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I 7 mwn: mechanism of nntn

a

Must be: otin by their own testimony
i Meaning not: if others came and countered their testimony with information which doesn’t directly challenge
the fact of their testimony, rather its content — e.g. the “dead” man is still alive
ii ~ Rather meaning: if others came and testified that the witnesses were with these n’n’mn in another place at the
time about which they testified
1 Source:
(a) ~78 77 v.1-only if the fact of the ny7y is disproven
(b) 277 227 N217. v. 2 — the essential MY must be “waylaid”
2 Applications (X27):
(a) If: 2 testified to a crime on the east side and the nn1n claimed they were with them on the west
(i) Then: we judge if the crime could’ve been seen from that side; else,n'nnn
1. Teaching: that we don’t suspect unreal eyesight
(b) if: 2 testified they saw a crime in A in the morning; n'm 1 testified that they were in B in afternoon
(i) Then: we see if one could reasonably reach B from A in that time; else nnnn
1. Teaching: that we don’t suspect an unreasonably fast transport
3  Tangent (837):if 2 testified to murder taking place on '® nV; & 2 were wtn them but testified to it on "a oy
(a) And even: if they testified to it having taken place earlier
(b) Then: the first set are killed
(i) Challenge: this is obvious, as they testified about a man who was as yet innocent
(ii) Justification: needed for Rovo — if they testified about a 7”03 — exempt, even if it happened later
(iii) Note: same applies to vIp 2N
iii And: the witnesses may be killed based on this latter testimony

II  'n mwn: the moovor

a

b

i if a second group came to corroborate the first testimony and these n'n’n gave the same testimony about
them (on»n 1Y) even 100 — all are killed
7177 7. these two are suspected of being nwYoR - ready to be bt anyone who comes along — only 1¢t na killed
i Question: why Kill first group?

1 Answerl (1725 79): if the already killed him (challenge — doesn’t teach anything — they’re already dead)

2 Answer2 (Ka7): if there’s only, it’s killed; if more, all live (challenge - 72%3) — RWp
ii ~ Story: woman brought 0»1y who proved to be liars (twice)

1 577 can’t bring anymore

2 N7 may bring more — others aren’t T'wn to lie due to her suspicious pattern (follow up story w/jny ')
iii  Suggestion: 5™’ "1 and MY "/R™ 1110

1 Rejection: 9™'s point is only because she is going out to “hire” more; in nwn, that’s not the case

2 And:»"/R™’s point - these may be legit; n»ovor, unlikely that so many were with the o

I "y mwn: dispute w/op17x regarding execution of mnmr 01y after 17n)

a

b

D')7x: based on v. 3, cannot execute them unless accused was executed
o non: based on v. 4, must be before execution
i And:v.3limits law to after 7
Internal discussion: »212 quoted n3%n as per wynoN:
i Father: suggested 1'p — if they are killed for the attempt, certainly they should be killed for the success!
ii  Response: father had taught him that pn 10 pwnY PR (from v. 5 — need for ymnR)
1 And:ypnn pnm pris learned from vv. 6-7
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2 Extension: application to nvpn »27n via pyva::pw7
3 Extension: to mn%3 127N via NN
(a) Story:»xav 12 "M who executed a single oot 7 to prove point to IR
(b) Response: now 12 pynw showed him that he had wrongly executed him — scene at grave

IV ’n-t mwn: interpretation of added “nww” in v. 8 and its comparison to v1w

a
b
c

p"n: just as 3 can be o1 2, 2 can be ot 3; they can even uproot testimony of 100 as per o1y
w™: just as both (of 2) must be onn to kill them, so all 3 must be onn; even 100 as per n>1y
»™: the 3 is there as a stringency — the third can be killed for joining the conspiracy
i Homily: how much more so for someone who joins a group for good
And: just as the %100 of 1 of 2 delegitimates the n3 so too if 1 of 3 is found %198 R 217 — even 100 as per o1y
i »pp /7 this only applies to 1"7; in n™, as long as there are still 2 valid witnesses left, sufficient
ii 27 applies to both, but the witnesses have to confirm their role
1 Weask them: did you come to testify or to watch (the proceedings)?
(a) Final ruling:
(i) SNmw. as per oY
(ii) 277 as per 27
2 p7ap7 277 by giving nRInn to the accused at the scene of the crime
3 jnniw 77,777 11 gives them warning before testifying
iii ~ n27 all of the above, including all witnesses as part of one n, only holds if they testifhy 773 7.na of each other
iv  Reassessing »™:
1 Challenge (7285 979): if so, the victim should invalidate the testimony (note: only valid according to »ov ")
(a) Answer: if he was attacked from the rear
(b) Challenge: the predator should disqualify (no answer)
(c) Answer (X¥27): v. 8 indicates that only the 927 'n»pn (witnesses) are defined as such, not the actors
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