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Introduction to ma»

man noon was evidently the last three chapters of the original 117m0 non, as evidenced by the ®ny's explanation for the
beginning mwn which picks up where the end of 8”4 (in the nywn) leaves off — identifying n>nnir 0*7y as being a special class
of felons. As we continue (from the 7 chapter of 117110) to assay, in descending order of severity, those who are punished by
7”3, we examine D>nmt 01y — who could potentially be executed, which allows us to investigate a few nuances of the laws of
m1y which were not covered in the 4" and 5% chapters of P10, Aftewards, the next punishment which is a “stand-in” for
execution — exile to the cities of refuge — is analyzed (2" chapter) and, finally, corporal punishment (man) is presented; both as
a list of those violations which incur man and the method of administration.

We begin, as noted, with several nyviwn about n’nmr o»1y; the basic presentation of mnmr o1y —i.e. what qualifies them as such
— will be presented in -7 mmwn.
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I 1x mwn: oot 07y which do not get “punishment in kind”, rather they get man
a  Asper: R)W's interpretation of v. 3 (after we clarify his question)
i Question: why not infer it from v. 4?
1 Answer: that is a n”aRw 18> = no mon
b If: they testify that a jn3’s mother was a "wy1) when he was conceived - he is a Y9n
i Source:
1 5%7.v.1-only affect him, not his children
(a) Challenge: make them each a nw113 13, don’t apply to his children
(b) Answer: require ont TWRI; this wouldn't fit their conspiracy (to affect the defendant and his progeny)
2 N79722:7'p —if a 103 who generates %150 (by impregnating a nwy1) isn’t Yonnn, then these 0*1y, who only at-
tempted to generate %n but weren’t successful, certainly shouldn’t be rendered n’5%n
(a) Rejection: this line of thinking would uproot all of 'nm1t 07 (and play into hands of mp1y)
¢ If: they testify that someone killed inadvertently-> is liable for exile to vopn
i Source:
1 571 v.2 - excludes onnn
2 »77v"p —if a murderer, who acted intentionally, isn’t exiled; then they, whose intent wasn’t an act — don't exile
(a) rejection: perhaps a murderer isn’t exiled to prevent himgaining n793; perhaps their “lesser” act warrants 0992
II  Analysis: difficulties with the wording of the nwn (based on assumption that man is a stand-alone text)
a  mwnstates “pamir 0wy 01PN T¥5” — but here, they are not punished in class nynmr o1y fashion - they get man
b Implication of "1 mwn is that every case until there is not a case of 1"y
i Answer: assumption is incorrect and man is a continuation from &’ pyTML :
1 115 na oo get a different mode of execution than she would have; and there are other 1"y who don’t get
nnt T at all, rather man...
III  xnralisting 4/5 exceptions which apply to 1y (including our two)
a  #3:don’t pay 1913 — since it is a N793 (as per 2717 YV 11 HRYNW " on v. 5)
i Tangent: clarification of dispute p”n/" if it is pr1 ™7 or Pt *n7 — all agree it’s N193,; whose wa1 used to measure value?

1y mwn ahead
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#4: not sold as »”y (if stole and can’t pay back)

i

ii

NP7 "T's supposition: only if the accused had money; since he wouldn’t have been sold, neither are they

1 However: if he has no funds; even if they do, since he would have been sold, so are they

2 Challenge: they could counter that had he the funds he wouldn’t have been sold ->they shouldn’t be sold
Rather: ®1nn "1 supposed — if either of them has funds, not sold; but if neither has funds, they are sold

1 Challenge (¥27): v. 6 excludes 1"y from 1720

#5 (y79): they don’t pay on their own admission

i

Reason: he sees 1"y as a ©ap and 7103 LIP2 NTIN
1 Support (727): they did nothing, yet pay
2 Additional support (1pr2 73): the money hasn’t left the owner (i.e. no theft took place) yet they’re 2n

IV Additional ruling of 17: omw Ty pays “per his role”
Meaning:

a

1

ii

iii

iv

Possiibilityl: pays per his percentage of the n

1 Block: that's already taught in a kn»12

possibility2: if he alone is mnn, he pays per his percentage of the na

1 Challenge: ruling that 1"y aren’t culpable unless the entire n3 is onn

possibility3 (x37): if he testifies that he lied

1  challenge: once he’s testified, he can’t recant

possibility4: if he admits that he was part of a na that was onn in a particular 772

1 challenge: that counters ", who would exempt them if they admitted (7109 vapa nTIn)

answer: if he claims that he was part of a n> that was nrn and there was a 7”n3 as a result of which they owe money
1  justification: R"70 since he can’t obligate his co-witness, it may not be valid for him - 5"np

www.dafyomivicc.org R © Yitzchak Etshalom 2010




