79V M oRA
(b) Without adding that the 17 depends on the X093 in our mwn
710 of mpoin - part 1
Unlike the nv*w of »"wn

i) If the correct &ona in the mawn is N1 the mawn can apply to both 2°%3 *wak and
TN WA

ii) The x°wy2>x isn’t whether the mawn agrees with 9293 wix or 3777 WK
v17°n of mpoin - part 2



a) Instead here are the o773 of the Xy
i) First 7y

(1) Do amm war say that 15w 7 awyn so long as o»n° haven’t offered to
pay the 12105 of the manox — the same as the v w of »"wA

i) Second 7x
(1) Or do nmim wax say that

(@) Since om0 can at any time offer to pay the 72102 of the manox and
become w5 from having to give her mam

(b) 7> nwyn are nnxy even before they offer to pay her 210>
9) yynof mdoin - part 3

a) If in the mwn the correct X073 is n1ran 739K it must be that the first 7 of the
X°¥2°K IS correct

b) If in the 7awn the correct X0 is N1 71K it must be that the second 7% of the
X°¥2°K IS correct

c) Here’s why
i) If the mwn says nnrin 7oK
(1) The mawn means that 7> nwyn are 17w so long as she’s nonra
(2) the mawn applies to both
(@) 2wk
(i) Who say the m1mox has mma for anunox 230n n° 93
(i) So %W 7 awyn for mmInoR N »° 9
(b) And — for the first 7x of the ®>v2°k — also to 777 Wik

(i) Who say the min>x has marma so long as the omin® haven’t offered
to pay her 721>

(if) And 35w 7 awyn during this time
ii) But if the mwn says N1 maaox

(1) The mawn means that the 739X is nnra for nnoR 2300 »° 93 regardless of
whether the o n° offer to pay her 71210

(2) Which proves that the mawn says its 17 only for %3 *wix and not for >wix
o

(3) And we assume that the mawn doesn’t say its 1°7 for 7717 *wix is that
(@) The second 7x of the x*v2°X is correct and
(b) 7 wyn aren’t y3°w even if *nn> haven’t offered to pay her 72103
10) nooIn at manox "7



a) It must be that in the mawn the correct xona isn’t 175w 7 nwyny with a v'x1 before
Twyn

b) Because
i) If there’s a1"x1 before nwyn
(1) it must be that the mawn says nnr1 and applies only to 2293 »wax
(@) since then

(i) "nonmr1 R teaches that she’s no11 so long as she’s an nanox
namely M98 300 °n° 9

(i) while "y5w 7 awym” teaches a second 17 that bW 70 awyn

(2) But if the correct &0 is "n1ran 7anoK" then "naran manoR" standing alone
doesn’t teach anything

i) While without the y"x1
(1) the mawn can apply to 777 *wak for the first 7x of the ®°vax

(2) because the words "13%w "7 nwyn NI nanoR" together limit 7 awyn
1277w to the times when she’s nira

11) R"wAnn
a) X°Wp on moon
i) Maybe the x°y2°X is whether

(1) 7 nwyn is the correct X073 so that the mawn can say niran and apply also
to 77 WA

(2) or 7 nwym is correct and the 7awn must say n°n1 and apply only to “wak
!

b) v n

i) If so the X3 would have mentioned that the correct xoma in 7> nwyn is the
771 of the XovasR

12) nn1pi to the qwni of the x°no
a) First 992
i) Hvaisa»n forinws mnm
ii) there is no way that %va can be v himself from this 21°n
b) Second 99>
i) 9v2-nne are 20 for the mam of 3ar nanox
c) Third 9%

i) Since 923 *wix say that there is no way that 5va *nn> can be v themselves
from their 2vn to pay maim



d)

9)

h)

ii) o mn are similar to Hva since he too can’t be a1 himself from paying nmnm
NWR

Fourth 552

i) Since nmi Wik say that o°mn° can become 7o from the 2vn of M to an
71moR by offering to pay her 72103

i) omn> differ from 5va who can’t be v himself from this avrn
Fifth 593
1) 7 nwyn nnn DN pn
Sixth %93
i) Hvaowns the mxoxn of 1w
Seventh 553
i) Since we’ve established for 792 >wax that o>mn> are similar to 5va
i) We assume that
(1) They’re similar also for nnx>xn so that 71228 NR°¥A is 79w
(2) and it’s no more of a xn121 that 377w nnx>¥n than to say 13%°w 7 nwyn
Eighth 595
i) Since we’ve established for 777 *wax that o>»in° aren’t similar to Hva
il) It’s possible that

(1) nnxy? nnxoxn even while 7 awyn are aow before the oomin have offered
to pay her ;721>

(2) Because
(a) For a reason not essential here
(b) 1t’s more 7anon that 7 nwyn are 17%w than that 75w anxoxn

13) ynw RN

a) XMW says that nxys IR wn 79K

b)

now
1) If the miwn says nnran
(1) Which we’ve established proves that
(@) The first 7x of the X°va°x is correct

(b) And that 777> "war say that 375w 7> awyn until snn> offer to pay her
723N

ii) then
(1) the xmn of Hxinw can apply to 777 "waR



(2) because we’ve established that 777> *waRk can say 7xv? 7nR*¥n even when
oW T wYn

iii) but if the miwn says nnra

(1) Which we’ve established proves that 7717 *wak say that 7 qwyn are
always nnxv>

(2) then
(@) Px1mw can say his X neither for 2253 swak nor for o7 *waR
(3) Here’s why
(@) Pxmw can’t say his & for 9293 “wax
(i) since for 9°%3 *wax we’ve established that 177w 7nxo¥n
(b) nor can Hxmw say his xnn for a7 Wk

(i) Because if so xmw should have taught the greater wyor that nwyn
Ry b

c) So we’ve proved that
1) the mawn says nnrin

i) 77wk follow the first 7% and say j%w 7 7wyn so long as a'mn° haven’t
offered to pay her 721>

iii) And Sxmw adds for 7770 *wak that anxox» are mnxys
14) R"wnn
a) Xwp
i) even if >xmw hadn’t said his x71°» we would have proved that
(1) the mawn says N

(2) nm wax follow the first 7¢ and say that 5w 7 awyn so long as omin
haven’t offered to pay her 72102

(3) 7 waR say anxYY InRCEn
b) Because
i) If the correct X0 in the mawn is na1 and the mawn applies only to 2293 “wax
ii) Because n7i wir follow the second 7x
iii) Then
(1) since we’ve established for 9°%3 >wax that 177w 7nR>¥n
(2) the mawn itself should have taught
(a) the greater xma1 that 15w nnRoxn
(b) instead of the lesser xma1 that 5w 7 nwyn



iv) but if the correct o in the 7awn is 13 and the mawn applies also to “wak
77 because nmi wak follow the first 7x

(1) this wouldn’t have been a x*wp because
(@) we’d have explained that the mawn can’t teach 15w nnxoxn
(b) since this wouldn’t fit for 777 *wiRk who say 7nxy? anRoxn
C) yrn

i) We established earlier that for 293 *wix it’s no more xn12 that 17%°w 7nR°¥n
than that 375w 7 wvn



NO'7T 12D T'NAL [farn 'R DTN

1) Xp»™M1ain w1 poo

2)

3)

4)

a)

T AWYH DN M RN

b) %7 °021 M0 NN AP UPN

C) 1N2IN2 NN ANMAP NPN

lakiral

a)

N2> NN 7NT12R 13PN means that
i) if
(1) Sva didn’t pay 1wk nawn> because the nwx died before him
(2) He’s nnmapa a»n
i) If
(1) the Hva dies before the qwx
(2) then

(@) Svan >nn need to pay her 210> to her while she is alive or to >wa
nwyn if she has died

(b) Hvan >nn> aren’t inapa 20
(c) and instead her own o>wAy are 2»11 for her 713p

nawn here also says

a)
b)

if Svan "nn° need to pay the 72105 of an 7oy

then

i) Syanonnaren’t inapa 2N

i) and instead her own a*wy who are w1y her 72102 are 2> for her 712p

moon as explained by X"wamn

a)

b)

oW

i)  What does the mawn add to what we already know from the xn>-2 about
anMap

1N
1) The nwn adds nothing to the xn**12 on nnM3p

il) It repeats the 7 of the &n>12 only because the 17 isn’t mentioned in any other
mwn

iii) And
(1) it’s for the same reason that the miwn teaches the o»avn of Hva snn for s1m
(2) even though these o°1°7 are also set out in the xn>12

10



5)

6)

c) Xwp
i) Once the mwn says that 5yan »»n> aren’t 21 for her 712p

i) Why does the mawn need to add that nwxs *way who are w2y her 7212 are 2
priglipll

i) After all
(1) It’s a muws that her own o°min» are 2»n for her 7712p
(2) Because who else will be 2217 the maaox
d) yrn
1) The nawn needs to teach that 7wx: *nn° are In2p2 270

(1) even where 5v2 left only *5v%un so that aws:s »»ne in the end aren’t wav
priginilglo

(2) And we might have thought that this counts as if 2v2:7 *w21 were w91 her
72102 so that S¥an *way are 7nMapa 120

X"wamn at 82°97 10 7R3

a) Xwp
i) If 5va left no ¥pap so her owAy aren’t 721 anything for her 72302
i) Why does the mawn refer to her o*w=1 as 7102103 WA

b) yrn
i) Since w1y are nn2n> 72 where there is ypap for her 7210

i) They count as in21n> *w91 even where there is no ypap and there is nothing to
be 7121 for her 72105

Twnn of mooin as explained by X"wAnn
a) nnTpn

i) We’ve said that our 7awn needs to set out the o°3>7 on the o°21n of 5va7 nn>
that are set out in the xn»92 in 77v1 P but aren’t set out in other nyawn

i) And we’ve established that the 7awn here teaches the first two of these o°17
for Svan 'nn> —the oo27 for 7 Awyn nnn M 1PN and 702102 NN NP PN

b) xwp
i) The final 17 in the xn>>72 for 9¥2 >»n° on M7°0 NN AP 13PN

(1) Namely that they’re not n1p792 21 because they don’t have rights to
mo of her 219n *oo1

(2) also isn’t set out in any mwn
i) Why doesn’t our miwn also teach that 177

11



PN NIT™ A" TN
See mpoIN at 7IoR 1''7 above
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ynvy xXn n"'T NnIiooin
See maabx 7"7n at ;¥ a7
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1) X

a)
b)

d)

719X s 12w her 72305 and minra only from >ypapn and not from ov5u50n
But
i) if she’s p5vhun oon for M
i) nn PN RS
X129
i) If she’s Pououn oon for her 72303
i) nrnrpon
WX 27720
i) "nrnirpon &9 should apply to 72102 as well as to *1m
i) Because there’s no reason to treat them differently
PR
1) X237 agrees with x1°20 that
(1) we do treat 72105 differently than nmim
(2) and for 72102 we are o1 7PN

2) nmooIn

3)

a)

Xowp
i) why in fact does x1°27 say that 72103 is different than for *1m

XN

a)

b)

Xowp
1) WX 21929 already asked this xwp
i) What does moown add by its xwp
7N

i) The &7nx assumes that *wx 27 72 9n meant his 7' as a 77x&w and not as an
XNopNXR to X121

i) Here’s proof
(1) If »wx 27 72 7 meant his statement as an actual xnspnx
(2) Then
(@) Instead of saying that x27 agrees with x1°29

(b) pr¥> 21 should have said that the xnopnk of *w& 2792 7 is a Rwp to
X121

iii) moon then asks why in fact isn’t the X7 of *wx 27 92 9% an XnopPNX

14
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o1 A" T M wN
1) nnpn
a) First 99
i) 17 ypap 190 RO
(1) An an%x can be 72 her 72105 and > only from >»n2 *001
b) Second 99>
i) Ifnn7ypap 19
(1) An a5 can be 721 her 210> from mmp>
c) Third 5%
i) Even if »nn>7 vpap 19
i) An nambx can’t be 721 her »1m from mimiph
d) Fourth %93
i) "mmp>" in this x>0 means
(1) persons who bought *vpapn from »nn
(2) after the manox sold *nn> »021 towards her 712105 or *23n
il) see m»doIn at °oy "1 a7 and compare with *"w9
e) Fifth 5%
i) n7w " says that ™n>p nn° npina soo”
i) 'R ww of so1 " says "n»p 7ahR npIna *0a1"
iii) 1% nww of "o " agrees with 770 ™ that ™n»p 0> npina *0o1"
f) Sixth 5%
i) If om0 say "nnm 1aina™ and the 3o says 0wl &L
i) Then
(1) For '} nw>w of >ov "1 that ">n>»p man%x npina >0
(@) The manoX is ninKa
(2) For i ™ and 'k avw of sor " that "™n>p "nn> npina soo”
(@) The >nn> are oo1nK1
g) Seventh %92
i) oomIn° aren’t o°anxi to say that they already paid the 72103 of the 7%y
h) Eighth %2>
i) |If

15



(1) an manox sells one 77w of »»n> towards her 712105

(2) and she sells another 77w of *nn° towards her *1mn
i) And she’s not wnon that she sold one 17w for 72105 and the other for *1m
iii) Then

(1) If>n»p "nn> nptna “oo1

(@) omin* and mmpo are oo if they claim that the 7aa%x sold both m7w
for 720>

(2) If >n>p 7R npIna “ool
(@) maox is naaxa if she claims that she sold both nytw for »a1m
i) Ninth %%

i) If an >R sells one 77w of *»nn> towards her 72103 and she sells another 77w of
"nn> towards her *1n

i) And she’s not wnon that she sold one 17w for 72105 and the other for *1m

(1) >ov "7 'R mwow assumes that the mmp» know about these sales from the
start

(2) "n1°x nvw of *ov " says it’s possible that the mmp® to this day don’t know
about these sales

j) Tenth 5%

i) If an >R sells one 77w of *»nn> towards her 72103 and she sells another 77w of
"nn> towards her *1n

i) and she is wnon that the sales were for 72103 or "1»

iii) All mv>w agree that the mmp% know about these sales from the start
k) Eleventh 5%

i) The xanx assumes that

(1) If an nax sells one 77w of *»n> towards her 72105 and she sells another
77w of *nn° towards her *1m

(2) Then

(@) neither 77w is alone enough to pay for her 72105 in full or for her *1m
in full

(b) so aan> of 72105 and a an° of *1ma are still unpaid
(c) but the m7w together are enough to pay either her 712105 or her mnm
2) Xn»™32

a) If an iy sells one 77w of nn> towards her 72105 and she sells another 77w of
nn> towards her *nm

b) Then

16



i) 377 " says

(1) It’s to her advantage to be w-on that she sold one i7w for her 72102 and the
other for »nm

il) "0 " says

(1) It’s to her advantage to sell ano and not to be wnon that she sold one n7w
for her 7712105 and the other for *11n

3) XM
a) Presumably 7770 "1 and >0y " are pon because
1) 777 " says > p nn npina vo21 and that’s why it’s better for her to be woon

ii) "oy "1 says »»p 7R nprna 021 and that’s why it’s better for her not to be
ribla

b) °ni°x
1) We can understand the 7v°w of "0 " even if he says *»>°p *»nn npina 021
4) >"wa —rea for 1 " who says »»p nan® npina 2033
a) If >nn3>05119o0 X% and she wasn’t w19 that she sold one 77w for "1n
b) she’s not 721 anything at all
1) Because "nn> are o°1nR1 to say
(1) You sold both m7w for your 72105
(2) so your 210> was already paid in full
(3) And we’re o anxi that we paid you separately for your 11 in full
c) But if *»nn° 021195 8% and she was wnan that she sold one 77w for "
i) Her v makes it clear that her 72105 20 wasn’t paid
i) And
(1) although she’s not 1121 the *11a 20 because *nn° are 011 to say 1n: for
Al
(2) She’s at least 721 the 72300
d) It follows that it’s to her advantage to be wson

N7 9021 192 R
wMona anoa
7N2N2 N7 X°2X 93 K°23 R 0 DPIN2 AT’ al

5) w1 — TR0 for "0 "7 'K nww that says "»*p 719X npIRa S0o]
a) If *nn3>05119o0 8% and she wasn’t w1on she’s 72w in full
i) Because she’s ninxi to say to *nn>
(1) I sold one n7w for 72105 and the other for *1mn
(2) Nor did you separately pay me 72105 2n° and 231 0>

17



(3) So you owe me both 72102 200 and *1rn ane
b) If >»nv 021 795 &% and she was won
i) Then

(1) we don’t even have to rely on her nminxi to decide that she sold one 7w
for 712105 and the other for »111»

(2) and it’s a 1ow 9> that she’s 72w in full
c) It follows that
i) where >»n> 021193 XY
ii) for oy 17 ') v w it makes no difference whether the 735 is waon

N7 9021 192 R
waDMa
7N2N2 N7 X°2X
b7 XY2A

ano2
0175 X°23 XY
377 N°aX

nn> NPIA AT
TaabR NPT Yo Y

d) But
i)  Where »»n> 20201193 it does make a difference whether she’s waon
i) Here’s why
(1) If she was woon
(@) It’s clear that she was already 721 part of her 72102
(b) So she’ll only be able to be 721 from mmp> her 72105 A0
(2) Note that
(@) she won’t be able to be 721 her *»y1» n°
(b) because mmp? aren’t responsible for 1n
iii) While if she wasn’t w1on
(1) she’ll be 7233 her "n21n2" in full
(2) because
(@) although
(i) we assume for this v w that
(if) mmp> know about her prior sales even when she’s not w-sn
(b) still
(i) She has minxa to say that she sold both m7w for *mn

N7 2031 170

N7 9021 192 R

waIDMRa MIMPL

onoa Mmp2

w912 "nn?

ono2d "nn’

70212 N° K2

0175 X723 XY

AN NPT AN

7N2IN2 NS RO

BT X2
Lo 91T NIMINT
b

9o R

957 KO3

e

18

6) °"wa -0 for "o "% on1 R nww that says °n*p “nn° NpiTa v0o1




b)

f)

We established for n7i° " that
i) Because > »»n° npihia “001
ii) If >»nn> >021 793 X% and she wasn’t wnon she’s 721 nothing
iii) Since »nn> are o°anR1 to say
(1) “you sold both m7w for your 72102
(2) And we separately paid your main”
*01 " for "n1 >R nvw disagrees
i) Because
(1) If »nn> 021195 X7 and she wasn’t w1on
(2) She can still bring o°7v to prove that she sold one 77w for mm
(3) So that she’s still owed 02105 70 and can be 721w from *»n»
ii) If >»nn> >021 792 X% and she was won
(1) Then
(@) The same as we established for n7i° "
(b) of course she’s 1NN N> 720
It follows that for »»n> *021 195 X7 it makes no difference whether or not she’s w1sn
But
i)  Where »n> >021 193 it’s an advantage to her not to be w-on
i) Here’s why
If she’s not waon
1) Even though o1 " for this v w says *»»p *an® NP2 *031
i) So
(1) If mmpP% know about here prior sales
(2) she doesn’t have minxa to say both sales were for mam
iii) Still
(1) Since she wasn’t waon
(2) We assume for this nvow that mmp? don’t know that she sold the two m7w
(3) So
(@) they wouldn’t know to argue that she was 121 her 72102 at all

(b) and she’ll be 721 from nmimph what they think is payment for her entire
72N

While if she is won

19



1) She won’t be able to hide her sale of the two m7w and that one 17w was sold
for her 721>

i) So she’ll be able to be 721 only in2wn> An°

N7 2031 170 N7 9021 192 R
wadRa MMPR anoa mmp» wDMA A onoa "N’
702100 N X0 a1 X223 XY N> NP AT
702100 N0 KO Dom X2 9om R0 Dom X2 719K NpIa o

957 oNT NIRRT
1k

7N2IN2 N XI3A 2%%unT 9577 X0an 7NN N0 X023 7NN N RO NPIAA SO T IR
nonb snnd

WD W K9

NN Yo mmonT

2195 X2 RY 1991

7) Mmoo
a) Xwp to "wn
1) "n7pn
(1) For the first 7w of *01 ™ that *»>>p 735K NpIa 001
(2) How is it that
(@) she can be mxn the mmpL and be 721 her 7205 in full
(b) by lying and saying that she sold both m7w for nn»
b) yrn
i)  When the mmp> first bought their mypap

ii) Even though this nvw says the mmp> then knew that she had already sold
m7w from >»n° 2031

iii) They should have realized that
(1) the mwx might say that she sold the m7w for »11n
(2) and that she’d have minx1 because *»>p 71298 nPIRA “021

iv) So
(1) By not leaving enough 2 »12 for her to be 721 her 72105
(2) W woIR 17°00RT IR - they caused their own loss

8) X"wann —part 1
a) Xwp

i)  Why didn’t nooin ask this stronger xwp:

i) We established for the v w of »»n1°x for *o1 " that
(1) It’s possible that mmp> don’t know about the prior sales by the 719
(2) And the nman%x can decide not to disclose that she made these sales

iii) Now
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(1) How can an manox defraud Svan mmp> by hiding her prior sales
b) yrn
1) Moo even in its Xraxk M knew that
(1) mmp? are "WoIR 17°0OKT PR
(2) Where
(@) According to the nu w of *01 "7 "1 K

(b) The mmp> are so negligent that they didn’t even discover that the
naa9% had made prior sales

i) that’s why m»oin asks its xwp only for *01 "7 '} nvw
(1) Where mmp» are at least aware that she sold the m7w

(2) And where mpon in its &°nx M7 assumed that for these mmp> we don’t
say ITMWHIR 17°0DR IR

iii) But m»on in its y17°n decides that
(1) even where they did know about the sales

(2) still v woix 170587 1R by not being wwin that she might later say that
she sold both m7w for 11

9) X"wann — part 2
a) xwp of pwpn v

1) To explain why for 777 " who says »»p »n® npina 051 it’s an advantage to
be woon

i) Why doesn’t >"w~ offer this explanation
(1) It benefits manox to be wnon that she sold 'a 77w for mnm
(2) Because
(@) if she’s not wnon

(i) Where "nn> >031195 the mmp> could claim that she sold both m7w
for her 210>

(b) While if she is w9 she is at least 721 her 7212 "
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N7 2031 179 N7 9021190 R
waIDMRa MIMPL onoa Mmp2 [Zm)blamiialel jalglelmiialol
72102 N0 R 219 X33 KD 70215 N0 RO 0175 X723 XY B NPT AT
TIORT NYYY MMPYT
7NNk 9o
7NN N X2 9577 X"2x 9o XX 9577 X"2x 719X NpIa o
9577 7Mo0T NIRRT
1k
7NN N RO o°hYNT 97 X0 7N2IN3 N X0 7NN N RO NP2 °0Y 7 M1 R
monk nm
77017 WYRY W XN
X7 1991 7n2n3k 9o
175 X723

b) yrn
1) Under this explanation
(1) where the a9 isn’t waon

(2) 77 " and the "n1°x [v w of "0 " would disagree in the extreme xpn"
"eph

(3) Namely
(i) 177 " would say she’s 121 nothing
(it) While »o» "y would say she’s 72 all
i) And this is a pm7
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MmT X71 T'N2I 'nn' NpTNA '021 ' TN

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

First mn7pn
a) The 2»n to pay mnm to an manoX is a 7' °Rin
b) 7n " says
i) D195 MR XY Yo 72 Awyn IR P
Second 7a7pn
a) Even a“nx7%n who disagrees with jam» "
b) Would agree that
i) aperson isn’t yar1 to say *nya» for a o°non nIpn
i) if this manxa
(1) would destroy the no¥1n that o>non wanted with their 730
(2) and would raise this question: "anipna o°»am Y2217 71 19 oR"
XM
a) RYIR
i) If o>mn° say that they were ¥y their i 2vn
i) Who must bring a “xn
(1) do we say that *»>>p *nn° nprna *01
(@) so the manox has no minxa
(b) And needs to prove that 135 &
iii) Or do we say that
(1) >n>p 7198 NPTRa S0o]
(@) so the o>mn> have no minka
(b) And need to prove that w5
Mmoo at 1Rk N 77 and mMdon at 720 AT T At
a) The x°v2°x doesn’t apply to X2:7%7 M
b) Because
i) the o°nom nipn and Y9 v i 10 ox certainly apply to 82757 mnm
i) And it’s a mu ws that 2°mn° have no Mink1 to say 1vId
c) Instead the x°v2>x applies only to navwh minm
TR
a) What are the o>77% of the X°v2°x for 2avws mnm
7wn as explained by X"wamn
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a)

o0 710 has one 721 while 7770 " 3"70 has a different 79

7) ov77% of the X°y2°x for 22avws min according to osmin® 7"

a)

b)

First 7x

i) Despite 0192 KR X7 72 7wyn R P00

ii) And despite onipna 0°nom 12°37 71 10 OXR

iii) Still 2>»n° have manka to say *ny-o as if o°021 were P2
iv) Because the manox has the xmy» of npnw nn®

Second 7x

i) The manox has minxi as if o°021 were npina

ii) Either because 0175 IR R 17 n°2 AwWyn AR P07

iii) Or because onipna 0°om 12°¥17 71 10 OX

iv) And we’re not wwin for the xmy>a of apnw nnb

8) o»77% of the X°y2°x for 2aywH min according to n7i ™ ™0

a)

b)

pafaRrh
i) Evenin a case where npnw a2 doesn’t apply
ii) The mn>x has no mianxa for 1avyws manra based on
(1) 2195 MR R? 7 022 WY NN 0T
(2) Or onipna o°nom 12°917 7 10 OX
iii) Because
(1) o°non napn and Y>3 i 12 or don’t apply to "avwh miavn
(2) Where the nanx can get mara by being vain her 8275 mamn
First 7x
i) The man%x has ninxi and the o°021 count as npIna
(1) Simply because she’s a 21 Yv2 of the oomn>

ii) Note that o>»mn> have no v of "npnw n>" if the namox has manki based on
her being a 211 9va

Second 7%
i) o°mn° have manki and the o°031 count as 1nprna
ii) Because to be a 27 Sva isn’t enough to have manxra

9) nmpoIn at 7oK NPTR 2001 AT

a)

b)

pplay el
i) Dm0 are o°anx1 to say that they were ¥y a 9 By 9 of their father
WP
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i) For the 7 of the X°v2°X that the 732%% has minxi to say 115 R
i) Why is it that o>mn° for 7o 5v m%n don’t have this minxa
10) R"wAn
a) Thisisn’ta xwp for o> 7N
i) Because that m»oin says that the 7% that says mano& has ninxa
(1) derives the manxa from 72 *xin and 12°»17 71 10 OX
(2) And says that we’re not w>n for pnw nn>
i) And it’s a mvw» that a 211 2 of their father doesn’t have this nminxa
b) It’s a xwp only for 120 777 " 7™0
i) For whom it’s clear that she has no max1 based on 7"2 °kin and 10 oX
i) And
(1) For the 7x of the x°v2°x that she has manxi
(2) her manxa derives simply from her being a 217 Hva
iii) So that she is no different than any other 211 v of their father
11) X7m3 in %apna pao
a) awwa m>n can be 72 any naw made by “nn° *aRk but not maw made by “nne
b) If
i) the m%n claims that °»nn° *ax was n°awn the o°001
i) While >nn> claim nnawn ik
c) X1 X272 omin %y and they have no mana
12) mooin
a) Xwp
i)  Why is the x>x0 in %apnn pao different from "xoi77 *xi7™
13) R"wAnn
a) ToRw
i) to what does mooin refer when it says "xam7 *xi"
b) mawn
i) there are two possible o2%mn
(1) first 72nn
(@) By "xam7 °xa" mooin refers to the miavm 127 in our X0
(b) Where one 7x of the X°v2°X is that o°»in° have minxl
(2) second T9nn

(@) "xon" refers to the 7 for no %y m>n that mooIn mentioned earlier
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d)

(b) Where the x7n3x says outright that the *»n> have nma1 to say 1137
because *»>p 0> NpIRa 201

The second 7977 is more "anon
i) Presumably because
(1) For mnrn there’s only a 7% of an X°v2°x that 20> are o°1nx1
(2) While for np 5y mon we know outright that o>mn> are ool
X°wp on the second 7>1n
i) The & nx in 22pni deals with a qvwa mon
i) While the case where om0 have minxi to say 1uvas deals with a 1d 5y mon
laRkt
i) wvwa mn has an advantage over 119 2y m>o» only against a 7w of 11y

il) there’s no reason to assume that avwa m5» also has an advantage in deciding
who was mawn the *nn° 031
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nxwl 2" 1™

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

TP
a) An 1ok has no right to mayn if she is 7n21n> ny2In or 7N2INS 792pN1 Or is N3
Xn3
a) RVR by 1 "
i) |If
(1) o'mn° say we already paid niin
(2) And nam°x says she wasn’t paid
i) “RIR27 N Y
b) xipon
i) So long as she’s not no:
(1) %1 ®°27% ominea Yy that they paid the mim
i) Once she’s nom
(1) %1 ®°277% manox oy that she wasn’t paid
LR
a) Xowp
i) once she’s no°1 she has no nan
i1) so of what use is her minxa
b) yrn
i) The xipon refers to 1avws mana for the time before she was no2
mooIn

a) It follows that "v%°5x" for 12yw> nm

i) "X X275 omnn By so long as she wasn’t no

i) And it doesn’t matter that she was 7102102 n¥2In Or N2 772pPN]
R"wn
a) The word "12°0x" in Mo0IN isn’t PT17A

i) Because it implies that w">n» for X2:7%7 mm

i) “R7 X277 I HY even where 11213 nY2IN or 71n21N2 193pN3
b) And we’ve already established that

1) thisisn’t correct

ii) because once she’s in21n> ny21n or N2> 722703 she has no 82797 My
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X T

no 'xn A" TNl "7 noi 2" T
1) First nn7pn
a) an ok can sell mypap of omine to be 7213 her M and her 72105
2) second nnTp
a) If a2 Hva of the father of the o mine is later 57w the mypap from the mmp>
i) The o>mn> are n1»nx2 20 to the mmps
ii) the %K is 7ws
3) third nn7pn
a) An 7ok can be 12w her 72100 from mmph
b) But she can’t be 72w her min from mimiph
4) X
a) XV to nww 20
i) If an man5x sold snn7 >ypapn to MmpS to be 7213 her mim

i) Can she herself afterwards be 77 the same *yppn from the mimiph to be 72
her 721>

iii) The nmpa of the Xva'R is
(1) Do we say that
(@) She can do so

(b) because she’s n»nrn 7Mwo and isn’t responsible for anyone including
herself who is 510 from the nymp®

(2) Or do we say that
(@) she can’t do so
(b) because she’s only mws if another person is 5w the o021
(c) but she does have nw»s17 nyank if she herself is 571w the o033
5) X at.ax a7
a) The case
i) 3j2%7 sold a n7w to pynw
(1) 123%7 didn’t accept n1anx
i) 1wnw sold the same 17w back to 1218
(1) But nwnw did accept n1nx
iii) 121%77 211 Sv2 was then 77w the 77w from 2181

28



b) Now
i) 727 claims that
(1) Pynw is n1INRa 21 t0 121X
(2) While 12187 isn’t n°nRa 2217 to Nwaw
i) nynw claims that
(1) 727 is nranRa 21 against a 2 9v2 of 12180
C) Xnam N2 M)
i) 72187 has no n1ank to Nwnaw even against a 2117 Hva of 1211
d) xan
i) 72187 can’t be v himself from n1»anx for his own 211 5va
6) mooIn at ®nHT W T
a) Xwp to X2

i)  Why in our %0 is there a 7% to the x°va°x that the 7an%& doesn’t accept N1 iR
even against herself

b) v n

i) At.ax 77 It’s 1anon that 12187 accepted n»ank against persons who loaned new
money to him

ii) while the manx in her prior sale to her mmp% achieved only payment of a
claim that she already had against o>»n°

7) Rn»™32
a) 1o can sell *»nn3 021 to be 72w her mnm
b) But
1) If she wants to be 721 her 72103 from these o°031
i) She needs to be 2w from the a°031 for her 71210 and not sell them for »1n
iii) Because
(1) If she’s not =»wn and sells all the a°021 for »1n
(2) she won’t be able to be 7w the o*021 for her 72105
8) X
a) nww
i) The fact that she needs to be o°021 9»>wn to be 7213 her 72105
il) proves that
(1) she does have wo17 NN

(2) if she herself is 7w the o°021 for her 72105 from mmpP% to whom she sold
o 021 for her man
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9) 1% Tno1 "N as explained by X"wann
a) Xwp
i) We’d have the same proof from the &n>>72 if the xn»92 had said
(1) Once she’s 21 the whole 7w for 1
(@) she can no longer be 72 for 72105
(b) because she can’t be 77w from mmpPH any o°o21 she sold to them
(2) so why does the xn>12 suggest that the 732%% be 2»wn
b) yrn
1) The &n»"2 teaches the nwx to be 7»wn for her own benefit
c) Xwp
1) as far as concerns the benefit to the nwx
i) what difference does it make to her on *»n° *021 that are worth — say — 100 1
(1) whether she’s 17213 the entire 100 11 for mm
(2) or whether she’s 11213 both ninra and 72105 for a total of 100 17
(3) or
(@) given that an 7aa%% can’t be 721 any o°723wn 0°021
(b) whether she’s ;121 the entire 100 11 for her 72105
10) R"wAnn
a) Xowp
i) We established at :1x 77 that

(1) If an naox sells one 77w to be 723 her 72105 and another 77w to be 72 her
M

(2) It’s an 720 72y for her to be wnsn that she sold only one 77w for *nn

(3) So that people not think that she sold both nmy7w for *112 and is a Xnminaya
i) So here too

(1) Why doesn’t maoin explain that

(@) It’s better for her to be vpap 9»wn for her 72105 instead of to sell the
entire ypap for "1

(b) XnP1N2Y 7% 1P°% KT XD 0D
b) yrn

i) Xnunay a7 102 &97 can explain why it’s an 72w ¥y to write a won 72902 as
proof of what she sold

i) But
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(1) our x°x0 doesn’t deal with this 77210 1%y and assumes that there is no n2°n>
y7hlala)

(2) and since there is no proof from a wa19n 72°n>

(3) regardless of what she sells
(@) she can maintain that she sold all 721057 and wasn’t a xnnaya
(b) while people might say she sold all *111% and is a Xn1nayA

11)9n0 *xn 3™
a) Return to the &>»0 of Ran 12 "0 that we discussed earlier
i) Once nww 21 proves from the kn>>12 that
(1) even an an%x who sold 2°021 to mmpPY to be 721 a prior 2
(2) is still nyanx2 2> for her own actions

i) How can xnn 12 "7 say at .ax 77 that 12187 isn’t n1°7nR2 21 even though he
did get new money that he borrowed from the 211 2

12) R"wAnn
a) yrn

i) There
(1) it’s the 2 Sv2 of 12381 who is being 771w — not 12187 himself
(2) And that’s why &ni1 92 °n1 says that 12387 isn’t n1anR2 2n

i) Here
(1) the man%x who sold to her mmp? is being 7w herself
(2) And that’s why nww 21 says that the 7am%X is nyanxa 20

31



TY QT

NYIIAN NX'NI NYIIANT X0
1) mnpn
a) ORI A mnbR and PRI 1 mnox and e all have a s
b) X171 3R also has mian
C) POIMRA 1A MR and w1 have no i
2) mwn
a) Nnp XN

i) ORI M MIOR and PRI 1 73D are n2 their 7205 by selling 02 2001
even 722 XOW

i) PRWIT M "IMPR can be 1721 her M by selling »»n ©021 even 7"22 Xow
b) xw of pwnw "
i) manox from prwea can sell 722 X5w
(1) for her >nm
(2) But not for her 72105
ii) 1o1RT M manoR can sell »»n v051 only 722 because
(1) She has only a 72105
(2) And 722 5w 7onm applies only for mamn
c) xo%0 of Pynw M
i) 9% of pynw
(1) 722 XPX MO0 RS M 72 PRY 92
i) w7 for pynw ™
(1) 722 RPX M0nN KD TwMI
3) X
a) ToRw
i) lunderstand why 7"22 X%w n1om nanox for san
(1) Namely that 7avnn x5w
ii) But why does the xnp Xin say manox can also sell 722 x%w for m21n2
b) m2wn according to one oyv in the X7

i) The xnp Xin says we give an 7wx the m> to be 722 X5w n121m because this
gives her xan

(1) which according to *"w1 means
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(@) by treating her favorably we encourage women to marry
(2) and according to r"1 means
(@) by treating her favorably we encourage men to marry nunox

i) Mynw " disagrees because he says that x2°r isn’t reason to enough to let an
719x sell her 722 Row 172103

c) Xwp
1) we established that w173 has no mnmn
i) and we also established that
(1) oy 1 7InR can’t be now her 722 XYW 72100
(2) Because an 7w can be 722 X5w n121m only for mamn
iii) so
(1) why does nvnw " need to add in the 7awn that
(2) mwna can’t be now her 722 X5w 72100
d) nawn
i) "W needs more i than 101X 12 79X
(1) For >"wn because

(a) o>w1 are more discouraged if we treat a nw1a unfavorably than if we
treat unfavorably an 1°017°K:7 12 man%x who didn’t know ax°a ovw

(2) For "
(&) Men need greater encouragement
(i) to marry a w1 who is "
(ii) than to marry an oYK 11 79K
i) Mynw " teaches that
(1) despite the extra jn1 that w173 needs
(2) there still isn’t reason enough for her to be 7"22 X5 112112 N7OM™
4) X"wonn at namhR
a) nnTpn
(1) In m9wi pao the Xma says that 1PXIwaT 1 73a5% needs more 37 than mwna
(2) in short
(@) since we established that w113 needs more 1 than 19017787 17 79K
(b) the full 270 of Rn is

33



b)

d)

5)

b)

6)

PRIVIT A TINR anY o0
ARD) nxp Mo
TOTVRT 12 TINON mno *on

Xowp to PR3 11020

i) A nwrais "2 even more than PRwT i mInoR

i) so
(1) according to xam 11°27 who says an ra 7wk needs more X’
(2) a nwri ought to need more jn than even PRIWIT 1 7IMPK

a1 yawn 17T ROwp X3 MW
AR PRIWIT 12 TINOR an1 °57
PRIV 72 TINOR 7ARD) nXp Mo
POTVRT 1A TIAOR POTVRT 1A TIAOR nino o0

note that
i) thisisn’taxwp to "M
(1) because it’s 12non that
(a) to encourage women to marry
(b) it’s more important for us to favor X117 11 739 than to favor nwias
[aRY

1) We’ve established for nwnw " that 7w na needs to be 722 nao1m despite her
X117

ii) So it doesn’t matter that she needs more 1’11 than PRYwIT 12 739K
But this is only a nxp y17°n

i) Because for "9 the mx°x»n remains that a w173 should need more 317 than
TRIVIT A TIAOR

ii) while the Xmx in n2wn P9 says the mxown is that X 1 71398 needs more
X1

"7 N°22 XYW oM 70 at .nx a7

7awn in anon P at 1o as explained there by msoin

i) an 7%% needs more 11 than nwy

X1nR M of mooIn here

i)  The manox in the 7awn in 207 is an ORI 32 719K
X"wonn at .oy a7 at 7'22 R5W nowm a7

Xowp
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7)

b)

d)

8)

b)

9)

MOOINT R'TPTROWR | AT yRwn 1MhT Rowp RT3 Mynwn
1 yawn
AR PRIWIT 12 TINOR an1 °57
TOTVRT 12 TINON PRIV 12 TINOR AR nxp Mo
i7ambS POIVRT 1A TIAOR POTVRT 1A TIAOR nno o0

i) We’ve established that 1°017°X:7 12 732%% needs less 117 than nwias
TN 0N DWW A1KRY DWW

First 525

1) DM AR WA means an swk who’s nwaan poo

Second %93

i) nwTn AR NwAa can’t be 721 her 72> until A5y nnw

i) Because it’s only then that we first know for sure that she’s either a nwyaa or
an R

Third 5%
i) The 7 of X1 ™:

(1) "n%va »na PRIWIT M DY PR NwaRa" can be st 121 from Hva while
he’s alive

(2) Because she’s "2 x7ax and can’t marry another because of her tie to him
Fourth 975
1) The x 3 will deal with
(1) Whether "1o1R: 1n nwaan 81RY nwan™ has nm
(@) both 1752 »na and nnpw RY
(2) Whether "a%v2 nnw nx? 1PRVIT 72 DA 00X nwaaa' has snm

NWAA K DY
N P W nRw R hiri Rkl PRIV N POV I
19 PROR ova
A
iR X X
R "N
X X
X X
X X
N2
7oRY

i) what does the 592 of "7 nv22 ROR 000 X7 My 7% pRw 23" add for Pwnw
72wn — Y of the X

i) DWTAR AR NWID IR

i) "M 21 7552 DA AR DWINA ART RIT T

L
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a) N

of *"vn

1) ORI I NIRRT DwR

i) 72 709w 73987 RIT [7792 npws] 7722 K9R 702100 M0N0 RYT IPYINYRD R
i) "nm aR MmN 1 MmN a2 PR DY TR DWAT IPVAYR TR 2R RO

NWMNA PRI DY
XoW nom vl Rvel nnw x> 7°v2 >ma PRIVIT N POIVRT I
722 77 PROIR b}
A
1 T W X X
X X
N T W X X
972 99017
X7
7 7329 1N mwnT 99 X X
127 ORI ARSATAIZA
T1onn X7 9 PRT
X9X 21N> mnm
722
b) inshort
i) 'Rpon

(1) Since the 17 is that
(8) "A%ya npw PRI A WA AR W™ has no 1
(b) and has only a 721>
(2) we understand ourselves
(@) based on what n1wnw "3 says in the xw1 for 101K 17 719K
(b) that she can sell her 72102 only 722
(3) So it can’t be that
(@) the 9% in the mwn teaches that
(i) 75¥2 AW POITRT A DY PR DY
(i) 7"22 XPX 7102110 MONN R
c) aphn
i) Must be that what the 52> teaches is that
(1) In fact "7%v2 npw POITRT T DY PR WA has no nm
(2) And the xan°n of X1 ' that says she does have 1111 applies only 75v2a »>na
10) R"wAnn
a) Xwp

i) how is it that even before >"w~ in his 2 pon says that » nw=mn 781 nwan"
"179v2 nnw 1o17°RA has no s

ii) >"wnin his ') pon already says that
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(1) since "%¥2 npW PPOITRT 1A DWW 71X NwIR" has no s
(2) it follows from PoyR: 12 73a9R that she can’t sell 7"22 X5w
b) v
i) "wain his ') P71 means
(1) if it’s the 17 that "57%¥2 npw POIRT 72 DN AR WA has no “1m
(2) then from o17°877 11 man2x we know that she can’t sell 722 Xow
ii) >"wn then adds in his a p%n that
(1) in fact "7%v2 npW POIVRIT 1 NWINA 71K DR has no i
(2) because this is what the %5 in the miwn teaches
11) R"wAnn
a) First x*wp on>"wn
i) We’ve established that
(1) there’s no mma for PO 1 7IA9R
(2) there’s also no mnm for a 7w
(3) nwan AR NwTn means that the 7w is nw=n pod
i) now
(1) For an nw& who is "7%va naw 101K 1 DwA 7K nwann'
(2) there are only these possibilities

(@) She was actually nwaan 7ok and is now an Po1R: 12 73R who has
no N

(b) She was actually a iwyaa and is now still a 7wy who has no minmn
iii) So
(1) For an nwx who’s "79¥2 niaw 1P01°RT 12 DWW 7K nwabn”
(2) How can there be even a xnx 17 that she has minm
(3) And why would nwnw " need to use the %5 to teach that she has no nim
b) Second xwp
1) It’s ynwn from a X nx in wARw "» poo that
(1) There’s no mnma even for "m5pa 5om2 ORI 11 DY AR YRR
(2) And the xan°n of X7°1 " applies only to PRIVIT 11 DY AR DY
c) vrnas explained by X"wann
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NWMNA PRI DY
XoW nom vl nnw nR> 7°va >ma PRIVIT N POIVRT I
722 19 PROR bl
A
Row now | uwn b we X X
7''23 nT
7 neom
Rk
T TIRBR N7 B9 X X
POTINT YRR
Row J2m JDIMWR
Row naom ™ PR
7"'22 Rehirs)
T TaRhR T PN e X X
TOTRT | Bbsay o
Now J2m EEU ALY
Row nom
7''22
T IRBR ™ PR X X
POTIRA e
RO J2m
ROW nom
7"'22

i) This is the correct X0 in *"wn
(1) '®pon
(@) [PrwIn] #oyeRa 72 DWIMA 71K nwann"
(b) 722 RPX 711232 MOAN KDT PVIAWRY? R’
(i) a2 3ynw [PO1Ra 1] 7IoRD RIT
(2) 2 pon
(@) x7%
(1) JYRAwR IR 2R
(i) "nn ar 1 17 PR {PRWIT R} DWORK AR DT
i) So that
(1) the xn3 deals with w2 nRw PRIWIT 32 DY AR NWIDD
(2) and
(@) the words "porra 1" refer to "PorRa 1 manbR"

(b) from where we know the nv>w of nwiaw " that no nwx can 7"22 Xow sell
her 72105

d) xwp
i) why does >"wn say that
(1) once we know that ";35v2 nnaw PRIV°IT 12 DY AR Dwan™ has no i

(2) we automatically know - based on 1017°x:7 12 739K - that she can be 101
her 72105 only 722

(3) and we don’t need nynw " to teach this 17 in his 975
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i) when
(1) maybe Pynw " does need to teach this 17 for n nwaan 7R DwaRR"
"79v2 Nw PRIV
(2) since otherwise we might have thought that
(@) she can sell 722 x7w
(b) because
(i) whether she is really Pxwas 1 7wI3 Or an PRWIT 7 7INOK
(i) she needs more X1r1 than 1018 12 TIR9K

e) 1IN

i) we established earlier for pwnw " that a n°x71 7waa can sell only 722 even
though she needs more i1 thano17 K7 17 7329

12)>»nx> 7N

a) Xwp to the 7w of *"wa on NWAIR AR DY

i) We’ve established that 773 nw% has no minm
i) We’ve also established that
(1) "A%ya 2 PRIVIT I DY AR nwa" has s
(a) Because she’s "2 X7aR
(b) And is pw?> 7ox because of him
(2) And
(@) the purpose of the 9% for nynw " is to teach that
(b) m%va naw XY she no longer has *1mn

b) But

i) Once the va has died and she’s no longer 2 X7°x

i) Why would we even have a x°nx m:1 that
(1) Because of the poo that maybe she wasn’t nw13 and is an PRI 7 7oK
(2) she can be min x°x1m from the oo

iii) so why does nwnw "1 in his %2 need to teach that she has no mamn

v17°n according to the nv>w of ™ as explained by X"wann
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DWW TR DWW
XoW nom vl nnw nR> 7°va >ma PRIVIT N POIVRT I
722 19 PROR bl
Rir)
Rtz am)ia) iR X X
722 ot
B PYT
PR N7
FER A
2R T T
7 e "1 2 PR X X
17 IR b "'
121 PO1TRA NYRY 97
N oM ROW JVINWR
712 Rw PR
R

i) Unlike *"w1 who says that the 575 teaches that
(1) "shwa nnw AnRS W PR Dwa has no e
ii) n'9 says that the %5 teaches the 7 of X1 "1 that
(1) "mbwa s nwaan nrRY nwann" does have s
iii) Here is the 71m°% as understood by n'
(1) Part1
(@) nvnw " in his 975 says that "7"22 5w 7190 X2 M 09 PRY WK
(2) Part 2

(@) From this 99> we’re p>>7 the reverse: that an 7wy who does have *1m
iS 722 XOW nOM

(3) Part 3
(@) At first sight we’d apply this P17 to PRWIT 11 79K
(b) And this is why ms0In says "RIWIT 12 73298 7 8T IPRY
(4) Part4
(a) But we already know from the &w of the mawn that
(i) "pRwan e manoR" sells 122 x5w for her »1m
(5) Part5
(a) So by way of iy K ox
(b) we say the p1>7 refers to "9v2 »n2 PRWVIT 2 DWW AR YA

(c) and the mwn teaches the 17 of X1 '3 that 12 DwHR7 7R WM
79V MM PRI

(6) Now for this nv*w the xwp on >"w" is answered

(a) Because the mawn in fact doesn’t teach the m ws that 7Ry nwan"
"179v2 nnw INRY PRIVIT 1 nwa has no niam
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"7 AN T XA 03 AT TUNAL '7maa AT

1) xn»a

a)

P> "2IN22 AwR (17 370) XIM
i) R

(1) 202 n¥Pn K9R 77 PRT N2 0O
i) Nwnw "N arveR

(1) na22 ponn

2) X nx —the 7% of xn '

3)

4)

a)

b)

The 05 could have said ";751n2"

i)  Which would have implied that 2°>1na nxpn» are enough and na32 is nanw to
the 173 71

By instead saying “71n2
i) The oo implies "0°21n2 37912 X2°RT 79" SO NA2 is 7MOK to the 2173 37
The & nx adds that
i) Because the P09 continues and says 7122
(1) Which to 2°&n " implies that &% 75972 X5w PR 79772
(2) It follows that 70972 X%w 721w2 is namn to the 7173 370

X723 — The 7% of Nynw "1 1vHR

a)

b)

The 705 could have said "77102"

i)  Which would have implied that only nn%w 77102 is nan» and nax2 is MoK to
the 173 710

By instead saying “71n2

i) The s teaches that >21n2 nxpn is enough and N2 is nanwa to the 9173 37
The & nx adds that

i) Because the p109 continues and says “?1n22

i) Which to nwnw " 9199x " implies "pnoop 902 5o e

iii) It follows that 75972 X%w 77w is 770K to the 5173 172

Note that

a)

The xn»1a discusses the mipyona of Nynw "1 ryHR " vxkn " only for naxa

b) We need to explain why

i) based on this npyonn
ii) the X3 concludes that they also disagree on 175775 X5w

5) mooin as explained by °% R 7R3 K"wn
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a) ToRw
i)  Why does the xanx apply the 71m°% of “>1n22 only to 75772 X5w and not to naxa
b) mawn
i) because
(1) " n2a implies o°>1n2 opn

(2) and so can deal only with whether 715775 Xw 77w2 is or is not nanwa to the
2373 370

6) "n2a 17" as based on R"wAnn
a) ToRw
i)  Why does the x93 say that
(1) For 7°xn "1 the word “91022 is 72772 X5w 72707
(2) While for pynw " 2199 " the same word is 715775 RW vynn
b) m2wn for Kkn
i) The xanx assumes that
(1) Had the 109 used the word 79102 that implies 2°71n2 nxpn Y908 for 2oKn "

(2) The word 79102 would have been 7277 not only naxa but also 72772 X5w
and both would have been mnmin

(3) so "7na
(@) that reverses this implication of 79102
(b) teaches that 15775 Xow as well as nxa are 9173 3707 770K
(4) now “7naa
(@) leaves the 17 for nax2 as it was — namely that she’s 3"2% 770K

(i) because we’ve established that 51022 refers to 715772 X%w 79wa and
not to nax2

(b) but reverses the m1o°x for 75772 XHw
(i) because 71022 implies X7 72772 X5W PR 72770
c) mawn for pynw "N TYOR M
i) The xanx assumes that

(1) Had the poo used the word 7102 that implies nn%w 79102 for ™ rvox ™
Y

(2) The word 7502 would have been vyan not only naxa but also 713775 Xow
so both would have been nyox

ii) so"“?na

(1) that reverses this implication of 72102
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(2) teaches that 15775 X%w as well as naxa are 5173 3797 MAnn
iii) now 7022
(1) leaves the 17 for nqa12 as it was — namely that she’s 3*5% nann

(@) because we established that “71n22 refers to 75775 X>w 777w2 and not to
N

(2) but reverses the a1 of 72772 85w
(@) because 022 implies "yn>p N2 93w
d) xwp
1) How does the x7n3 know for 2 xn " that
(1) “1n2a reverses the mox that 102 would have taught
(2) Maybe 2°xn " agrees with nwaw " rvox " that
(@) The mynwn of “7n22 is that 1n>>p “2102 93 1w 7Y
(b) So “7naa reinforces the teaching of “>1na that 75772 X5w is 710K
i) And how does the & nx know for niwnw "1 21v5% ™ that
(1) “n2a reverses the 7> that 102 would have taught
(2) Maybe nynw "1 21¥5% " agree with 2oxkn " that
(@) The mynwn of “7n22 is that XY 715772 XYW PR 71977
(b) So “1n2a reinforces the meaning of 7102 that 713772 X%w is N
e) yn

i) it must be for =>x» " and nyaw "N TvoR " that 91022 reverses the 17 they’d
have derived had the 09 said only “1na

(1) because otherwise
(@) "rn xp Yo
(b) the p0o should have said 2102 and instead of 1022
7) Mmoo
a) Xwp
1) why does the X3 assume for 7°&» " that

(1) because 77102 would have implied o°%1n2 nxpn so that nax2 would be
nanmn

(2) 792 would also have implied that 75775 X5 is also nann to the 5173 37
i) Maybe

(1) Unlike naa12 that counts as o°%1n2 ngpn

(2) o775 ®Ow doesn’t count even as 2°71n2 nepn
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(3) So
(@) s na even without a > would have been 715775 Rw vy

(b) and that’s why we rely on 71022 to teach 75775 X5 is in fact nan to
the 173 11

b) v
i) Can’t be for =>&n " that 77102 would be 175775 R5w vynn
i) Because
(1) the mwo» of oip for 77w uses the word 77102
(@) and yet there’s o1p even if she was 172775 Xow 7912
(2) and the nmwno of nomxn 79w1 also uses the word 79102
(@) and yet there’s 77°po even if she was 715775 RPw 79wa
8) X"wain at o3pa X7 7R
a) xwp on the y1n of mooin
i)  We’ll show below for ynw " 919ox " that
(1) Despite the nvwns of o1p and 7078 773
(2) It’s still possible that 79102 is 72772 Xow vynn
9) mpoIN at yawn oW N2 Y
a) TP
1) The xn3 says elsewhere that
(1) the word w1 for 03p is N2 vyHAA
(2) There is o3p for 719772 KW 79 wa
(3) There’s a oMxn 7w1 7 for 75770 ROYW A9Ww32
b) First xwp
i) For pynw "1 71yox 1 who say that viawn 75w 32302 and is naaa vynn
i) Why is it that the X nx needs to rely on 77v1 to be nx2a vynn
C) yrn
i) The & mx needs the myn»wn of 79102 to teach another w7
d) Second xwp
i)  Why for nynw "n qrvox M is there o3p for 73772 X5w 79wa
e) Third xwp
i)  Why for nynw "n qryox M is there a 70mx» 79w 17 for 15775 ROw 7792
f) y1nto the third xwp
i) For nomxn 7w we rely on a special »12>7 from the words 5va n9wa
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10) X"wnn at PwITopa oni 0anK 7URa
a) Yntoaxwp
i) We’ve established for o3p that the mynwn of 77102 is needed for another w7
11) X"wonn at 9022 7"y
a) Similar to what moon asked earlier for °xn '3
b) noin could have answered both 2 x°wp and ' ®owp for Pwnw 1 21y9R " this way
i) although 792 would have meant 5w 79102 and would have been naxa vynn
ii) Still 79302 wouldn’t have been 715775 Row vynn
12) Xin innn2° 5y kA7 pD
a) It’s a muws that the word "77v1™ is na2 vynn
b) But the xin teaches this wyrn:

i)  Wherever a p109 uses the word ";721n2" even where the 105 doesn’t add the
word "7y1"

i) The word 7502 is also nax2 vynn
13) mpoin at ynwn anow N2
a) X°wp to the Xin in 1nn2° 5y Xan pIo
i) If 7702 itself is enough to be N2 vynn
i) Why are there often o>py0o that say both 79v1 and 77102
14) X"wann at ynwn nnbw o'y
a) Xwp
1) The xwp of moown doesn’t fit will into our X210 that doesn’t deal with that Xin
i) Now
(1) It’s true that
(2) mooin could have asked the same X>wp to Pynw ™M MYOR "
iii) But even better would have been this ®wp to 7°xn "
(1) how can °xi "1 say 72102 includes a2
(2) when the pos often says n2n2-77w1
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