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I 1x mwn: list of those getting pin
a  Striking father or mother (v. 1)
i And: any unspecified nnon is pin
ii  Question: perhaps he has to kill them (721 meaning “smite”) to be liable?
1 Challenge: how could he be liable for q9»v for killing another and pin for killing parents?
(a) Partial block: this question is only valid if pan is less serious (as per ©'nan, contra v™)
2 Answer: vv. 2, 3> default nkan is non-lethal
(a) Justification: for vv. 2 and 4
(i) ww 9(v2): > only an adult
(if) w2791 59 (v4): > even a foetus or a NNY ja - 9"np that all and only living persons are included
iii Question: perhaps he is liable even without making a wound and drawing blood — contra rest of X nawn?
1 Answer: v. 5 equates nnna Nan::DTR NIN; just as NNNA NIN requires a wound (as per wa1in v. 6)
(a) So too: R AN (including ar nan) requires a wound
(b) Challenge (7707 *): if you piled rocks on an animal and hurt it — no liability?
(i) Answer: since wa1 doesn’t apply to animals, apply it to people
(if) Question: if so, what is the purpose of the juxtaposition in v. 5?
1. Answer: as per mpm 27 RN (above)
a.  Challenge: for those who reject that application, what is the purpose of the wp'n?
b.  Answer: just as wounding an animal to heal it carries no liability, so too, if a person is killed
in the process of a healing procedure, the healer/killer is exempt
iv  As per: question asked as to whether a son may let blood for his father
1 Answer: RN -yes, as per v. 7; "0 "1 — not liable, as per juxtaposition in v. 5
(a) Stories: »RMMNR who, nonetheless, refused to let their sons heal them if there was a danger of nan
(i) Challenge: naw mwn allows taking a needle to pull out a thorn (why no concern for n%»’po nnw?)
1. Answer: either it is YpYpn (109), or v", who holds 221 Yp%pn, holds 2108 NANIY ¥"RY NIRIN
v Question asked of "1 may a son be made nYv to flog or curse (declare nn) against his father?
1 Answer: yes, just as anyone else isn’t otherwise allowed to do so, but n'nw 72> mitigates — so too, here
(a) Challenge: ruling that Yman% NMIXN IWRY TR 1MINY ANXN WRY N IMINY ROV MNXN IMINY MDY 'n 1Y
(i) Assumption: both are referring to 772 mYw, XRw» is son (= may not strike him), X9’ an outsider
(if) Rejection: both are anyone, Xw»1 is when he is made 772 9w (still may not overdo it)
(b) Challenge: 1% 8¢y, and his son came and hit or cursed him — 27n; if another does so — 7109
(i) And: we explain that the case is someone who refuses to be taken out to be killed (v" dissents)
1. If so: why is the “other” exempt? Not because he is a “dead man walking”, as there is still liability
2. Suggestion: he hit him with a 8”9 n1 PRWY RN — and the exemption is from nn (but MpYn 17n)
a. Inference: son is liable for 1Wan? (answer: each is within its category — j3n or nmn)
3. Rather: “other” is exempt as per v. 8 — only if he is a proper member of society
a.  Challenge: that doesn’t answer for hitting
i.  Defense: “hitting” and “cursing” are juxtaposed in X2 mnw; = apply 0y nwyn nvy
b.  Challenge: why is son liable? (answer: case is where father did naywn)
c.  Challenge: if so, why isn’t 1nR liable? (answer: qnya - firmly rooted in the nation)
d.  Challenge: if so, why is son liable? (answer: as per son’s liability even after father’s death)
2 Final ruling: son may not be made n’>w to strike or hurt father except in case of nron as per v. 9 (¥”7overruled)
b (dealt with in subsequent sections:kidnapping, R9n 11, IpW K223, 1795 Ro1), adultery, man who had nxa with 5”2 or nnmr)
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