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This one, is because it occurred on it own, etc.

Overview

The X773 cited three sources (from three different X7 mR) for the rule of
79°212 D°%oUn O°HY; a) MINDW° by an PN 0IR, b) 09w XY 19707 by a w"'w,
and c) 17 7 nam by a naw M. The Xna first explains why we cannot
derive a from b, nor b from a. The X 1) continues that we cannot derive c
from a and b because one (a) is 12w X7 and the other (b) is X7 nn. It is not
clear whether the X7n3 means we cannot derive ¢ from a and b individually
or collectively. ma0n will explain the intention of the X na.
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The meaning of these refutations (2w X?7 D1wn X7 and X217 W Xi) is
that we could not derive the ruling of 7212 %5V %va by a MY W
from one of these (27X or v"v) individually.2 However from both of them
together ([m1n2w°] 07X and [09w° X7 79707] w"W) it can be derived through
a 737 7 (a common factor)’ -
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However the X7 was not concerned to carry on and be that particular
in this issue.*

Summary
When the X3 states that " cannot be derived from 27X and w'"® it means

individually; however it could be derived collectively.

Thinking it over
Does m»doIn mean to say that we can derive M from w"w1 7R with a 7X73 71
or that any of them can be derived from the other two with a 77 fn; and if

so can the %77 70 be refuted?5

" The term %3 is (usually) used to negate an alternate (and more obvious) interpretation. It would seem
that the X773 intends to tell us that MW cannot be derived from a7X and w"w collectively.

2 1t cannot be derived from 7m72 w1 797 for there it is 172w X%, and not from 9w X5 719707, for there it is
X?1; as opposed to M where it is MW and not X7 0.

3 If we would say that it cannot be derived from D78 where it is 2w X% we will say 721 w"w (where it is
maw). If we would say that w"w is X1 we would answer 11°51 27x% and "21 771 °R1 R, The mwi 7 is that
both are o°p>1 and 79°212 D°9ovn 0°7Y3, the same is true by TW. See overview to (R,2 77) 82 7" 7.

* The commentaries explain that truthfully the 73:1 7 could be refuted as well (see end of this footnote),
however the &3 did not feel it necessary to be so particular since each of the a°X7X felt that the rule of
79°212 0¥9ovn 0°%¥1 could be derived only from their 109 (and not from the others). It was sufficient for the
X773 to make a general RmM>™¥ in order 770 777372, The 8370 of this 7¥7 77 is that both *117 078 and 01X
by a w"w are X ow X? relative to maw . See 71"»XR. See ‘Thinking it over’.

* See 21 X M7 NI.
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