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I ’x mwn: the "waving" of the nmn
a  the jnd takes the nmin from the basket, places it in a n9w *%, puts his hands under hers and lifts it up
i source:v.2—and we know that she must also lift by analogy from the nann of a onow 129p (vv. 2 & 5 - 1)
II  ’a mwn: sequence of nnan and drinking
a  hewould lift up (nawnn), touch to the nar (nwan), gather the n1otr (n¥*np) and burn it (n7vpn) and the 0»W are eaten
b  sequence:
i p"n: he would already have given her the water to drink
ii ~ w™: he would offer the nmn first (as per v. 3) — but if he gave her to drink first, it is valid
iii Xm1to explain source of dispute, interpreting 3 instances of npwn (vv. 1, 3, 4)
1  y"™ -3dinstance teaches that if she refuses to drink, we force the water down
(a) challenge: ™ (contra N "1) maintains that there is no need, since her refusal demonstrates her guilt
(b) rather: once the ymp was brought, she is forced
(i) challenge: same as above challenge — her refusal implies her guilt
(if) answer (to both): if she refuses due to fear, we force her; if calmly, we stop process
1. note: this is a dispute among later o’Xin regarding the ruling of ™, as to whether the erasure
generates forced drinking or the ymp does
(iii) question: what if she calmly refuses, then changes her mind - yp’n
1. lemmal: her calm refusal should irrevocably stop the process
2. lemma2: her renewed readiness may indicate that her initial refusal was due to fear
2 wm-2ndinstace (Npw’ INRY) teaches that this is the sequence — nnin and then drinking
(a) note: 3 things are necessary prerequisites for drinking;:
(i) ymp must be brought
(ii) n%»n must be utterly erased
(iii) she must have already accepted the oath (without which we can't even write the n%n)
iv  explanation of dispute:
1
(a) 1stinstance - proper sequence (drinking then nnin)
(b) 2ndinstance (Npw> INRY) = she may only drink after n%%n has been totally erased
(c) 3rdinstance -> if it was erased and she refused to drink, we force her to drink
2 oM
(a) 2ndinstance (Npw’ INRY) > proper sequence (nMn then drinking)
(b) 1stinstance - Tay»13, if she drank first, it's still valid
(i) dissent (321) > text wouldn't present the 72p»72 scenario
(c) 3instance - if it was erased and she refused to drink, we force her to drink
¢ additional ruling in re: the water
i bitter substance must be placed in water as per v. 1
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