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And he killed a man or a woman - Lo I8 woR DO

Overview

The 9P °27 and 2937 °"1 cite the 109 of JWR IR WX N to teach us that
there is no difference regarding punishment, whether one kills a man or a
woman.” In either instance (if they were killed by an ox) the ox is stoned to
death and (if the ox was a 7¥1%) the owner pays 1912. Our N80 is mystified
by the choice of the 7105 to teach us this 7°7.

nooIn asks: ,
— NN XN MY NN “NYNR NN IN YIN DX 9Y NI 93 XNP XIPT 10N

It is astounding! The 21 7°pin °27 should have cited here the previous

10D of 'NM MWR NN IN WOR DR I 1713° 92", and derive from there that 27 MW
7N Mo 9% WIRY AwR, and not from the P09 of WX WX WX noam.

mooIn explains why the 2105 of n°»m should not be cited here:
— (3,317 97 mpY) NYNNI NYIIN NIV 91V 1IUIT YIN 5119NYT RIPNIT

Because later in 7wnm avaaR naw " 270 we interpret the o9 of nsm
"2 WOR to teach us -

— 9919 15UIY PP YWIN D)
Just as by a man, his damages that are owed to him, go to his heirs, if he

was not able to collect them while he was alive, etc.; so too the damages of a
woman go to her heirs (and not to her husband).

nvoIN cites the actual X3 there:
— 137199 1T N2 N1 29) NAPY 229 99X AYUN IN YIN 5990 0NN NN 291

And this is what is mentioned there; it is written in the 770 ‘and he killed
a man or a woman,” ¥''1 said, and is this what the 770 teaches us (by
saying a man or a woman) -
=9319) 9 NN? 23 9MIN NIN 291 YWINI NYUN DY 29N
To obligate one who is P°12 a woman as if he was 2’7 a man?! This cannot
be for the 7710 states previously ‘if an ox will gore, etc. a man or a woman’, so
we know from the first 7109 that one is equally liable for killing a woman just as for
killing a man. The 105 of n*»mM must be teaching us something else. ¥"1 concludes -
$9999 19U 1P WIN NN WIRD NYR YWIPNY NON
Rather the 705 comes to compare a woman to a man; just as by a man
his collectible damages go to his heirs, etc. the same applies to a woman. It is
quite obvious from that X723 that the P09 of 13 °> teaches us W°Rd AWK ¥ 2°117, and the

115,83 (2°wown) NMnw.
2 See following 737 11"7 nvoIN.
310 ow.
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»109 of "3 N teaches us the rule of Pw 1 P! Therefore it is not understood why the
X3 here chose the P105 of n°»mM (as opposed to 113 *2) to teach us the rule that 21057 MW
AMNAW My b WK awR. moon does not answer this question.’

Summary
The X3 later derives the rule of W XD AWK HY 215 from the P05 that reads

DY awR R WK MY 1 001, and from AWR W R DM we derive that vpn
PYIH by (WK and by) nwR. The &7 here however derives TwX 210377 MW
R from the 109 of nnmM, different from the X n3 there.

Thinking it over

1. The m05 of 1 is referring to a an MW where the owner does not pay 791.
The pwoo of nmm is referring to a 79» MW where the owner pays 1912.
Perhaps this may lessen the severity of moon question.’

2. Why indeed did ¥"1 interpret the 105 of 13 °3 to teach the rule of ¥ 21>
wR2 WK and the oo of nnm for YwAH 1vp1a?! Why not the reverse?!

4 See ‘Thinking it over # 2.
5> See ‘Thinking it over # 1.
6 See: 68 77w 17"1X1°"10 and 7"210.
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