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I 179's dictum (quoted by nmn 19) limiting nn to violating a 1Y with action.
a  Challenge #1: nmnn —no action, yet (per our mwn), liability for man
i Answer (37): our mwn follows nm 7, who holds (see below) that there are m1an for NwYN 12 PRY RV (n”"IRVY)
1 Challenge: we've already established (see p. 1) that our mwn is contra N> 1 in re: vV
ii  Defense: our Rin agrees with 1 regarding n”arw9, but disagrees about w1y
I 99 ov v’s dictum (quoted by jany 1) limiting man to violating WY with action — with exceptions:
a  yaws(pe/Rm):per v. 1 — which implies that 'n doesn’t “cleanse”, but 7”2 (below) does punish - cleanse
i Question (»ax5 979): perhaps he isn’t cleansed at all?
1 Answer (71n): if so, it would just state npy> RY; addition of "n” is exclusive —'n doesn’t cleanse but 7”2 does
ii  Question: this is a source for R N1aw; what is the source for 1pw ny1AW?
1 prr 77 double mention of XY (v. 1) — extra isn’t needed for xw, must be for 1pw
2 challenge (1725 "7): how are there nman for Tpw nNY1wW?
(a) 1if: he swore that he wouldn’t (e.g.) eat and he ate — he gets mn for an action (eating)
(b) if: he swore that he would eat and didn’t — no man
(i) v 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 92 — and he doesn’t eat?
(if) answer (837): 1Y is extended from &MV (per above); just as XMW is about the past, so too 1pw
(d) challenge (1728 "15 707 *9): if he repeats an oath not to eat X 3 times and eats — only 271 one set of nan
(i) and: this is »v2 ny1aw for which there is man avn (if intentional) and 79 A% 129p (MWV1)
(if) assumption: "nwn” (this) excludes oaths about the past —no man
(iii) rejection: mt excludes 129p for oaths about the past — but there are man
1. per: HRynw> '3 (19 1% 1279 — only for RanY, not for oaths about the past)
2. challenge: R0 of that Xn»12 — 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 129p for mw > in case of 9pw ny1av, there is 127p
c. per: Y™ — T %W 127p for past as well as RanY
i.  challenge: we identified the ®w» as YRynw’ "1; how could Ra*o be y™?
ii. rather: entire Rn» 1 is p™1; 'M1 of XY excludes "2R” but he didn’t eat
iii. rationale: since the index case (Xw”) is about the future, it excludes another "®an%”
b 7m0 131 "1 told Ran to delete 9non; his speech generates a nwyn (he made pYn into w1pn)
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¢ pwar7an S5pm: cursing a fellow out using 'n’s Name
i source: vv. 2-4 (v. 2 — to fear 'n’s Name; v. 3 — RYam, 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 Dw1 NP1V as a NYY 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 w1 NY1AY
(c) therefore: vv. 2-4 are about w1 »an SYpn
3 challenge: perhaps they refer to using 'n’s Name for no use (n%01% onw ow RXIN)
4 block: doesn’t w1 112N Y5pn imply NY01Y VY RNIN?
(a) Explanation: perhaps vv. 2-4 points to n%0a% v"¥ R¥1M; DWA 112N Yopn is worse > Man not enough
5  Rejection: owa yan Yopn has an NNk — v. 9; v. 8 is not an NINIR for NYIY VW RN — it is NVY NINR
d  Addendum (»373n 72 201 77): designating nmAn before o172
i Per:v.10 (3nRYn = 0Nn221; TynT = nmN) and it states INRN &Y
ii  Dispute: between Y58 “1 and 811 91 °01 ) whether there are moan for designating nman before 012
1 Conclusion: ®11n 7207 "1 is the one who ruled 17n, per addendum to our xn»a
2 Correction: X" ruled 2»n, per his addendum to 1.1 '8nT — man for taking v”yn before 1"yn
3 Challenge: we now have a contradiction within 8171 19109 *1’s words
(a) Resolution: his addendum to our 8n»11 was 7104 —
(i) To wit: no man for n”arwY; n"a1 adds — 0 113°2% MMIN B*1PN also gets no Man
(if) Reason (for distinction from 97p): this is nwWYY pnn (v. 11)
I nwyY pnnn Y — whether or not there are man incurred
a 7’1 reported previous give-and-take to »aR, including conclusion that no man for 0112725 MMIN D TPN as it is Y"HIny
b »ax:amonis a ¥y"™iny (to recognize the nnn as WNp) — yet there are man (per our mwn)
i Answer: 90 includes 2 RS (19917 8Y and 1MR 00 8Y) and the nwy cannot “fix” both
¢ Challenge: onR involves one 1Y (MNYWY 931 R8Y) and one nWY (NWRY NN 1Y), yet the nwy doesn’t “trump” the X5
i Per: ®n»a—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 n7in gave them many more nnxn (and nwy isn’t trumped here)
d  Note: this entire issue is subject to dispute between nm’ 3 and 2py’ *1 over reason for no man for I (v. 12)
i A 77 the NN gave an nwy afterwards so as not to allow for man (i.e. "1 — no man)
ii 3P /7 reason for no Man — as it is NYYN 12 PRY IRY
1 Implication: "1 ' holds that there are man for n”arw5
2 Question: how does 1py’ "1 explain the end of the p1oa?
(a) Answer: per %1 NOA — M is burned on 16 or 17t (if 10 is naw)
(b) Source: end of v. 12 gives “2" morning” (2"! mention of 911 in verse) for burning
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