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These booklets are called Sharsheres Zahav
(Golden Chain), based on the verse describing the
golden chains of the Choshen (Shemos 28:13—14).
Just as those chains connected the Choshen to
its proper place, so too these works are intended
to be small links in the golden chain of Torah
transmission, connecting the learner to the
teachings of Chazal, the Rishonim, the Acharonim,
and the great Torah scholars of every generation.

In particular, these booklets seek to connect the
reader to the illuminating Torah of the Ketzos
HaChoshen, whose teachings serve as a central
foundation throughout. Everything written here
is based on the sacred words of our sages and
was prepared through sincere effort to clarify
and understand the sugyos in the light of their
teachings.

May Hashem grant that these words find favor
among those who study Torah, and may these
works become worthy additions to the eternal
chain of Torah transmission from generation to
generation.

Amen.




How to Read
This Sheet?

Each source appears first in the
original Hebrew or Aramaic, with
a plain English version directly
underneath. A Sugya Note helps
explain the source in everyday words.

A Term Note defines an important
word or idea. A Takeaway sums up
the main point in a line or two.

You do not need any background
to follow along. Read each source,
then the English, then the note. The
sheet is built to walk you through the
discussion one step at a time.

Do not worry if you do not finish

the sheet in one sitting. A good

Torah session is not measured only

by how much you finish, but by how

deeply you learn to think through the
discussion.




When does the blood redeemer’s right begin?

Opening Frame

When one person Kkills another, the Torah does not allow the victim’s family to take

revenge on its own. Beis Din hears the testimony and decides what happened.

Was the killing intentional or accidental? Should the killer be put to death, sent to
a city of refuge, or set free?

At the same time, the Torah gives the victim’s family a serious role. The closest

relative is called the goel hadam, the blood redeemer. In some cases, the Torah

gives him the right, and according to one opinion, even the mitzvah, to Kkill
the murderer.

But when does that right begin? Only after Beis Din finishes the case and gives its
final verdict? Or can it begin earlier, once Beis Din has heard the testimony and
the facts are clear?

This question also matters today, when we no longer have the full Beis Din system
of old. Is the law of the blood redeemer completely gone? Or can some part of it
still exist in rare cases when Beis Din needs to protect the community?

Essential Background

011 581 | Goel hadam

Blood redeemer. This is the close relative of the victim.

Term Note

VPN Y | Ir miklat

A city of refuge. A person who killed accidentally runs there for
protection until Beis Din deals with the case.

Term Note

P73 | Gmar din

The final verdict of Beis Din. It is when Beis Din says,
“You are liable,” or, “You are exempt.

Term Note
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I. The Torah Source

The Torah gives the blood redeemer a real role.
The question is what activates that role.

Bamidbar 35:19 | ©V”:1"9 72702
The Torah

The blood redeemer shall kill the murderer. When he i1 ipapa ny1n nx non> X101 D70 YX3
meets him, he shall kill him. 1[N XN

Gemara, Makkos 12a | .2” mon ,RM)
The Babylonian Talmud, developed in the Torah academies of Iraq from the 3rd to 6th centuries. It preserves
generations of discussion, debate, and Torah reasoning.

The Sages taught: The verse says, “The blood redeemer  nxoTn X1 1¥ (1772:71”972702) 1'N
shall kill the murderer” [Bamidbar 35:27]. Rabbi Yosi DIAYRIPR,DTAYRITAMIXN, MY
HaGelili says: It is a mitzvah for the blood redeemer. If  >%°%377>01>>27°727,078 Y5 A MY
there is no blood redeemer, anyone else may do it. Rabbi 551,071 X1 722 Mwa IR ®2PY
Akiva says: It is allowed for the blood redeemer, but 279V 127N 0T
anyone else who kills him is liable.

Rabbi Yosi HaGelili sees killing the murderer as a mitzvah for the
blood redeemer. Rabbi Akiva sees it as permission. Both give the blood
redeemer a unique Torah role.

Il. The Question Today

If the regular Beis Din system is missing, can any form of this law still apply?

D°210 | Semuchin

Fully ordained judges. Judges with the original Torah ordination that
traces back to Moshe Rabbeinu.

Term Note
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Shulchan Aruch, Choshen Mishpat2 | '2 "0 V"V
Rabbi Yosef Karo, Spain, Turkey, and Tzfas, 1488 to 1575. His family left Spain during the Expulsion, and after
years in the Ottoman Empire, he settled in the growing Torah community of Tzfas.

Any Beis Din, even if its judges are not fully ordained in
Eretz Yisrael, may punish when it sees that people are
breaking through the boundaries of sin. This can include

cases of death, money, and other punishments.

0’100 OPX POX 7772 Y5> (2 D) Y"Iv
N17°2Y2 0°X17D DY D°XI17 OX K2
NV PT O AN PA AN PR PIT

Urim V'Tumim, Urim 2 | 2”"p0 >R ,0°0M O°7IXR2
Rabbi Yonasan Eibeschutz, Prague, Metz, and Altona, 1690 to 1764. Orphaned as a child, he later headed the
Prague yeshivah and became known for his powerful public sermons. He went on to serve as Rav of Metz and
the united communities of Altona, Hamburg, and Wandsbek.

Since we hold that the blood redeemer has either a
mitzvah or permission to kill the murderer, others may

also be given the role of the blood redeemer.

But there is a problem. The blood redeemer may kill only
after the case is finished in Beis Din. Since today we do
not have that level of Beis Din, the regular law of the blood

redeemer should not apply.

Still, for the purpose of stopping a breakdown and
protecting the community, we say that even today there

can be some form of the blood redeemer’s law.

Sugya Note

The Urim V'Tumim takes the problem head-on. The
regular Torah law of the blood redeemer depends on
the final verdict of Beis Din. Since today we do not
have fully ordained judges, there would be room to
say that the whole law no longer applies.

Still, for protecting the community and stopping
public breakdown, a limited form of the law may still
remain. In a serious case, when Beis Din must stop a
serious breach and protect the community. there can
still be a limited form of this law. It is not the regular
Torah law that depends on the final verdict. It is a
special court power used to protect the community.

112,21 (2"p0 ,0°7IX) D°NINT 0°7IXA
137172 DT DRI T2 700 7IXNT 97pT
R 1PHY DwYI Yon 'K 101 MY
DT OPR1 T2 MW PRY AR DT
W'ND 7722 177 INIW IR P AaY
ST PT NXI 90N XD (n"02) D7anan
ONM PT RDD 7" RDDT AT O'NY
PINR XNP°N 1TPNY ORTITA N DT

D70 ORI P71 AR 12 0T

ORM T APPYW AXRT ,NMIRA 272N INIAN
;7722 7T N INRD ROR POV IPK DTN
N2 PRI D°2I1N0 T2 KDY AT NRTAT 1P
X1 T 0MA% S0AT MY DIpn n LT
RN 7PN PIwST Y0 DIpn YOn DTN
TN WY DIPNA D1 NI AT PT YPD KD
N1 X WL, 1PT0 00TA PRI XD Y1Ind
a7 PRY X 070 YR YW D00 173 AT
ROR 1T 22 1900 A7INa PT Py non
nYI%7 RXNI .XNYND TN NIpN NoOn
mon P>y 1711 Y02W AR ,D°NINT DPIR
2w DM10N PT 2 W NN DT ORI P

XN°N T1N NN DT YR
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The Urim V' Tumim builds everything on one assumption: the regular
law of the blood redeemer needs a final verdict. Today; if it applies at all,
it is only through a special Beis Din power.

lll. The Ketzos: No Final Verdict Needed

The Ketzos challenges the Urim V' Tumim’s starting point.

Ketzos HaChoshen, Choshen Mishpat 2:1 | X”p0 ,n"mxp
Rabbi Aryeh Leib HaKohen Heller, Galicia, c. 1745 to 1812. He spent his early rabbinic years in poverty in
Rozhnyatov before becoming Rav of Stryi.

The Ketzos disagrees with the Urim V' Tumim.

The Urim V'Tumim said that the blood
redeemer may kill only after Beis Din finishes
the case. The Ketzos says this is not correct.

The Ketzos proves his point from the Rambam.
The Rambam says that in certain cases, even
when Beis Din cannot execute the Kkiller, the
blood redeemer may still kill him. This includes
a killing done without warning, or with only
one witness. In those cases, there cannot be a
normal death verdict from Beis Din. Still, the
blood redeemer is exempt if he kills him.

So when the Rambam says that a murderer
may not be killed until he comes to Beis Din
and is judged for death, the Ketzos says that
this is speaking about Beis Din, the witnesses,
and the people who saw the murder. They may
not kill him on their own.

But the blood redeemer is different. His law
can apply even when there is no death penalty
from Beis Din.
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Sugya Note

The Ketzos makes a key distinction. When the
Rambam says that a murderer cannot be killed until
he comes to Beis Din and is judged for death, that
refers to the power of Beis Din and the witnesses.
They cannot act on their own. But that has nothing
to do with the blood redeemer’s authority.

In fact, the Rambam in chapter 6 shows the
opposite. Even in cases where a death verdict is
impossible, such as killing with only one witness or
without warning, the blood redeemer can still act.

The Ketzos therefore rejects the Urim V' Tumim’s
main point. We do not find that a final verdict is
needed for the basic law of the blood redeemer.

Rather, once it becomes clear that this person killed
on purpose, or at least through extremely reckless
conduct the law of the blood redeemer can apply
even without a final verdict.

D”2NI7 2NOW ANT L NIXPa 127N IRIAN
TV NXI1 DR PRONRN PRY NX17 N10%00 X702
IV ROR IR ,ANNY IMNTI T2 X1V
M°PNAY MW DAY PRY DTV 7772 NION0
X1 5w 11779 DO PR AT PR DAX ,0NXYNn
D2T IR12AN 1”52 0”ANI1 >IN ,N2TR DT
1122 ,290 72 nn°n YW MWDK PRY DIpNA
DIpR %on ,TNR TP IR ARING XD 0w
amT AT °n%1 Mav 0Ta YR T2 MwD
INIW 1°XN KDT DR YW 1TIOY DR MIXP
ROX .OT7 PX1 T MIYN DXYI °RIN RiT> T
259 IR ,T°TN2 NX10 AYAY 1NANIW XD°0 DD
DT YR T 12 W ,AY°woY 2P NInoi
D”2NI1 °72TN TV 1210 12177 I3 XD AR
DTIP 7172 AN KW DT YR1IAT pODY
2N R 12TV 1T AYW1A I 09PN 1YY DIY

7T M3 Dnnn nn Poy

Takeaway

The Ketzos rejects the Urim V' Tumim’s premise. According to the
Ketzos, the blood redeemer’s authority does not come from the final
verdict. It comes from the clarified facts of the case.

IV. On the Road to the City of Refuge

The Gemara and Minchas Chinuch seem to support the Ketzos,

but Rav Shach reads the sugya differently.

Gemara, Makkos 10b | :> 7Dn ,RIN)
The Babylonian Talmud, Iraq, 3rd to 5th century

It was taught: Rabbi Yosi bar Yehudah says: At first, both
an accidental killer and an intentional killer go ahead to
the cities of refuge. Beis Din then sends for them and
brings them from there. Whoever is found liable for
death is put to death. Whoever is found liable for exile is
returned to his place.

7 R2IN (> 97T ,N190) WY T P
INY TR 791002 IR AT 72 00
7721 ,09p0 WY PRTPNn T NN
2°MNIY N ,0WN DR PR2IANT PAYIY
mb1 2°NNIw Cn 101 0 AN

aNIPNRY MR PPN
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Sugya Note

The Gemara can be read as support for the idea that the
blood redeemer’s law can apply even before the final
verdict. The case includes the road before the killer enters
the city of refuge, and also the stage after the verdict when
he is being returned there.

DTIP PDXR 1”71 070 PR1 PTT INIAN
DTIP 7172 WA DRT 1T NI
7T N1 INR IR VPN WD DIV

J0%Pn VY ININY NYwa

Minchas Chinuch, Mitzvah 410:18 | N> p"0 "N MxN ,N"1N
Rabbi Yosef Babad, Rav of Tarnopol, Galicia, 1801 to 1874. He published the Minchas Chinuch anonymously,
and his identity became widely known only later.

The Rambam exempts the blood redeemer only when the
killer is outside the city of refuge.

But if the killer is already inside the city, even before Beis
Din judged him, the blood redeemer is liable if he kills
him.

The Minchas Chinuch adds a logical argument. After the
final verdict, the city of refuge protects the killer. If the
blood redeemer kills him there, the blood redeemer is
executed. Before the final verdict, it is still possible that
the killer does not deserve exile at all. So certainly, if the
blood redeemer kills him inside the city at that point, he
is liable.

Sugya Note

The Minchas Chinuch reads the Rambam carefully. The
blood redeemer is exempt only while the killer is outside
the city of refuge.

But if the killer already entered the city, even before the
final verdict, the city protects him. If the blood redeemer
kills him there, the blood redeemer is liable and is
executed.

So the Minchas Chinuch agrees with the Ketzos that the
law of the blood redeemer can apply even before the final
verdict. But he adds one major limit: this applies only
outside the city of refuge. Once the Kkiller is inside, the
blood redeemer may no longer kill him.
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is another.

For the Minchas Chinuch, timing is not the only issue. Location matters
too. Before the verdict, outside the city is one world, and inside the city

Term Note

X50p X123 | Gavra ketila

A person who is already considered legally “dead”
because Beis Din has already given the final verdict.

AviEzri, Hilchos Rotzeach 5:9 | 0”0 N1 900 17D 231V 2aRD
Rav Elazar Menachem Man Shach, Lithuania and Bnei Brak, 1899 to 2001. After learning through years of war
and upheaval in Lithuania, he became Rosh Yeshivah of Ponovezh and a central leader of postwar Torah life.

It seems clear that if the blood redeemer killed the
murderer before the final verdict, the blood redeemer is
executed for killing him.

This is like an intentional murderer who still needs to
be brought to court. If someone kills him before he is
brought to court and before the final verdict, that person
is executed, because the murderer is not yet considered
legally dead.

This is clear from Makkos 5a, regarding false witnesses.
If witnesses testified that someone killed a person on
Sunday, and other witnesses then proved them false,
even if the second witnesses said that the accused person
had actually killed on Friday, the first witnesses are still
executed. Why? Because at the time they testified, the
accused person was not yet legally dead, since there had
not yet been a final verdict.

The same applies to an accidental killer with regard to the
blood redeemer.

When Rav Huna says in Makkos 10b that if a killer went
into exile in the city of refuge and the blood redeemer
found him and killed him, the blood redeemer is exempt,
that is only after there was already a final verdict sending
the killer to exile. Only then does the verse “he has no
judgment of death” [Devarim 19:6] apply to the blood
redeemer.
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When the Rambam writes that if the blood redeemer kills
him on the road before he enters the city of refuge, or while
he is being returned by the two guards, he is exempt, this
does not mean before any court case, when the killer is
running to the city right after the killing. Rather, it means
after the verdict was already given, either before he enters
the city after that verdict, or while he is being returned
there after being judged.

Both cases are after the final verdict.

The Minchas Chinuch understood that before the final
verdict, the blood redeemer would be liable only if he
killed the killer inside the city of refuge, but outside the
city he would be exempt. This is difficult to understand.
If before the final verdict the killer is not yet protected
inside the city, the same logic should apply outside the
city as well.

Therefore, it seems clear that before the final verdict,
anyone who kills the killer is executed for killing him.
There is no law of refuge before the final verdict.

Sugya Note

Rav Shach’s position is the opposite of the Ketzos and
the Minchas Chinuch. The point is that before the final
verdict, the killer is not yet legally condemned. Even the
blood redeemer would be liable for killing him.

The proof comes from two places. First, an intentional
murderer is not killed until he is brought to court and
receives a final verdict. Second, by false witnesses, the
accused person is not considered legally dead at the
time of testimony, because there has not yet been a final
verdict.

Rav Huna’s case in Makkos is therefore limited to after
the killer was already sentenced to exile. The Rambam’s
case of the road before entering the city of refuge is also
speaking after the verdict, not immediately after the
killing.

This is why the Avi Ezri challenges the Ketzos and the
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Minchas Chinuch, who understand that the YO IMR PPINNY AYWA IR MY 1T 0
blood redeemer’s law can apply even before the NIXPI N7I00 2727 Y Y'Y . ITIw KD 109pn

final verdict.

J°T N2 DTIP AR DN DT ORI PTY D707

The Ketzos and the Minchas Chinuch hold that the blood redeemer
can act before the final verdict. Rav Shach strongly disagrees. Before the
verdict, even the blood redeemer would be liable if he kills the killer.

V. The Real Line: Testimony or Final Verdict?

The final question is what creates enough legal clarity.

Rambam, Hilchos Sanhedrin 21:3 | 2”0 177010 20N R”>9 ,0”2n)
Rabbi Moshe ben Maimon, Spain and Egypt, 1138 to 1204. Forced into exile from Spain, he eventually settled in
Egypt, where he served as a physician and leader of the Jewish community.

One litigant may not sit while the other stands. Rather,
both should stand. If Beis Din wants to seat both of them,
they may seat them.

When is this true? During the discussion of the case. But
at the time of the final verdict, everyone must stand, as
the verse says, “The people stood over Moshe”

What is the final verdict? When Beis Din says, “So-and-
so, you are liable;” or, “So-and-so, you are exempt.”

This applies to the litigants. But witnesses must always
stand, as the verse says, “The two men shall stand”

Sugya Note

It is clear from the Rambam that the final verdict is when
Beis Din says, “You are liable, or, “You are exempt”
Accepting testimony is not called the final verdict.

PODW ("7 177130 PN R7OD) 07anN
NOK TR TR VY TNXR 7177 ’KY 9N
2°WIAY 772 XY DRI L PTRIY DACIY
nywa X712 101 PN DY DR
T I3 NYywa YaxR LPTa Inn1 Xwn
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2°°1 ANX 23190 WX LT 02 R0 ATK)
7°3°7°HP22 K772 ROT DX 119D WX
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DPWIRT 21V
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PROT MR °119D WK1 21 ANR PN9D
T N3 2IWNIIPR MTYA mYap Yax
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Term Note

My nYap | Kabbalas eidus

Accepting testimony in court

Tosafos to Sanhedrin 19a | .0” 37110 ,/ON
Medieval Talmudic scholars of France and Germany, 12th to 13th centuries. Their school grew from Rashi's
family and students, and their discussions became part of the standard printed page of Gemara.

Accepting testimony is like the time of the final verdict.

,2"11 ("121°K2° 11”72.0™ ,1°171130) 'OIN
J°7 N3 DYWI N1TY NYam

Kesef Mishneh, Hilchos Sanhedrin 21:3 | ":X”2 137010 M>5%n ,Mwn 70D
Rabbi Yosef Karo, Tzfas, 1488 to 1575

At the time of the final verdict, everyone agrees that the
judges sit and the litigants stand, as the verse says, “Moshe
sat to judge the people, and the people stood” Witnesses
are treated like the final verdict, and about them the verse
says, “The two men shall stand”

Sugya Note

There is a dispute among the early authorities about
how to define accepting testimony. Is it treated like
the final verdict, or is it only the beginning of the
court process?

According to the Rambam, the final verdict is only
when Beis Din says, “You are liable,” or, “You are
exempt.” Accepting testimony comes before that and
is not called the final verdict.

But the Kesef Mishneh writes that witnesses are

treated like the final verdict. Tosafos also writes that
accepting testimony is like the time of the final verdict.

This helps clarify the Ketzos. He is not saying that the
blood redeemer may act with no court process at all.
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He is saying that the blood redeemer does not need
the full final verdict.

What does he require? At minimum, testimony
must be accepted and the facts of the killing must
be clear.

The Ketzos says this clearly at the end of his
discussion. Even in his view, today’s courts cannot
accept testimony in capital cases. Without that
step, he is unsure whether the blood redeemer’s
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authority applies today at all.

So even the Ketzos, who rejects the need for a final
verdict, still requires accepted testimony before the

blood redeemer can act.

The Ketzos is not allowing action based on anger, rumor, or private
certainty. He removes the need for a final verdict, but he still needs Beis
Din to clarify the facts through testimony.
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Conclusion

We began with the blood redeemer, the
victim’s closest relative. The Torah gives him
a serious role, but it does not allow him to act
out of anger alone. Something must first make
that role take effect.

The Urim V'Tumim says that the regular law
begins only after a final verdict from Beis Din.
Since we no longer have the Beis Din system
needed for such a verdict, any limited form
of this law today would come from Beis Din’s
special power to protect the community.

The Ketzos takes a different path. A final
verdict is not always needed. Once Beis Din
has accepted testimony and the facts are clear,
the blood redeemer’s role may already begin.
The Minchas Chinuch follows that direction
but adds a limit. Outside the city of refuge, the

blood redeemer may act. Inside the city, the
killer is protected.

Rav Shach strongly rejects that reading. Until
Beis Din gives its final verdict, the killer has not
yet received his sentence. Before that point,
even the blood redeemer would be punished
for killing him.

The final sources sharpen the question. Even
the Ketzos does not allow the blood redeemer
to act based on rumor or private knowledge.
Beis Din must first accept testimony and
establish what happened. The question is
when the case becomes clear enough for the
blood redeemer to act: when Beis Din accepts
the testimony, or only after it gives its final
verdict?
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