X7 a7 '0IN RD P 702

And a person should be liable for ransom — \9152 2917 27N RN

OVERVIEW

The X713 asks that we should derive through a 1"'p from 7w that a person who kills
someone should be liable to pay 1913." Our mpoIN explains why we cannot refute
this attempted 1"p from various 2’109 (that a person does not pay 1913).

mMooIn responds to an anticipated question:
- ND9) NY 819 WY 1919 PN YN

We cannot derive from the 105 of, ‘do not take 921> for a murderous soul’, that

a person does not pay 1912 -
= 19909199 XN NN HPYN NI 3‘[’ﬂ\98’N‘T (9N) NoNNT

For that 705 is necessary to teach us that you should not take money from the

n¥17 to exonerate him from the death penalty -
= (3,39 97 mams) MY N P92 1999INT
As the X713 states in M1p1 YR P9 -
= *39wn 119 *9919 YW 191 199N XM
However here we are discussing that the rx17 should be killed and in addition,
to also pay 9912, just like the o0x, who is killed and additionally his master pays 7913 —

mooIn rejects a different source to exempt the killer from paying 7913:
- 81’1:3'\):: 7992 925 71’195‘\): NDA MIVA VY NIN RPOI NY (x,n5 97 ov) 611",7?!‘\ 27 NINT

And from mpt 527 Xin, we only derive to exempt an inadvertent killing

" 9915 (or ransom) is the money the owner of a T¥17 MW has to pay to the heirs of the one who was killed by the ox.
The 7N refers to this payment (in 2,85 [2°vdwn] Nnw) as 1913 (money to ransom his soul). There is a dispute
whether the amount of this 7912 payment is the value of the owner of the ox or the deceased.
2 X, ("yon) 72772, It seemingly states clearly in this 109 that a n¥11 (a murderer) does not pay 1213.
? Others suggest amending this to T0%X (instead of 7LXXT).
* See (however) o7X X 1"7 >"w1 (who disagrees with '01n).
> See “Thinking it over’.
® The pm 27 Xan derives from the 109 (in 83,75 [MMX] X77°1) which states NP D7X 79m mbw» anma 79m, that just
as by one who damages an animal he is always liable to pay and we do not differentiate whether he hit her xw2 or
7113, similarly regarding one who kills a person (where there is the rule of 7°1» 727172 7% 0°p, that he cannot be
killed and be made to pay), the rule of n"2%p applies in all cases and we do not differentiate whether he killed the
person 3311 or 7713, in all cases he does not have to pay. Seemingly it states clearly that there can be no payment
when one kills, so obviously there can be no 71912 payment. m50N rejects this proof.
7 See TR X"wAmn and awn N
¥ The ruling of »"2%p is regarding that if one committed a capital crime (killing someone), and at the same time
caused monetary damage, he is exempt from paying the monetary damage since he is liable for a capital crime. The
n"7 Xin extends this exemption that even if he will not receive capital punishment (for he is a 3w for instance)
nevertheless he is still exempt from payment.
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without intent (from paying money) just as a premeditated intentional killing is
exempt from payment, meaning -
- Tnva vy

That this one (32 ) is like this one (7°11);
1959 1935 99919 13581 XY DYPM DIVA PN09T JNIUN NYT It 59 DINA 9999 YaN
However regarding 921> by a person, as long as we do not find any source that

he is exempt from paying 7910, we cannot derive anything from the 7pin *27 x1n
which would exempt a 7¥17 from paying 7913 (whether he killed xw2 or 7°12).

SUMMARY

The P05 of 1912 1PN XY teaches us that we cannot accept 991 in lieu of 7"°2 nnn.
The X773 here wants to derive that he should be killed and pay 7913. The °27 Xin
P11 merely compares 3 to 7T, but does not rule whether there is a liability of
79312 or not.

THINKING IT OVER

According to m20n that the question of 79122 217 X X73"1 means that he should
pay 1913 in addition to being killed,"' why does the 7105 need to write 7913 1PN X9
n¥17 woio; since even when he is killed he still is required to pay 1913, so obviously
we will not accept 1913 to set him free?!'

? So if we would know with certainty that a 713 %17 does not pay 7912 (when he is killed for his murder) we would
also know that a 221w2 1117 does not pay 191.
1 See footnote # 8 that »"2%p teaches us only that there is no liability for the monetary damage that he caused at the
time of the killing, but there is no source (as of yet) that there is no 191> payment for the killing.
' See footnote # 5.
' See TN wIon WK # 59.
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