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And he will not guard him now; he is liable  — 29977 RI75877 1192w KDY

OVERVIEW'

The X773 cites a dispute between X271 2R as to how >"7 derives that an ox becomes
a Ty after being warned three times in three days.” There is a dispute between
>"w1 and M0N0 how to understand the view of RX27.

- S0hw P13 2990 73 OYea X991 “rnuNa WINea Poavnpa v
>'"w explained in his first interpretation that according to X219 he is liable for a
w''1 the third time he gores.

Moo comments on "W and presents a difficulty:
= N1 N2 Y700 N2 /) INNT 61):‘,75 MINPT RN VIV 91D o9

It will be necessary to say according to s""" explanation regarding this which

the X773 states later, that if three sets of witnesses came in one day and testified

that the ox gored already three times, (it will be necessary to say) -
- 79NN W XY 39 5Y N BYY P13 DY 1PNRYUMI TYIN KN SNYY T9aNT INNYT

That according to the one who maintains X710 7w, so the ox is a T¥m, and
the owners of the ox will be required to pay a w''1 for the third goring (according

"It would be beneficial to first study the X723 on X,72 and 2,73 (regarding X123 *TI¥»K91 XN *Y»KY and PamT 7).
2 The 109 (in 12,85 [2°d0wn] MAw) reads, 31 MW DA MW 09w 02w IV WAL K1 DWW 2100 RIT A3 W 2 Y711 K.
According to *»ar the word 9%n» means two (days) and owbw means the third (day) and 1232 3w° R refers to the
fourth (day and) 731, According to 827 the word 21mnn means one and DWW is two and 9v2 111w X7 is three.
P X"
* mooin refers to this a INWRI, even though in our X3 there is no other interpretation; however Mmoo will state
later that "wA retracted this ‘first” interpretation.
> According to X who interprets 1"9v2 13w X9 to refer to the fourth goring, that is when he is 27n a w"3, however
according to X271 that 117w 8?1 refers to the third 73, that is when he is 27m a w".
6 X,72. The X723 there presents a query; are we making the owner for a 77 (this is referred to as X123 *75™9) or are
we making the ox for a 7y (X0 >7T1w»7). This is relevant in a case where three sets of witnesses came in one day
and testified that the ox gored three times (and became a 7v1). If we maintain X723 *7T19>%, he was just warned once
so he is not liable for a w"1 yet; however if we maintain 810 7w then the ox is already a 73.
" There is no actual InX7 781 who maintains X0 >7W»% (or X123 *TW»5); Moo means the side of the query which
maintains 8710 *1y5.
¥ The query whether X110 >T9*% or X123 *Tw™> is equally relevant according to X217 who maintains according to >"w"
that on the third nr°31 he pays a w"1. The X713 states that if we maintain X0 *719>7 and three sets of witnesses claim
that he gored three times, he is a 7v7. [According to »aX that means that the next time he gores he will pay a v"1.]
According to X271 this means that he has to pay a w"1 now for the third 7r°31, even though he was not aware that his
ox gored at all. [It cannot mean according to &27 that he is now a 7v1 and the next time he has to pay a w"1, for if so
the X3 should have stated that (only) two sets of o7y testified that he gored twice, and since X0 >7Ww»5, the next
time he will have to pay a v"1, why mention three 0>7v °n2.] See ‘Thinking it over’ # 1.
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to x17),” even though the owners were not aware initially before this third goring
that the ox is a 7¥n.

mooIn disagrees:
- BYY P DYYN 1Y XY BN 79 INNR) 2909 1953 11T AN IIN)

And this does not seem correct, for the 770 first writes, ‘and the master was
warned’, and afterwards the 770 writes, if he does not guard him he pays a
w!': -

mooin offers (additional) proof to his contention:
- DDA 2392 11OV 1Y 1Y NYYI NN PNY 11’)5‘\‘,7 MPYT NN

And the Xnvs92 which is cited later teaches that a =12 does not become a Ty

unless the testimony is presented in the presence of the owners -
= 9NN DIOYAN IWTIY P98 NN STIPD 9INT INND 199N 15 ON)

And so therefore even according to the one who maintains X710 7w, it is

necessary that the owners be aware first that the ox is a 7 -
- Y214 0933 1Y ©YY D3 095¥2 1N5YWS KY DI5¥A 11PN NI THA STAD 55193 /3 1NN 999

So when three sets of 2>7¥ come in one day and warn the owners, the owners
will not pay a w''1 until the fourth goring.

mMooIn mentions that *"wA changed his mind:
= RN NNAHD MNP (ow) x,n5 91 8903 N23) “osnan nPIn VAT OIVNn Bya 911 8y s79

And >"'w9 himself retracted from this explanation, for in the beginning of 79

a°nan npr the X923 anonymously asks -
- 5515 295191 8D 71 AN Ty TYIMN MY NI N

’ Moo does not say that the X3 there is only according to X, for the X3 does not mention any names, and

generally, we follow 27 instead of ™ax.

19 The 109 (in 12,80 [D°vOWN] MAY) states regarding a 07X N°nOW MW that K?) 1HY22 M QwHW 2mnn RT3 MW 0N

nnY 17Hya o bpo’ MW "3 1R and later (in 12,80 [owawn] W) regarding a MW N°»iw W, the 105 states 2 ¥R

"3 WA AN MW DY 02w 1OV AR R DWW Pvann X a1 1w, Our Moo seemingly combines these two 2109

to understand that there can be no payment of a "1 unless the owner was aware that the ox was a 7 and did not

guard him; only then is he 21 a w"1 (see 7 Ww° ¥y213).

R,

"2 However, since *"w7 maintains that according to X271 he pays a w"1 even by the third 733, why does the X723 say

that three sets of 0*7v came and he pays by the fourth goring, the &1 should have said (according to X27) that two

sets of 0°7v came and he will pay a ¥"1 by the third 7°31. See footnote # 8 [in the second bracketed area].

13 See 5"1 '01n who writes, 7WwN2 *"w1D 191 (that 17°°2 RDR 7PWNT NvHAwn).

4 The %3 there stated (initially) that we derive the need for three years to make a P (in ¥pp) from a 7¥m7 MW,

just as a MM becomes a TV after goring three times, the same is by a 71 after three years.

'> The X3 did not say there that according to X271 (who maintains [according to >"w1] that he pays a w"1 the third

time) it is understood; indicating that the question of 121 7v¥a7 MW 71 °X is according to everyone (X737 XaN0) since
2
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If so let us say just as a Tvm7 "W does not pay a v"1 until the fourth goring,

etc. the same should be regarding 7711, that it belongs to the prmin after the fourth year.

- 1591155353 NOIN PUNT MYNYUNT W)
And *"v" explained that the difference between X271 »2X is merely how to
interpret the meaning of the verses.

moon offers a practical difference between ¥271 »2X:
- 17795392 NIINT W99 THN091Y 929 291

And X1y 2''17 explained that there is a halachic difference between X271 »ax -
-4 09 1Y BYY P DYUN RY 7T ANAY 1390Y XY WIITT $axYY
For according to »»ax who interprets 1172w> X for the fourth 717731, he will not
pay a @''1 until he gores on the fourth day (according to ") -
= DIVHY DINT NIIT 7T 09 1N 1999V XDT
For 1w XY refers to the fourth day (and fourth 7r7°31) similar to 2w »¥van
(which refer to the first three N1°31 on three separate days) -
- 250 73277 N IDPAN ¥ AN 29N NYT NaY YaN
However, according to X219 that the fourth 7131 is not written explicitly in the
77N, therefore even if he gored the fourth 7r°11 on the third day he is 3> a v".

In summation: according to *"w9 here, X271 maintains that a 7v%7 MW pays a w"1 by the third
7121, However '01n disagrees and *"wA also retracted that everyone agrees that a 73177 7 pays a
v"1 after the fourth 731 (if he was warned prior to the fourth 7r°31). The difference between »2X
X271 is either PwWNT Mynwn, or if it is necessary that the fourth 717731 take place on the fourth day
("™2X), or not (¥27).

nooIN asks:
- NI STIPY ININT INNY 959N DY P13 1Y DU KT TInwaraT sxny Aup)

And there is a difficulty according to what I explained that he does not pay a
w''1 for the fourth 737°), even according to the one who maintains =10 S71% -
= /) NN DOHYA YYD 19 ON NON
Unless the 077 testified before the owners by the third 7m93; the difficulty is -
= (0w xxn 91 IUNRNY NPIIN NNIY MY 7992 19PY 199K T

all agree that a 7y pays a w"1 only after the fourth 7l
1 According to »ax (that 2w>w Ymn» include three M) the words 179¥2 1MW 89 refer to the fourth mma for
which he is 21 a w"3, and according to X271 (that ow5w 210y include two Mna1) the 1°7¥2 11w K7 refers to the third
721 which makes him a 7y, so that afterwards on the fourth 77°31 he will pay a w"2.
' See % 7"7 X,n2 2"2 ‘010, where this interpretation is attributed to X7y 1" (who may be the same person).
"1t is ‘merely’ inferred; that if ¥5¥2 7w &Y for the third time, then on the fourth time he pays a w"3
"% See the text by footnote # 12.
3
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For the X723 later in '/ '7 A 9w P9p asks -
- 1Y NNAYM 2321 1IN 1Y 19P50P DNNT INNM )

But since we kill the 71 (who killed a person) from when he is a an (he is killed

even the first time he kills) how can there be a T¥ that kills a person (where the

owners are required to pay 1913); the ox would have been killed right away the very first time -
- 295531398 9199298 91N w 119 23w

And Xp°X 277 71°72 XX 27 answered, for instance that the 25221 %2121 were 2% -
= 999 NN YYD N NN 79999

And the X713 there asks, this is properly understood if we maintain X2 57199 -
= 953 INTINT NPT YD RY 1199 9N 81 19993 NI2) STIPY IN NIN

However if we maintain X223 >7p"%, the owner can claim, ‘I did not know that

my 0x gores’. This concludes the citation from the X3; N0 continues with his question -

= 959V SNN N 93 RN 3 YY N 12N INYIAY N1 2a)
However, according to what I explained that the owner never becomes a 7911 (to
pay a w"1 or 7912) unless he was first warned, so even if we assume NX7In 37IP»RY,
it also is not correct, for the owner can claim since the fourth time was after the 72177 (of the

first group), ‘I was never warned that he gored’ 123

N1B0IN answers:
- YN NN DIYAN INPY MNP NYIYH MHIYI NYSNNITT 9195 Y

And one can say; that initially when the first three sets of witnesses (group one) was

amn (by group two), which left the 71 in a on status, the owners took the ox home -
= 157 11523 10523 119N 19197 199N INIYI)

0 The process of discrediting 27y is known as 7217, A second set of 07 testifies that the first set could not have
seen that which they testified since at that very same time the first set of 0’7y was together with the second set of
o7y in a different place from where the first 27V claim they were and were testifying about (an>7 112v). The second
set is believed and the first are punished to suffer the same loss they wished to inflict on their intended victim.
! Three sets of o7y (first group) came and testified that this ox killed three people, making it a 7w, and a second
group of 0>7v (the o1 0°7Y) came and were 0° the first group (so that now the W is not a 7vw). Then o7y
testified that the ox gored again (a fourth time according to the first group), and the second group (the o n 17 07v)
were 01 them as well (that there was no [fourth] 7r°31). A third group of 07y came and were 0°1 the second group
on all their M, reinstating all the four My, so that the ox was a 7v1 before he gored this last (and fourth) time.
This ox is a 7917 1 who will be put to death (and the owners must pay 1912 for the fourth 7ma1).
2 He did receive a warning from the first group of 079, but since the second group was ot them he did not feel
obligated to guard his ox, because he thought it was still a an. However if we assume &0 >T19»X? the ox is now a
confirmed 7y (regardless whether he knew about it or not).
1t cannot be that it gored the fourth time after the 0»*ma 07y (the second group) were oM by the third group (so
the owner knew that his ox is a 7¥1n), for if it gored a fourth time after 1"mm17 17 %117, the ox was then a known 731
and it was judged to be stoned and becomes X172 70K, so it is not the owner’s ox anymore; how can he be liable for
it (see footnote # 30). Additionally the ox should have been killed by 7"°2 (before it gored a fourth time) after the
17 a1 (group three) were 0°T» the o1 0°7Y (group two).
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And when the yon2m37 S22y (group three) came and testified by 7''>2 against the

owner; reinstating his ox as a 79 -
- Pybya 11933 75w Ny 1 A0 NY 1Y 1997 NN MY 192901 RY

The 7"2 did not manage to complete issuing his sentence to be killed, when the

ox gored a fourth 5117332, while he still was in his owner’s house -
- 215394 XYW 799w YW 93947 1991290 TIRT IR

And this answer is valid only according to the one who maintains, we conclude
the ruling of the goring ox even not in the presence of the ox —

mooIn responds to an anticipated difficulty:
- 79N XN 999 7599 991 INDA KIN 1999292 AANT INNRY RN TI912Y 981 N1

And the X723 could have asked that this answer is correct only according to the
one who maintains 1192 5w W HWw 1137 9213, but how can we understand it if we
maintain 1°192 89X 121 P PR, but nonetheless since the X723 properly asks
another 'Xm9377' type question, it overlooked this question.

mooIn offers an alternate explanation:
= 0P NINVY 19T U5 197 995 21 DY TONI PRY Y91 0N 1%

And the n''1 explained that a 5p017 W as long as it is alive, it does not become

prohibited to derive benefit from it, merely by the final judgement alone that it is

to be stoned -
= NVINY INND IN NIPPD INNRY 1Y NI DY 129

* The Pmmt "1 (group three) testified in 7">2 before the fourth goring. However, 7"*a did not complete the case and
rule that the ox be stoned, for then the ox would be %172 MoK and the owner would not be liable for him anymore
(see footnote # 23). 7"2 did however accept the testimony of the 77217 "7 (group three) which establishes the ox as
a Tvn.
2 Therefore if we maintain X190 *TWw»XY the owner (who was in 7">2) knew that his ox is a 79. The ox then went
and killed, therefore it is treated as a 797 w. However if we maintain X123 *TW»R?, then hearing just one time
from the 7217 111 (group three) which substantiated that his ox gored three times is not sufficient warning to treat
his ox as a 7yw. That explains why X3 asks only on X723 *T19»9, but not on X710 Ty»%. See (717X7) R"WnA in the
(1) *"vp that (according to »ax who requires the "7 o2 "7 "), that the 1117 "1 (group three) came a day later.
*® The = could not have been in 7"3, for then the owners would not be liable to guard him. Alternately if the 2w
was in 7"72, it could not have gored the fourth time.
7 mpown seemingly means that the entire process of prosecuting the 7% must be done in the presence of the Mw
(according to the 1192 KPR W %W 11°7 1720 X 7"1). The opposite is true for the other 7" that 131 17m that the W
need not be in 72 at all. [It would seem then that this which maoin wrote previously that the D993 fook the MW
home is not necessary, for it is possible that the 77 was never in 7"°2.] See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
* Therefore it is possible that the owners are in 7"2 (finding out that the ox is a 79 and the ox is not in 7"2 (since
1192 ®HW W YW T 1) and went and killed someone. However if we maintain 17192 X728 W 5w 1377 723 PR, the
ox would have also been in 7"°2 so how can it kill or how can the owner be liable if it is in the jurisdiction of 7"°2.
¥ It asked XN *TW»X> X371 but not X123 *7wXY. The answer that applies to that will apply to this as well.

5

TosfosInEnglish.com



X217"7 "0 2,30 "2 .7"02

But rather it still belongs to the owner until after it is stoned or after it is

slaughtered; only then does it become 7X3772 0K -
- %1133 79 9NN 1997 91993 1959N 999Y SAN XYM

And now it works out well that the owner knew that his ox was a 71, for the ox
still belongs to the owner even after the final judgement that he is to be stoned,
and the ox gored a fourth time after the 77 .

In summation; if we maintain that a P07 W is 7XIT2 MOKR after the 17 IM3; we must assume in
the case of M7 "1 that the fourth goring took place after the Pnamt "1 (group three) testified,
so the owner was aware that his ox is a 72, but before the 17 %3, and the W was 2°%vy25 n°22
and we must follow the view of 1°192 R2w W 5w 17 i, However according to the n" who
maintains that a P07 MW is not X172 MOX until it is dead, the fourth goring took place after the
"7 3 and we can maintain 1°192 ROR W 2w 1107 PRI PX.

mdoIN anticipates a difficulty with his view that a w"11is paid only for the fourth time:
= 152950 1910 NPT HYITY ND HNNYN) *Inr9aa MIPY NPT RM

And regarding this which the Xn22 later teaches; if the third set of witnesses

was found to be n»»1r (discredited), they are all liable -
- 225y H13 250 RY 199797 22 Y 9N

Even though that the owner is not yet liable to pay a w''3, for they testified that he
gored three times and according to md01n a w"1 is paid only after the fourth time —

mooin replies:

% Initially we assumed that the fourth 7m°31 could not have taken place after the P ) (group three) were o
the o't 0¥ (group two), since at that point it was 73177 17 7233, the W becomes X372 MOK (like a 7po1n W),
therefore since it is 1X172 7OK, it does not belong to the owner anymore and he cannot be liable for a fourth nm°a1
(see footnote # 23). The n"9, however maintains that even after the 17 %3 the 71 is not X172 710K yet (until he is
killed), therefore he still belongs to the owner who is liable for the fourth 7ir31. The case will be that after the second
group was 071 and 7"°2 ruled that it should be stoned, the ox gored again, for which he will be 7913 217 according to
the X7 *71y»7 7"7, but not if we maintain X123 7w, since he only had one warning. See ‘Thinking it over’# 3.
3! The xn™"a there discusses if three sets of o7y testified respectively that the ox gored three times. If the ox would
have gored then an additional time the owner would be required to pay a w"1 based on their testimony. If the first set
was an7, it need not pay (the penalty of ont 7wR2) for the 7¥1 Nr°a1 (since this testimony alone would not make him
into a 7vn), the same if the second set was also amn (for their combined testimony cannot make the ox a T¥1);
however if all three were o117, then they must pay the extra pr1 °¥n for which the ox is liable (in the next goring),
since in combination they made him a 7¥%. 90N clarifies what the payment is for.
% According to *"w1 who maintains here (according to X127 [only]) that he pays a "1 for the third 7/, the X012 is
well understood. All the three 0>7¥ must pay the extra 1"n they wanted to obligate the owner for this alleged third
amal. It is the combined (false) testimony of the three sets of 0°7v, which obligates him to pay a w"1 for this third
7). [The first 3"n of this ‘alleged’ third nn> will be paid solely by the third set of 2>7¥ (See 1210 7"7 X,73 >"w1).]
However according to m»oin that no w"1 is due now on the third 7r°31, what does the X3 mean that they are all
obligated?!
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- Z5pyrana 05Y P13 29NN NYNHNY IMN PTYDY 113 BYIN Y90
Nonetheless, since these three sets of 27V attempted to make the ox a T¥», and

inevitably he will be liable for a @w''1 for the ‘fourth’ 71 -
- 2130w 71 NN NYYNY 11 295 BYYY 199998 NNV

So since they were 2177 they are required to pay (a 1"n of) what the alleged
fourth goring will cost, when the ox will (actually) gore the (fourth) [next] time.

modoIN anticipates a difficulty with this last answer:
- 1MNY PWora N33 Y N (3,00 41 pr1mvy PPININ P97 22 HY 9N

Even though the X3 in PPt P9 states that the witnesses of a kidnapping

who were 217 -
- 12913 PN °4990 12 YU NNUNS 123N YT

As well as the first set of witnesses of a 9712 32 who were o171, are not Kkilled.
This seemingly conflicts with this which m»oin just stated —

mooin replies:
- 115 139909 210 195 182> RYY MPAY 91957 DIVYN INY BN

There the reason we exempt them from the death penalty is not because it is

possible that they will never come to receive the death penalty —
- 183 1MPYNY 9199109 18197 DIYN DNN KON

3 1t is not really the fourth r™3, it is the first (since their testimony has been discredited); nonetheless according to
the false testimony of the 0’7y it would be considered the fourth if they were not omn.
 See 79N wIon "X # 76 (that he gored a fourth time). See “Thinking it over’ # 4.
% The rule is if someone kidnaps a person and sells him he is 7102 21 (see 10,83 [2°wown] nw). However one is not
7n 21 for kidnapping alone without selling (he is only mpn 2m). One group of 0>7¥ testified that he kidnapped
someone. If those 07y were o177, we do not apply the death penalty to them, even though that on account of their
testimony this ‘kidnapper’ would have been killed when a second set of 2>7¥ testify that he was sold. This seems to
contradict what n1901n just taught us that the 227 7v must pay for something which he inevitably causes in the future.
3 (7m1) 7710 12 is a wayward son. He is considered a 770 72 (and put to death) if he first steals (meat and wine and
eats them) and 2’7 testify to it, and then he is brought to 7"*2 and warned and continues to do so again. The first set
of 7y are not 21 him 70°», only in conjunction with the second set (who testify that he continued his wayward
ways even after he was warned). Therefore if the first set were oni (before the second set of o>7¥ testified) they are
not put to death. This again seemingly conflicts with the view of mpoIn that o1 o7y are liable for future
punishments, which they caused.
*7 There may be no witness who will testify that the kidnapped person was sold, or that the 9710 j2 continued in his
wayward ways; in which case there will be no 7in*n 2111 (for either of these sets of 0°7v).
¥ That cannot be the reason according to Mmoo, for here too it is possible that the ox will never gore again, and
nevertheless N1o01n rules that if he does gore again the omm 0°7v have to pay; why is it any different by the
kidnapper and the 7710 12.
A person who kidnaps but does not sell his victim receives mpon (for the 770 writes [%,5 (170) Mnw] that X7
2113n). The same applies to a 7710 12 who stole and ate it the first time (as the 109 states [in 77,8 (X¥n) 2°727] that
MR 1707). [It would seem therefore that even if they were ami after the 777751 >7¥ (or the 27V of the second stealing
by a 770 12) came, they would still not be 70> 27, since they can claim 1182 MP22.]
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But rather there the 0°7v are Mu5 because they can say that we came and

testified, only to inflict lashes on the person but not to kill him. Mmoo proves* that a a3

wo1 (without selling him) receives Mpon —
- 29909p3 onn Y975 “pmh mnny vosa na%) 1M

For the kidnapping witnesses who were 21» receive mp»» as >''w= explained

there -
- 77 AN MW BYY P13 1391 17999 ON 23 INA KXY TH5 YY X9D YaN

However here, perforce you must say that the witnesses came only for the
purpose of making him a 7y and to obligate him to pay a w''1 when he will

gore the ‘fourth’ time -
- 1IPANP NPT NITD %2190 919919 181 N1 93Ny 9I0n1s

As the X723 eventually concludes that none of the three sets of witnesses can

claim, ‘we only came to obligate him for a 1''1. Therefore they must all pay for the
additional 1"n they wanted to make him pay for the '7 Amal.

mooIn offers an alternate solution:
- B9 199 N9 Hs PTIINY T INVYY D22 NIN MINDN YN 1PN PN 4419 N

[Or you may also say] that these three sets of witnesses (regarding the goring) are
only liable for making this ox a Ty, so 7"2 estimates how much the value of
his ox decreased, and that is what the 7211 0779 need to pay -

1995 329 NNMNY YN KIAY N
And now we do need to the fourth 71932 at all to make them liable.

0 There is no need to prove that the 7710 12 receives mp“n, for the P100 clearly states 10X 1107 See footnote # 39.
“! This (seemingly) proves that the wo1 213 receives Npon and therefore the 17 07y receive NP on account of
ot WRY; however if there is no Mp?n 210 for the wo1 a3, why do the o7y receive Mpon.
2 See o™"ax on that it is not clear which >"wA our mpON is referring to (for seemingly this is stated in the X723
there).
# See 2,72. The xma there explains that we are discussing a case where it is evident from the actions of the three sets
of witnesses that their intention was to make the ox into a 731 (and not only to make him pay a 1"n for the individual
). vy,
* The w"w" amends this to read 11 °X (instead of 15 aX). [We follow here this reading.] This answer maintains that
we cannot make them liable for the fourth 71 since it is in the future and we do not know if it will ever happen,
just as we do not give the death penalty to the 1@ 0*7v of the kidnapping and the 7710 j2 (not as NN explained it
previously), since it may never happen that there will be a 70 211,
A 79m 7w sells for less that an equivalent an ", for the buyer is concerned that it more likely to gore (especially
since it gored already) and (additionally) he will have to pay a w"1.
* According to the previous interpretation (that they pay when the n°y>27 7im°a takes place) there is the difficulty that
the Xn>>2 (of 1Y 0°7v), when it states 121 0713, does not mention the fourth 7m°3. However according to the 1"\,
the Xn™72 is understood since the must pay now (without a fourth nr°31) for devaluing the 1w.
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SUMMARY

"7 (initially) maintains that according to 827 a 7¥12 pays a "1 by the third 7ma.
Moo maintains that a 797 pays a "1 only by the fourth 7r°a. According to *2x
the fourth 731 must take place on the fourth day while according to X271 it may
take place even on the third day (according to >"9). There is a dispute whether a MW
197 MW 9p0IT is IRITA MK (the view of '0IN) or X1 1M (the view of n'").
Three sets of 7™ 07V regarding the goring of an ox to make him a 7¥1%, may
have to pay for the fourth 731 (since their intention was to make him a 7v), or
possibly they only pay for his devaluation but not for future damages.

THINKING IT OVER

1. mpoIn asks on >"w15 from the X3 later where it states that if the three 27 °n>
came XnY 713, he will be liable for a w"1 according to the 7"7 that X0 *7w»9, even
though he was never aware that his ox gored.”” Why does n901n assume that all the
Q7Y "nd came simultaneously; it is possible that the third set came after the first
two, so the owner was already aware that his ox gored?!*®

2. In the case of PnnIT ’?3731?,49 why is it necessary to mention 21 27V at all, if we
maintain 1192 XoW N 5w 17 Paa? The case would simply be that three 2>7v °nd
testified that the ox is a v, but the ox was home (since 1°192 X5w 121 7°13) and
before the 77 "»3 the M killed a fourth time?!>

3. According to the 0" that it gored the fourth time after 11°7 %33,”' seemingly the
original question of the X713 remains, why did they not stone the ox immediately,

before it had a chance to kill again?!>

4. According to n1po1n will the o an1r 7Y have to pay for the fifth 721 (sixth, etc.)

as well”® since they wanted to make him a 71 for all the following mmx?>*

47 See footnote # 8.
8 See TMvNA wION XN # 41,
4 See footnote # 27.
0 See TN won XN # 61.
31 See footnote # 30.
32 See TIMYNT WM XX (footnote # 68).
33 See footnote # 34.
% See mwn noMA.
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