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I 73y ’7: content of final line of 70w
a  If: there are any erasures and overwrites, they must be confirmed in last line — pivnvp pn
b And: the last line most only summarize the content of 90w — no new information
i Reason (o19y 7): we do not infer any information from the last line
ii  Question (179): what is the source of this rule?
iii Answer: from ®n»11 - if the 0*7Y’s signatures are 2 lines below ana, oW is %109; if only 1 line — w3
1  Reason: we aren’t concerned that 70wn Yya could add new information, because the last line never con-
tains anything new of substance
2 Tangential question: what if they left the space of 1.5 lines between an> and or1y?
(a) Note: our X1 isn’t helpful;the implications of Xw» and 89’0 cancel each other out
(b) Answer: Rn»1 explicitly rules that anything less than 2 lines is valid
(i) And: ®p»1 adds that if he had more than 2 o717y and one of them proved to be %108 & 2a11p, the
70w is still valid by dint of the oy 11y
1. Note: it shouldn’t be surprising that blank space is more severe than “invalidly filled” space
a.  Support: it takes mnav *1 of 509 700 to invalidate a Nao,
i.  but: 3 wnav of air invalidate the novo
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