AR "7 ' X, 2" 702

212 RY RPN 1172 7°nyns W NI — And he said to him; ‘I paid
you on time’, why is he not believed, etc.

Overview

The X 13 attempted to prove from our 7wn that 11928 X2 [P0 21pH2 W71, For
otherwise (if he claimed 112 *ny19) there is no reason why it is Jn1 KW npIna.
The mawn teaches that if he claimed 1"\ *ny75 he is not believed even though
he has a 12°», since it 1s a PTT DPR2 .

The X3 deflected this proof; the 711wn is not discussing the issue of 111 at all.
He is not believed on account of 131 1™ .

When refuting a resolution of an X°¥2°X it is preferable that the refutation
maintain the exact opposite opinion' from that which we were trying to prove
originally”. Then there remain two equal and opposite positions; maintaining
the original status quo of the X>V2X.

If however we merely deflect the proof, by maintaining that we can avoid the
issue entirely’, then there is no equal balance. There is the original proof
which maintains one side of the issue; however there i1s no counterbalance.
Indicating perhaps that the refutation is merely a deflection; but in essence we
are biased towards the original proof since we cannot offer an interpretation
that maintains the opposite view.

mooIn will contend that the X723 could have refuted the proof by maintaining
the opposite opinion; instead of the actual deflection which merely avoids the
issue.

ssuwh sxn M7 — The X713 could have answered —

N1 RSw nptra CinpT N7 — that which the mawn states that it is presumed
that he did not give his share in the wall —

1177 N2 197 — that is in a case where the claim and the response was made
within the time; before the monies were due®,

17272 W — or (even) that this exchange took place on the date it was due; in
either of these two cases —

1217 N2 nyap Ry — if the defendant said I paid you before the due date
he is not believed. In both these cases it us understood why the defendant is not believed —
2% 89997 — for there is no A" of 112 7°nys. If the exchange too place before the
due date, there is certainly no 13°» of *11712 "Ny, since it is before the due date. Even if the
exchange took place on the due date there is still no 13°»n of 2177 T°nNYID

"In our case: 111X 7P 21PN WM.

% In our case: TR RY AP QPRI 130,
* In our case: saying 121 ™ 7',

* See “Thinking it over’ # 1.
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bsyb nawsp7o —as I previously explained’; a person does not have the 7531 to lie
and claim that I paid you today.

1t anRY 9ax — However® if the claim was made after the due date, then —
1N NP2 9 — it would be presumed that he paid for his share in the wall
even if he claims 1"\ PnyID —

PR o9 7 3R Pt 2pnaT — for we do say ‘why would I lie’ even in a
place where the claim contradicts a P11 of a1 in vy X", We do say 21pna 13on
pidieh

mMooIN maintains that the X723 could have explained that the reason he is not believed is
because there is no 1 (since it took place 1311117 710), however if there would be a w1 (if
it were 21T NXY) he would be believed. Why indeed did the & nx not give this answer?
mMooIN continues:

»uw® 7% 81 I8 — However the X3 prefers to answer differently; that —

TR 92 ant — there in our 71w» the defendant does surely say —

3329 59 52917 91 o» — who says that the 3329 will hold me liable. The reason
the X3 prefers this answer’ as opposed to the answer mpoIn proposed is:

N2 "92RY 21 w»on XY7 — so that you should not also have a question on
N29Y "2ANR; who maintain that 27 710 ¥yM2 07X, According to them seemingly the
defendant should always be believed even if he claims that he paid 17 7In. If we were to
give Moo interpretation of the 71wn, there would be a question on X217 ™R, why is he not
believed!® Therefore the X3 answered that the ruling of our mwn disregards the whole
issue of 1"\n v, Rather, the reason it is 01 X?w npina, for the defendant himself is not
sure that he is liable. A person does not pay money, if he is not sure that he owes it.

Summary
The X3 could have refuted this proof by maintaining that the 7Iwn is

discussing a case where the claim and response took place 1"1n. However it
would pose a difficulty for X271 >>2X who maintain 1"1n 719 O7X.

Thinking it over
1. What is the meaning that the claim was made 1"1n?’

2. Why does moown add "21 13%1 9K5 2aK'; how is this relevant?'”

5 See 19102 LR "7 (R,7) 'oin.

% We are now establishing that the 73wn is discussing a case where the 75°an was a1 710 (or 1sr2). It is only
then that he is not believed. We can therefore infer from this 7wn that if the 7¥°an was 1111 R he will
always be believed even if he claims 1"\n 7°¥79; for apmm opn2 131 10K, See ‘Overview’. See ‘Thinking it
over’ #2.

7 Even though that according to this interpretation we cannot infer from the 71w that 7Pt D1p22 1372 130K,
Seemingly this is a weakness in the refutation of the original proof (see ‘Overview’).

¥ The Xm3 in fact asked this very same question on 2,7.

? See footnote # 4.

10°See ‘Overview’, footnote # 6.
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