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33a (71 mawn) > 33b (1pxvn 77177

I ’n mwn: single and multiple liabilities — depending on formulation of oath
a  If: he challenged them vis-a-vis multiple claims (91 7> nmwn ,Tp9) to one debtor
i And:they answered: “we swear that we know no testimony” — one liaibilty
ii  But:if they answered: “we swear that we know no testimony about 121 NTpa 913" — multiple liabilities
b If: he challenged them regarding a single claim of multiple items (121 1YW DON YV NTPA)
i And:they answered: “we swear that we know no testimony” — one liaibilty
ii  But:if they answered: “we swear that we know no testimony that 'a owes you 131 p1ww pon” — multiple liabilities
II "y mwn: applicability to vip and payments that might have been exempted
a  If: he challenged them to come testify about »na ,onr /M "1 ,93 ,p11 '8N ,pn, that my son hit me, that a fellow battered me,
or that ’a torched my grain on 5”7y - liable (in apposition to next mwn — see p. 30)
i Analysis: is there liability for vap »1p?

1

Caveat: according to w”ary, who maintains that admission of guilt for a vap doesn’t exempt the perpetrator from
liability

(a) (Explanation: 1704 vapa nTn means that that admission isn’t sufficient to generate liability)

(b) Then: he is certainly liable — witnesses will always be valid for generating liability

Rather: according to 1121 — if they accept 1127 here ("n7 1119103 IR PANY D3N 727)

(a) Lemmal: if the perpetrator would admit — he would be exempt

(b) Lemma2: he hasn’t yet admitted — so their testimony, as of now, will generate liability

ii  Answer: seems to be, from our niwn, which includes:

1

w

712 237 block — follows opinion that pr »¥n is pnn
(a) Counter: what about the 7"n that vip 1"n?
(b) Answer: pra 'xn here refers to m 1% 1N — as per n"nYn, it is pHn’
593. block — liability for 19 (same with 'm 7 ,%93)
11191 o2X: on account of the D19 nwa payments (which are certainly nnn)
In sum: the first part teaches that m ¥ pra>xn is pon
(a) And: the last part teaches that we do not accept napn 12 X211n1 "7, who equated 5"nv::naw for exemption from
financial liability incurred during nax%n due to n”a%p
Y7 0w X2y R - if father administers oath that ’a was guilty of "na/onr of his daughter — liable
(a) Ewven though: if the perpetrator would admit it, he’d be exempt
(b) Answer: the author is w”ary — even if the perpetrator admits, if n»1y come afterwards - liable
(i) Challenge: the Ro>0 seems to be contra W”ara
(if) Answer: meaning of 82’0 — there’s no way to generate liability without o1y
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