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Which you shall place before them; this verse equates a woman to a man

OVERVIEW

The X"9 °27 cites the 109 of 0777197 2w WK to teach us that women and men are
equal concerning the 11’7 (the monetary laws) of the 7M. It seems that this is
derived from the word '0m19%', which is considered an inclusive term thereby
adding women to these laws. n1voIn will point out several difficulties with this
approach, and resolve them.

nooIN asks:
- ]1‘15 09W92 NIN 299N XY 0129Y N1 NN

It is astounding! For the word am1s? is referring exclusively to those that are

fit to judge (but not everybody) -
- MLYTN 2395 XYY DAY (w1 3,08 41 PVINT NIND DI YT 197

For this is how we interpret the word 019 in the last a2 of w3 noon; amish
(before them?) and not before laymen; lay people are not empowered to pass judgment.

mMooIN continues to explain the question -
- TYNY YU PTY YWD Y (0w 3,00 91 1) PAOD N P92 PNT PTY N9V AYN)
And a woman is unfit to judge as we learnt in a 73w in %20 X2 P99; ‘whoever

is fit to judge is fit to testify’.

mooIN continues with the proof that a woman is 1777 719100 -
= (%,9 97 maw) MTYN NNAY P993) (x,ns 971mp%) T2INNA 1999IRTI TO¥NY NYIDS NYN)

And a woman is unfit to testify as the X n3 states in %2777 79 and in ny¥1aw pPao

M. We know therefore (from the X3 in 9217) that a woman is 7v732 79109; it follows that
she must be 1172 77109, for if she would be 1172 W5 then she would be 7°va% 77Ww> as the qwn
states in 12°0 X2 p19. The question is how we can derive from 0:7°19% that woman are equated with
men (concerning the 0°1°7) when the word an°19% is referring to 2 Ww> 2°17, and woman are not
NT? .’ Obviously, then, the word o7°19% cannot be interpreted to include women!

MoDIN answers:
= 999N YWINI (3,01 97 A7) P20 N2 PIDT NINNT 91999 YN

R,%0 (D°0awn) Mnw.
* See >"wn there that the word o:°39% is referring to the seventy elders. See however later in this Moo,
? See “Thinking it over’ # 1.
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And one can say; that ;w» of 329 X2 pap (which states that w> 172 Wwo7 9
7v177) is referring to men -
=YY AV N1 TWaN YWIN Y3 mYs

meaning that every man who is fit to judge is also fit to testify. However
concerning woman there is no such rule; for woman are permitted to judge even though they are
not permitted to testify. Therefore the word 01192 which is referring to judges may indeed
include women who are 177 2Ww3.

mooIN anticipates a possible support for this conjecture that women are 172 M w2, and rejects it:
= 199293 INIY? NN NVOY NN (x,7 Dvarw) 29NI7)

And from that which is written concerning 77127 (the prophetess) ‘and she

judged Israel’ -

= 1129V DIYN DNYIY NN DIVAPN 19D RNDYT PN N9PYI NYNRT NN NYaNY N
We cannot bring a proof that a woman is 777% 77w> for perhaps they accepted
her to judge them because the 71°5% rested upon her. Litigants (if they both agree to
abide by the ruling) may accept any judge they choose. It is possible that even though a woman
is 172 7709, nevertheless the HRw° °12 (generally) accepted 727 to be their judge in various
litigations out of respect of the 7112w which rested upon her (as a 7%21).

mooin asks an additional question:
= YN MA9D 195W9T XN MVTN SVIVNYD DN9Y 139U (3,00 97 1PV2)2 9NN ON)

And if you will say; in °u° noon we interpret the word am%is? to exclude

laymen, and here we interpret 07°19% to include women. How is it that the same
word is both exclusive (of Mv1*77) and inclusive (of o°w1)?!

NN answers:

- nw993 *29n97 0INYNN NP DNAYT OIVN LYNN ONNT MY Y
And one can say; that there the X123 excludes laymen because the word 2:7715%
refers to the word 2°p®X which is written in the 7w=s. The word 09X refers to the
1"2. Therefore we derive from 07°19% that only a 7"32 is qualified to judge’ and not laymen. This
explains why the X713 considers 01192 an exclusionary term. Our X713 however maintains that
nevertheless 079" is also an inclusionary term.

* See '™,1,20 ;1,80 D°VOWA.

> See previous footnote # 2.

% See 0" who explains that since 019" is not written immediately adjacent to 2°pX, therefore it can also be taken
as a "2 (as well as a v n). 07°197 has a dual meaning; it is exclusionary since the word o°p%X is written in this
mw 5 which limits it to 2°2*7; on the other hand the pluralistic aspect of 0i1°197 allows us to include women in 0°2>7.
See >"19 for a different interpretation of N1901N answer.
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mooIn asks a final question:
= ©YNINMD DINNIN )IPAT N PIDIN DNOY N2 9INN ON)

And if you will say; the X713 could derive that we require experts to judge (and

not laymen) from the word a'p®R (without the word of 2:°15%). Why does the x7m3
exclude laymen based on the word om°19%; we can exclude laymen based on the word 2°p9R,
which means expert 0°177!

N1B0IN answers:
- AN SPAT 177 1RV 59 5Y AN 1199991 WY 937 Y95 TI0NN DNIOTT Y Y

And one can say; that the word 2m°15% is necessary to teach us that r»mn are

required for all types of coercion and enforcing even if it is not a legal ruling,

nevertheless the enforcement must be supervised by prmn 0217,
229N 5559 19N DIUN TYUNM YWIITT (3,197 1299M307 NP P92 NN 1)

And this is also evident in the first pap of y°97m® noon, where the X %3
interprets the words 2>wn "wX (which you shall place); these are the utensils of

the 23197 to enforce the laws through coercion if necessary.

SUMMARY
A woman is T¥77 7909 but 172 7Ww2. People may accept unqualified laymen to
judge their case. 2’ 0°1°°7 are required to enforce all types of coercion.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Is the word o719 discussing the judges or the litigants?’

2. How can we derive two things from the word om°19%; a) that WX 2127 Mwn
wxY, and b) that Prmn are required 7531 @y 127 5351

" If for instance a 372 married a 7w where everyone knows that it is forbidden and no 17 is required, nevertheless
only 7"2 can coerce them to separate. See *¥2° 71"7 2,2 177710 M.

¥ The X1 there derived it since it does not say a729n, but rather own which indicates that we are referring to a
tangible object.

? See (end of) 891 71"7 2,m P2 MooIN and the X"wn there. See (footnote # 3 and) 17"'»X footnote # 43 and 17 NIX 7"10.

' See n"ma. See X"
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