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I Revisiting 1naR "7’s observation that both 3”aw7 and 1327 agree that a judgment rendered by 2 is invalid
Challenge (Nax ”): rule that if one 177 judges, it is valid (but if he erred, he must compensate the wronged party)
Answer: it is a case where the litigants accepted him as sole judge
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challenge: if so, why must he pay?
Answer: they explicitly accepted him on condition that he judge accurately
Question: what was the nature of the mistake?
1 Cannot be: that he erred in applying canonized law (n1wn 9272 NYY) — the judgment should be nullified
2 Rather: must be that he made an error in judgment
(a) Meaning (9”): there is an unresolved dispute in law but the general tendency is towards one position and
he rules against it — that is nyTn Sprwa nyv

IT  Suggestion: perhaps YR1nw’s ruling (validating judgment by 2) is subject to dispute 1327/n™:
n™: arbitration requires 3
1327: arbitration requires only 1
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Assumption: all agree that arbitration and 7 are parallel
Rejection: dispute is whether to compare arbitration to 17 (n™: parallel; 1327: distinct)

Suggestion: there are 3 opinions about N1w9; 3 (1™); 2 (3”awn) and 1 (™7 1N27)

i

Rejection: 3"av1 really validates 7'n’a nwa; he requires 2 so that they will be witnesses to the arbitration

Suggestion (?wn 77): "WIa requires no 1p; if it did, no one would require 3 (3 required to confirm w/o 11p)

i

Final ruling: n7wa does require a 11p

IIT Parameters and value of 1¥2a (=n7w9; arbitration)
N9 it requires 3, just like 17; once 17 is complete, may not arbitrate
Opinions of o’Nirabout value of : 77¥9
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27777 5 122 877 prohibited, and prohibited to praise an arbiter (v. 1);
1 Rather: the law should “cut the mountain” (v. 2), per nwn's style; 170R’s approach was n7wa as per v.3
N7 v. 1is referring to making a 1371 on stolen food
»n”1.v. 1 refers to nTin’ (as per v. 4)
7727 17va is the ideal, as the resolution of the conflict between vawn and mYw (v. 5) — as per 717 (v. 6)
1 Question: how does 30" Y 1121 ®™ interpret v. 6?

(a) Answer: 11 would execute judgment and then pay the poor man’s debt from his own funds

(b) Challenge (737): this isn’t yy 3% np7x¥ — only for the poor

(i) Rather (»27): it’s np7x for the guilty one, as you removed the n51 from his hands

»72w7. until the ruling is clear, 7 may order them to compromise; afterwards, must stick to 17 as per v. 7
w75 12 until p7is clear, 177 can back out; afterwards, he may not, even due to fear of retaliation (v. 2)
77277, if student sees something 172 that his teacher missed, he must speak up as per v. 2

i

And: o1y (v. 8) & 01177 (vv.9-10) must know before whom they are adjudicating and to whom they will be accountable
1 However: a 17 is only held accountable for what he could reasonably know (mxy1 »pw nn ROR 1715 PR)

IV Definition of 17 9m: 27 — when judgment is pronounced
27 n3%n follows p”a (challenge: 0™, 17's student, always offered a choice of nwa/pT; answer: that’s the nyxn!)
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Challenge: if so, p”271 is the same as p"n (answer: "mxn” is the difference; p”a7 — mxn) —
And: different from n”aw1 — whether you may tell them to arbitrate after you know the final ruling

Note: others interpret v. 1 as referring to 191R’s reasoning in making %y (vv. 11-12)

i

And: other nRin interpret v. 7 as referring to the first thing for which you are judged in 2”my (x1nn )
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