X2 7"7 '0M KR P2

— DIIR2 DLW 2TV N9
He should bring witnesses that it was killed by an unpreventable accident

Overview
The 7710 writes the 17 of a 70w "MW that he is 2°°17 for (77°2X1) 712°13 and MWD
from 7°01IX. The 0°»109 read as follows:
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The w"w does not have to pay if he can prove that it was an D1 as in 2° P10
(which is also indicated in our Xn>72, cited by this mMd0N) or if he takes an
oath that it was an 01 as in " ?109. There are limitations as to when the ¥"w
can be exempt from paying by (merely) taking an oath, and not providing
witnesses. Moo will clarify the position of our Xn>72 with regards to this
matter.
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And 2’8 who interprets the words 1819 PR (there is no seer; there are no

0>7v who saw what happened), to mean -
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That if there was a X (if 0°7Y frequent the alleged place of the accident),
the 1w should bring witnesses that it was killed* and only then will he

be MWB; is not in conflict with our *xn>12, but rather -
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The difference between *0°X and our Xn»72 is (merely) the inference of the

interpretation.4 0K is of the opinion that the P109 of X1 X lends itself easier to be
interpreted that if 7X7 > then 2>7Y are required; while the Xin of our Xn»72 prefers to
derive this same ruling from the 105 of 7v 1R3> 77V 77V oK.

Summary

! 0,25 [2vown] Mnw. This 7100 as well as the (2°,22) 7Y 1R’ 7V 77V oK 105 are both written in the 7wd
of a oW mw.

*If the place, where the w"w claimed the accident took place, is frequented by people and it is assumed that
people saw the incident, then the w"w is not believed with a 712w that it was an 01X, but rather he must
provide 07y that indeed it was an DIX.

? Our X012 merely mentions that if the w"w brings 79701w 07, he is M2; it does not say that he is not
believed with a 7y12w if we presume that 0>7v saw it. One may assume that *0°X and our Xn>°72 are in
dispute in this matter. M50 negates this assumption. See following footnote # 4.

* It is difficult to assume that our X2 is merely teaching us that if he brings 2*79 he is 1105 (see previous
footnote # 3); for that is obvious (since he is M5 even if he only swears that it was 101X3, then certainly he
will be 712 if there are 0181w °7¥) . [See however, ‘“Thinking it over’.] We must rather assume that our
Xn»72 concurs with “0°X, and the 771N is teaching us that if there is an 7v, then he must bring the 07y, and a
"y1aw will not suffice.
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Our Xn»12 and °0°X concur that if there were 2°>7v, the w"¥ is not believed
with a 7¥12w, but must rather bring the o°7v.

Thinking it over

One of the My1aw of a (AdW) MW is > 72 *nvw Xow; for if he was 7 M2 in
the 1N7pPd, then even if it was 01IX1 later, the W 1s still 2°°m. It 1s possible that
our Xn»72 is teaching us that if the w"w bought 101RIw 2>7v he is M5 (even)
from the 7912w of 7 712 *nr>w X>w.° How can mvoin be certain that our XN»92
concurs with *0°X? Perhaps our X172 maintains that he is always 7v12w3 K1
even if there are 0°7y, and the w170 of ¥ IX°2 is that he is X5w ‘Av1awn 1w
T 72 nnow?!?®

> This means that he did not use the 17po for his own benefit.

® Without the 7105 (or Xn™12), we may have thought that even if there are 103X 2°7v, he is still required to

swear 7° 712 °nrw Row. This is the w17°n of this P10o (as interpreted by our Xn»12), that he is nyawn ws.

7 Others explain that the reason he is M5 from the 7 72 *NA9W X9W 7¥12w is because this 7912w is only a

7YI2Ww 9193 the main 7912w is that he was not Yw» (or that it was an 013X). Therefore since in this case there

igs no need for the 7y12w 1p°y, for there are 10IXIW 0°7V, therefore there is no 7¥12W 21393 of 7> 712 "NAYW R7W.
See 1"nX.
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