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25.5.2
38a ([anywn] 1325 113797 nwiaw) 2 38b (1977 017D)

I a2 mwn: method of oath
a  7ppop claims N1po (etc.) and 91mw takes an oath that he doesn’t have it; or denies it and 7pan is y7awn and 1MW says R
i if: he administered multiple oaths — even in 7”3, liable for each
1 reason (¢”9): at any point he could admit to it and his admission would be accepted (unlike y"maw)
II "> mwn: multiple claims and multiple claimants
a  If: there were 5 claimants and his response was general - “»1a n3% PRY n»2av” — only liable once
i Butif his response was particularized: 75 891 79 81 712 79 PRW np1aw- liable for each
1 ~77for it to be particularized, must state ny1aw at the end
2 w77 for it to be particularized, must state n»1aw for each one
b If: the claim was for n7ar ,51 etc. and his response was general “»12 n3% PRY MMav” — only liable once
i But if: he itemizes them, liable for each one
i prr 77 if there is one NV119 among them, it is q7vxn for liability
1 Commentary: R12V/RNR ™
(a) One: only liable for details (wheat, barley etc.), not for general oath (in second case)
(b) Other: also liable for general oath (= 11V "1's statement applies to X0 as well)
(i) Challenge: X»n "1 ruled that there are a total of 15 mxon here (3x5) = only ov1a
1. defense: he’s not reckoning the 593, though it may be there
2. challenge: other version where ®»n " tallies 20 mxon
a. defense: that is in re: TP ,n7aR 51,7 NN, where there are 4 v
2 related: 11 asked 1"1: what if he takes an oath, detailing 4 claims, and adds 77 851 75 ®91...do the multiple liabili-
ties distribute to each of the claimants?
(a) Response: from ®»n’v’s ruling (20 mron), must be our case; else he isn’t teaching anything (except 4x5=20)
¢ Parallel: if claim was multiple items — e.g. 17 pon and response was general “»1°21 nd% PRY 2w~ — only liable once
i Butif he itemized the response — 19W1 pon a7 PRY ny1avetc. - liable for each
ii ~ »77 even if he mentioned them in the singular (indicating species) — liable for each
d sz
i 10”7 if he presents them as a 955 — liable once; if he details them — liable for each
ii 7 77 if he responds 79 X% 17 89 15 ®Y 1»12w - liable for each;
1 Swiw n™'s “detail” (79 RY 12 8D 19 RY) is ¥"'s “993” and vice-versa (19 R T2 89 192 RY is detail for )
2 prr 7 all agree that 79 89 79 89 is a detail; disagreement about 77 89 79 85 (0”1 — detail; 71 — H92)
(a) And:n™ only regards nd% as 55
(b) Arguments:
(i) SRmw inferred from ®n»11 — since " introduces 7> 8% he must have heard n” rule that that was a %9
1. Retort: n" ruled them both to be v, T "3 acceded on one (19 ®)
2. Response: why show point of agreement rather than point of dispute (12 8% 75 8Y)
(ii) pnr 7 infers from mwn — n™ used B3 as an example of %53; if he held that 77 85 15 ®Y is a 953, let him
present that, which is a bigger wy'n
1. Retort: 719 891 77 891 is tantamount to 12% — no need to present 79 8% 79 R%
(iii) Challenges (to 5x1p®): MWN uses RN (77 R, Y1y and P1YwY) indicating that n™ considers this a v19
1. Assumption: anonymous author of niwnis n™
a. Answer: incorrect version — should be ®Y (without 1"R1)
b.  Challenge: did the Xin err so grievously?
c.  Rather: our Rn is »21 who holds (in re: Y18 nawnn) that nra mo1a:: o1y MO
i.  Challenge: from n”™’s own words at end of mwn — ..1MYYWI RVN IR 179K
ii. Answer: should read nmyw non
iii. Meaning of 15205 even if he used singular, referring to species
iii ~ &77 if he responds ny1aw 72 ’Y 19 ’9 77 ®Y - liable for each
iv  ®”r must declare ny1aw for each one (...77 XY NY1awY 79 RY MY1aw); else it’s all one oath
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I 1 mwn: claim of nma/onR — liable
a  Dissent: ™ exempts, as he would be exempt if he admitted it (vap)
b Response: even though he is exempt from v1p, he is still liable for nia nwia by his own admission
i Analysis: v"'s claim is that the main ny»an is for vap, 13127 —nY>an is also D9 NV
1 Suggeted metaphors: X171 - defeated by »ar and doesn’t fit (pairing 1w pon with nwviay vIp)
2 Reasoning:
(a) @”raman won’tignore a set amount to go after a subjective sum
(b) 227 a man won’t ignore a sum he can secure even if defendant admits and go after a claim which,
if the defendant admits guilt, will not be collectible
IV ’n mwn: liability limited to denial of »13n1 2vn, not vip
a  Example: if he claims p for the defendant stealing his ox — liable
i But if he admits he stole it but denies n7°am nnav — exempt
b Example: if he claims that the defendant’s ox killed his ox — liable
i Butif he claims that the defendant’s ox killed his slave — exempt
¢ Example: if he claims damages for assault — liable
i But if his 2"y claims freedom due to the defendant (master) knocking out his tooth (e.g.) — exempt
d  General rule: any liability which he would not become obligated by dint of his own admission — exempt
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