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Was not X%71°9X from PR °12 — 77 ORI RY RN

OVERVIEW

The &7n3 cited a Xn>»12 which mentions 21°X (and ?X>72 72 X1°2R) among those that
7"KD 2101, seemingly indicating that 21°R was a >33, The X773 responded; ‘but
was 98272 12 X3OR (who is also mentioned) not a “Xw>’! We must therefore
conclude that they may have been °"12 but they were &21nn for 7", Our N1BOIN
discusses the ramifications of this response.
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It seems that it is obvious to our X713 that X292 32 X)71°°% was from "12 -
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Therefore it seems that regarding the X nx in the first P22 of "'y noon, which

states -
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smw7 7792 and Sn»p7 7913 should come and testify regarding >x=w> that they

observed the whole Torah entirely; in that X3 -
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We are not o713 there, ‘and ®X>72 32 X%7998’; his name is omitted.

Moo comments on a related issue:
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And it seems that the X923 there (in 1"y 'on, which implies that 991%1 7772 were
from 1"IX) agrees with the one who states that 21°K lived in the time of 2pw» -
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' The expression "M 7XIw™ WY Y272 12 RITOR Tavw >; indicates that it was obvious (to whoever made this
statement) that (in his opinion) X17°78 was certainly a HRw>.
? The X2 there states that 7"2p7 said to the 7" that some of you should come and testify that the *"12 were a»pn
the 77n. Among the people mentioned were *mwi 7772 and Nyt 19 (who were two of s'a1X friends; the third
being 9X%372 12 ¥1°7R). In some texts the name of X328 was also mentioned. Based on our X713 here, N19oIN rejects
that X077,
? According to our X3 here X171°9X was 9Xw; there 7"2p7 was referring to 7™K.
* See n"m1 who states that X may have been even 7wn "2 (for the Twp2 of 7wn was that there be no new o°X°21
amongst "X, but the present ones continued [as evidenced by ov?1]); what npoIn rejects are those views that 218
could have been later than 7wn. See ‘Thinking it over’.
> On this Ty,
% If arx did not live 2Py »°2 but rather like the other opinions (that 21X lived some time after 7wn), how is it
possible that 79181 7792 were 03, since they are counted among the 7™ °X°21, and there were no 7"R X231 after 7wn.
Therefore we are forced to say that 21X was 2py° "»*2, and 191%) 7722 lived then also and were 7" *X*21.
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for the X2 later states that from the time of mw» and onwards the 190w did
not rest on 2'"oy.

SUMMARY
T91¥) 7792 were from "X and X17°7% was from 287, The 3 in 1"Y maintains that
7°77 2P 12 21K (for there was no 71"IX °X°21 after 7wn).

THINKING IT OVER

According to moon that 21°X (and 9% 7772) lived 2py° "2 and so (presumably)
did ®77°9x;” how is R179X from *"12; we do not find him mentioned anywhere in the
77N as a descendent of 2py™ prxe A

7 See footnote # 4.
8 See (however) X3°5% 77 *"w1 and 7",
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