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I 27's dictum (quoted by nmn’ 17) limiting man to violating a WY with action.
a  Challenge #1: nmnn —no action, yet (per our mwn), liability for man
i Answer (27): our mwn follows nmin? 9, who holds (see below) that there are man for nwYN 12 PRY IRY (N"IRYY)
1 Challenge: we've already established (see p. 1) that our mwn is contra N> 1 in re: WY
ii  Defense: our Rin agrees with > regarding n”arw9, but disagrees about w1
I »5%n ov v's dictum (quoted by 13y 7) limiting man to violating 1R with action — with exceptions:
a  yawr (1pwaw):per v. 1 —which implies that 'n doesn’t “cleanse”, but 71”2 (below) does punish > cleanse
i Question (7ax5 979): perhaps he isn’t cleansed at all?
1 Answer (»2n8): if so, it would just state np RY; addition of ”n” is exclusive —’'n doesn’t cleanse but 772 does
ii  Question: this is a source for XMW NY12w; what is the source for 1pw ny1AW?
1 1’7 double mention of ¥WwY (v. 1) — extra isn’t needed for 8w, must be for 1pw
2 challenge (77325 "7): how are there man for 7pw NY12V?
(a) 1if: he swore that he wouldn’t (e.g.) eat and he ate — he gets man for an action (eating)
(b) if: he swore that he would eat and didn’t — no man
(i) pnr 77 because it is a n”arwY (!)
(ii) 571 because it is pao NRINN
(c) rather: must be an oath that he ate (but he didn’t) or an oath that he didn’t (and he did)
(i) question: why is that more fitting for man than %21 — and he doesn’t eat?
(if) answer (827):9pY is extended from X (per above); just as k1 is about the past, so too 1pw
(d) challenge (1738 715 P07 *9): if he repeats an oath not to eat X 3 times and eats — only 27n one set of man
(i) and: this is nv2 ny1aw for which there is man avn (if intentional) and 799 A% 129p (MWV3I)
(if) assumption: nn” (this) excludes oaths about the past —no man
(iii) rejection: >mt excludes 129p for oaths about the past — but there are man
1. per: SRynw> "1 (71 151y 127p — only for RanY, not for oaths about the past)
2. challenge: ®2>0 of that Xn»»1a — this (*Nr) is XMW NY1aw - if T, liable for man; if MW — exempt
a. assumption: 'mt excludes 1pw nY1aw about the past — no man
b.  rejection: ymr — this is the one where no 127p for v > in case of 9pw nNy1av, there is 127p
c. per: Y™ —T1 %W 127p for past as well as RanY
i.  challenge: we identified the Rw» as YRynW "3; how could Ra*o be p"1?
ii. rather: entire Rn»11 is ¥™; Nt of RwM excludes "7R” but he didn’t eat
iii. rationale: since the index case (Rw») is about the future, it excludes another "Ran%”
b 702m 130y 1 told Rin to delete 1n; his speech generates a nwyn (he made PN into w1pn)
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w32 17720 55pm: cursing a fellow out using 'n’s Name
i source: vv.2-4 (v.2 - to fear 'n’s Name; v. 3 — Rbam, explained in v. 4 — man)
ii  challenge: perhaps this even applies to a truthful oath?
1  rejection: v. 5 mandates an oath between litigants
(a) counter: perhaps they must take an oath — and get man for doing so
2 rejection: v. 6 has'n DwW1 MMV as a NVY NN
(a) challenge: v. 6 needed to teach 17's rule — we may take an oath to exhort fulfillment of a mxn (v. 7)
(b) answer: v. 8 repeats yawn mw - for the NwY mxn of 'n DV NP1V
(c) therefore: vv. 2-4 are about nwa y12n YHpn
3 challenge: perhaps they refer to using 'n’s Name for no use (Y015 o'nw nw Rxn)
4 block: doesn’t Dwa 12N Yopn imply NYV1Y VO R¥IN?
(a) Explanation: perhaps vv. 2-4 points to n%01% ¥ R'¥10; DW1 172N Yopn is worse > man not enough
5  Rejection: nwa 11an 59pn has an NN — v. 9; v. 8 is not an NINIR for NYV25 VW RN — it is NWY NI
Addendum (x323n 72 701 73): designating nmn before 01371
i Per:v.10 (n8Yn = mm>»a; JynT=nmIn) and it states IR R
ii  Dispute: between 21y5R "1 and Rrin 12 '0v 1 whether there are man for designating nnn before nnaa
1 Conclusion: X1 91 '0v "1 is the one who ruled 2»n, per addendum to our xn»a
2 Correction: ®™ ruled 27n, per his addendum to 11 817 — man for taking w”yn before 1"yn
3 Challenge: we now have a contradiction within 81 92 >0y "1’s words
(a) Resolution: his addendum to our 8n’»1a was 7104 —
(i) To wit: no man for n”arwY; n"a1 adds — 112225 NMIN O*TPN also gets no Man
(if) Reason (for distinction from 92p): this is nwYY pn2n (v. 11)

I nwyY pnnn RY — whether or not there are man incurred

a

b

»n77 “1. reported previous give-and-take to »ay, including conclusion that no man for 0112725 MMIN D*TPn as it is Y™HIny
728N is a Y"9In7 (to recognize the NN as wNp) — yet there are man (per our mwn)
i Answer: 90 includes 2 RS (1951 RS and MR 90’ 8Y) and the nwy cannot “fix” both
Challenge: o1R involves one 1RY (MNYWY 991 8Y) and one NWY (NWRY 1N 1Y), yet the nwy doesn’t “trump” the 1R
i Per: xna — if an onr divorced, he doesn’t get man, but must remarry her; if 103 — gets man and doesn’t remarry
1 Defense: cannot bring proof from pn»n3; the nmin gave them many more nnxn (and nwy isn’t trumped here)
Note: this entire issue is subject to dispute between nT? 7 and 2py’ *3 over reason for no man for A (v. 12)
i A7 7 the "N gave an nwy afterwards so as not to allow for man (i.e. »"3n% — no mon)
ii  3py 77 reason for no Man — as it is NYYN 12 PRY IRY
1 Implication: " "7 holds that there are man for n”arw5
2 Question: how does 1py’ "1 explain the end of the pyoa?
(a) Answer: per %1 ©NLA — M is burned on 16 or 17t (if 1v is naw)
(b) Source: end of v. 12 gives “2" morning” (2"! mention of 9911 in verse) for burning
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