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I Xp7R90v - a 70w confirming admission of a debt

a
b

If: he admist in front of 2 and makes a 1p — they may write it
But if: he admits in front of 3 but does not make a 1p
i 37 we write it
ii 0N 37 we don’t write it (although 19, in practice, took "oX 17’s opinion into account and didn’t allow it to be written)
Conditions for writing:
i p2an 72 K 27, if the 3 were already sitting, we don’t write; but if the 7”ya gathered them — we do
ii ~ N27 even in that case we don’t write until the 7”ya says to them "7 '5p 1
iii &N 772 90 even that is not enough — unless they sit (formally) and send him a ninrn
Object of admission:
i If:itis pYobon - he must make a 1"3p on the admission for them to write
ii  Butif: ypp — InR — we don’t write without a 13p; X701 0 — we do write — na%n
1 Question: what if it is pYvYon that are visible?
(a) ~2227 similar to ypIp (we write, even without a 13p)
(b) »wx 27 since they haven’t yet been collected — still considered 50500
Proper language of XT8N T0¥.
i Ewven if: it is missing a proper 1"a formula- valid, as per 9"1’s nptn that n»7y don’t sign on a 7vW unless it was prop-
erly executed (7”1 was an adult) ::0°»7 won't sign unless they were properly commissioned
1 Suggestion: if an RnIWR is missing the formula “there were 3 of us and one is no longer (dead)” — parallel
(a) Rejection: Ra1 ruled that such a 70w is invalid — we are concerned about Py 772
(i) But: if they wrote "Ry7 2%, valid, as long as we can be sure it was done properly
1. e.g.: “>or 297 ®Y721” and WK " instructed us to write thus...”

II  xna - other circumstances where admission may be believed/accepted

a

If: a man points to a cache of money hidden by heirs’ father and he identifies it as belonging to 'a or v"yn
i If heis near the box (in the field) — believed (w1 he could have given it himself)

ii ~ Butif heis away (e.g. in the house) — not believed and they can keep it

If: they saw father hiding money and he told them it belonged to 'a or v"yn

i If: he seemed to be informing them — believed

ii  But if: he seemed to be obfuscating — not believed (they may keep it)

If: the heir was troubled that he couldn’t find moneys left him by his father

i And:he was shown the location in a dream and told that they belong to 'a

ii  Result: he may keep them — dreams are of no consequence in such cases

III  Analysis of last clause of nywn — writing 17 poa

a
b
c

13 ’7: they simply write the result
5" they identify which o377 ruled which way
R™: they identify it as a dispute, but anonymously
i Split the difference: whether dissenting member must pay in case of 772 error (" — pay; 9™ — exempt)
1 Rejection: even > shouldn’t obligate him to pay — he can argue that had they listened to him, they’d be 7102
ii ~ Rather: whether the 2 have to pay 1/3 each or make up the missing 1/3 (and each pays V2)
1 Rejection: the 2 can tell #3 that had he not joined them, they wouldn’t be liable; they shouldn’t pay his 1/3
iii Rather: they disagree about v. 1; " is concerned about them; X" is more concerned about the appearance of dis-
honesty if it doesn’t properly record who voted which way; 8" takes both concerns into account
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IV 1 mwn (included with " mwn on .v3) announcing decision
a  First: they bring “them” in; the eldest 17 announces the poa
i And: once done, they may not tell the 17 *p2 how each one voted as per vv. 1-2 (see above)
ii  Discussion: “who” is brought in?
1 Cannot be: 17 '9v1 — they should be standing there
2 Must be: o1y
(@) Note: this is contra opinion of m ", as follows:
(i) o7y need to see transaction together
1. p”27. even if they saw it at different times (discussed below) - valid
(ii) And: they must testify together
1. yr12 71 even if they come on different days; 7”2 records their testimonies
3 Rather: must be 17 *9v3; as per nnm ™.
(a) Process: when deliberating, n*1v and "7 *9ya are excused from chambers
V  Revisiting the two disputes; n'nan/p”am about witnessing and ©2nan/in1 "7 about presenting testimony
a  DnIN/p"an: dispute may be grounded in text or reasoning
i Reasoning: each one saw a different nn (being lent or being admitted to)
1’7 nonetheless, in sum we have 2 witnesses testifying about 1 nin
ii ~ Text: from v. 4, we know that every mention of 7 means “2” - v. 3 refers to 2, described as 1
1 p7r1rest of v. 3 (»7 R NR1) expands to allow for independent witnessing
b onon/™: dispute may be grounded in text or reasoning
i Reasoning: each single witness that comes only comes to generate ny1av
1 1”1 even when they come together, they testify separately
ii ~ Text:v. 3 juxtaposes testifying to seeing ; and both 1" and ©'nan accept position contra p”an
1 1”1 rejects analogy by juxtaposition
(a) Story: mp9R 12 PYNW '7’s successful “pull” to get 2o for R1In 91 70V 7 from 1INV "
(i) Note: implication — if a great man gives n>no - even based on being misled — it isn’t revoked
¢ final ruling:
i w5 nan follows p"an, only in case of ypIp but not pYoyon
ii ~ Challenge (»ax): implying that 27 disagree about ypp?
1 Explanation: several reports that 1329 concede to "1 in case of yp7p
(a) And: from X31p’s n”a — they agree in re: npm ,YpIp ;1132 MY and about MyYw Mmw
(i) Clarification about my: if one saw MIYW 'NY on one side; another saw two on the other
iii  ~5w (according to 9oy 27): naYn follows p”a in YpIp as well as PovHon
1 Dissent: 27 is reported as limiting it to ypIp
(a) Consistency: 21 holds that they only “join” if nxmn follows nxTn or loan; if loan is 2nd — pa7vxn RY
(b) Observation: NRTIN INR IRTIN seems to be the same as NRIHYN IR IRV
(i) Defense: in case of two mxrmin, they could have been about 1 loan, each 7v was notified about other
1. But: if so, nRTIN INR NRTIN is the same as NRNYN INR IRTIN
iv w7972 they are 97020, no matter what the sequence — as per p”1
VI Conflicting testimony
a  j7m a7 the sort of conflict which invalidates testimony in mwai »>7 is valid in mann "7
i Na7 stands to reason only in case of incidental testimony (e.g. color of pouch) but not essential (e.g. color of coin)
1 Challenge: incidental inconsistencies don’t invalidate mwai »7
(@) Proof: 10N " - if there is a conflict about the weapon — 9109; if about the color of killer’s clothes — w2
(b) Answer: X171 may disagree with n™
b w7772 even an essential contradiction (e.g. color of coin) is acceptable — seems to follow "2
i Block: p"2 only stated his rule when there is no contradiction
ii ~ Rather: follows R"aw7’s version (2 mn2) of the dispute n”2/v”a when o1y testify that he owes 200 or 100
1 v no testimony
2 7772:200 includes 100 — he owes 100
(a) Parallel: barrel of oil/barrel of wine - case where 'nR "1 accepted m17p based on 8”101
(i)  Block: x"avM only applied this when one is subsumed under other (200 includes 100)
(ii) Answer: for value
(iii) Parallel: if one testifies that the loan took place on 1% story, other on 2¢; ma7vxn
VII Story relating to end of mwn: member of n”a divulged secret after 22 years and he was expelled as a “11o n7n”
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