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I 7 mwn: liability for payments in cases where one of the animals is owned by w1pn or non-Jews
a  If either the pmn or pr is owned by w1pn, no liability — following v. 1
i Dissent: n"aw — if prmn is WTpn — exempt; if pr1 is V1PN, always DY pn (even on)
1 Reason:"p from v¥170
(a) Challenge: using rule of 11, should still be %2 damages if on
2 Rather: interprets 111 as teaching that the unique ruling of on (3”n) only applies to 11»7 (not w1pn)
(a) Explanation: else, 1n»1 should’ve been written in re: Ty,
b If a Y%7w’ MW gores a 213 MV (any non-Jew) — exempt; if a 21913 MW gores a YR’ MY, always DYV P11 (even on)
i Reasons for exemption
1 V.2 -1m read as “confiscating their money”
2 V.3 -read as “from 1182 their money was given to 8"
(a) Note: this needed because v. 2 could’ve been interpreted along lines of other mwAT:
(i) Exiling them (as per v. 4) due to their failure to heed 7 nmxn
(if) “permitting these laws” —i.e. making them nmxn 1R vis-a-vis reward (less as per Ryn ")
ii ~ Related nm»72: story about 2 agents of Rome who studied N1 and were bothered by only law — the exemption for
damages to non-Jews’ property.
1 Tangent: story of “consolation” upon death of nTn’ 72 YRV 7’s daughter (vv. 5-6), pointing to 'n’s reasons for
not allowing war against a81m ny due to appearance of n7akinn M1 and, 4 generations later, nnyn Ny
(mother of nyani — v. 8)
(a) Tangent: lessons learned from daughters of V19 (discretion — favor of 1ny; zealousness — favor of arn)
¢ Tangential ruling: damages between 587w and 'm>
i p/m 9% is exempt; 'md pays as per usual — V2 for on, v" for TN
ii  p77 9% is exempt; "M always pays v”) (even on)
1 Implication: n”1 maintains that D3 are N1 IR »1 (2 not Jews)
2 Challenge: "1 maintains that Dnn> coming from nXm> are &no (= they are YR1w, ergo NNk »»)
(a) Answer: n" “fined” them to pay full pn1 in all cases as a method of social separation
(i) Challenge: n™ allows for payment of vip for nnam onR if the girl is a nona
(if) Answer: we don’t want the sinner to gain (19w1 ROIN RN’ RHY)
1. Question: why not give the money to the poor?
2. Answer: it is DN Y PRY 1NN —i.e. no 7Y can act as the claimant
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