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I Continued analysis of 1 mwn: 1N (alone)
a  mnraapparently reflecting »ov 1 and nm "1 agreeing that both 13790 and 0% are “solo”
i Rejected: our nwn follows neither
ii  Rather: nT " claims only wmn is “solo” (::mwn), 1oV "1 extends to 1073 (~n1wn)
b Final ruling (5810®): na5n follows »ov "1 of our mwn (that only inheriting relatives are 9109)
i Case: qov " tried to confirm a 90w with two brothers-in-law signed as 0>y (as per »ov ")
1 Support: SRmw ruled like 'ov "
2 Challenge (»ax): perhaps he meant »01 7 of the Xn»11 (extending “solo” status to yo73)
(a) Response: HYr1nw gave an example of he and oma (his brother and v’ [they married sisters])
(b) Counter (»aN): perhaps he meant that as brothers-in-law they were n’%104?
(c) Solution (9o 77): give the 70w in the presence of n7on »1Y as per R™
(d) Block: ®™ invalidates a 70w that is 19101 91 (deal failed)
I Final ruling in dispute with nT7 '3 in case of pnann 2p
a 170" navn (still invalid)
by and 0" na%n pr (valid)
i Alternate version: 13y 1 ruled like 972 (v. 1) that pnann 197p is Tw>
ii  Story: ®paw qn invalidated ypnImw oa11p —not because 13 N2 (it’s not), but they didn’t respect his 17 'poa
III  Source for 'n mwn — T V's opinion that 2mR (defined as best man, during week — or just day — of wedding) and xnw (de-
fined as someone who hasn’t spoken with the 1”va for 3 days due to enmity) are 505 and 1327’s dissent
a  Source:v.2 —which is extended to 2mR by reason of symmetry
i 227 one vyn is used for 17, other to teach lesson about 2 scholars who always fight — cannot serve on 1 172
IV "y mwn: process of hearing testimony
a  First: they gather them and frighten them (vv. 5-7)
b Second: everyone is excused except eldest/greatest; they ask him how he knows that the defendant is 2’0 to y21n
i If:he answers that he heard the yam admit it — or another told him — this is ignored
ii  But if: he testifies that the yan) admitted to the y21n in his presence - accepted
1 Note: this supports nTi’ 29, who reported 19 nwa that the "5 must assign and recognize the o>y
(@) Support: 1anv 'v's ruling about “hiding witnesses” — if “confessing” m? responds “just kidding” — 118
(i) 7a only if he says “just kidding”; if he denies having admitted — he is now a liar (o> heard him)
(if) Rejection (¥27): when someone says something that he doesn’t mean, he doesn’t remember saying it
(b) Stories: of p19n who hid witnesses and tried to get nm? to agree to testimony — when they said “no” -
found to be rejected and witnesses (who were lying in hiding) could not testify
(i) Inference (97):if the nn9n says »7Y onk and the nn? is silent = acquiescence - valid
(c) Story: man was called “mAvow holder”; protested that he only had one, but then denied that debt
(i) 277 a person may wish to present himself as less wealthy than he is > believed
(d) Parallel: with heirs; where we deny notion that 12y nk »awn% "y oR PR — they paid %2
(i) Counter: X»n "1 extended principal to heirs, they kept %2, but he refused to revisit 1%t case — jpr N0 722
2 Note: addendum to janv *v’s ruling — we do not advance arguments for a nron (?)
(a) Clarification: text added that we are not 1»0 for someone (who isn’t 1y himself) in mnnn 7
(i) But: we are »0 in mwa) "7 — except in case of n'on, as per v. 6 and v. 7 (vm)
1. Tangent: v. 7 (and vv. 8-9) are examples of 7 q01nn 9
iii Then: we check other witnesses; if they are in agreement, 772 discusses matter and votes
1 Ifiitis 2 vs. 1, ruling follows 2; but if 1 says “I don’t know”, even if other 2 agree, they add o7
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