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He may owe him a questionable old loan

OVERVIEW

»2X maintains that a XX 7w is 'XNI2WKR Twn, and therefore the reason
why they swear in the 7Iwn is not as 73mM° "1 would have it; for if we suspect
that he will grab, then he may also swear falsely; however the reason he
swears is because we are concerned that one of the parties suspects that the
other party may owe him money, and therefore he is grabbing this n°ov as
payment for the 7aw> 7197 poo. This person is not a R1IR 7w, therefore we
make him swear and assume that 7¥12¥ P90n *wIR w1, and he will not
swear falsely even poon. Our mo0In teaches that the concern of 7w M poo
can apply to other cases, but not to all cases.
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And that case where the 72 swears three oaths and the case of %¥ "1

10710 where they both swear and collect from the 2"7v3; seemingly there too
there is a X1nX 7w, so how can we allow them to swear??

mooin replies, in those cases -
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We also suspect that the person swearing has a mw> m» (p50) on his

opponent, so he is not a X)X T -
— NPAY N2 DY XY DN AW K93 *19018Y PN 799

And therefore, since he is not a X17mnX 7WnN we cannot exempt the MW
from paying unless he swears, and also the "1 or the worker will not
collect from the 2"7v2 without a yaw.

Moo responds to an anticipated question:
$19Y Y W NIYY NIDN PAD NNY DYVN PPYINY PN 611‘1‘,79: 49191 XN )92 YaN

However by a confirmed 3773 or one who denies a deposit, they cannot
be permitted to swear based on the reason of 175y Y% > maw» ;7v92 pooO.’

' See »ax "7 "

? This is referring to the previous ruling of MW 27 that MW '3 MK Pyawn.

? This refers to the previous 121 2¥aw 1w X1 ' 1.

*»2x is of the opinion that X1mnK Twn is XNMAWK Twn. See ‘Overview’.

> See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

% Seemingly even a 1273 or a 17p92 1213 should be 7¥12WY WS for perhaps he is not really a X1y Twn; the
reason he stole (or denied the 117pD) is because of a 7w MYn poo. See following footnote # 7.
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SUMMARY
We allow a X1nR 7w to swear because of 71w° m%n P90; however a R
1213 is not allowed to swear on account of 71w> 7171 Poo.

THINKING IT OVER

1. mpoIn writes concerning the MW that (because of mw® M%) we cannot
exempt him from paying without a 7v12w.® This seems to indicate that if not
for mw> M1 and he would be a Twn then he would be exempt from paying
without a 712w. Seemingly if not for 7w m>n, the "W would be a 7Twn
Xny1awR and we would either rule that a%wn yawsh 13° XY 707, or that
S0 Yawi 17210, but not that he should be 7! What does nmpoin mean by
saying, ‘iAW X2 1099 PR 7'

2. If we assume (as NN seems to indicate) that 73w MY (since it is merely
a po, it) is applicable only when he is merely a Twn,'® however when he is
a 1P °RTY, then 73w Mon is insufficient to remove his 7109, why is it then
that *vmnw X (which is also merely a pp0) can exonerate even a IpPW X7,
such as a 7P 7932 1913 against 0¥7?"!

3. Our mpoIn differentiates between a 7w (where we apply the wwn of o0
M1 M) and a 1213 °XT (where we do not apply the wwn of 71w» mbn poo)."
However in (2,7) 7wn7 7"7 mdOIN, it was only 701 7717 1"7 who made this
distinction but not the first y17°n of Mo0In there. Are we to assume that our
mooin follows [only] the view of 7°0on 771 7"R?

7 The difference (see 21 1"227) is that by a W or 10p0 ¥ "1 it is possible that that the person swearing
is telling the truth; he is merely a 7wn. To counter this P50, the reason of 7w> M is sufficient to remove
him from suspicion. However by a >XT1 1713 (or a 117792 7913), who is not merely a 7wn, then the (weak)
X720 of maw> MY is insufficient to exonerate him from his status as a 721 See ‘Thinking it over’ #’s 2 & 3.

¥ See footnote # 5.

? See 1AW "7 X,77 Moo,

10 See footnote # 7.

' See 7"nk # 54 and mIp N "9

12 See footnote # 7.
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