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And they are arguing regarding this — S35ponp RN

OVERVIEW

The X7n3, after citing a X972 which indicates that mMIX pays a w"l, and a
statement by 17 "2 that MM7X pays a 1"1, assumed that both cases are by m717X of a
71, so we see there is a dispute whether there is a mMIX% ax7Y7. Our MOOIN
comments on the proof and the dispute.

nooIN asks:
— TN K92 29 53 $9N) 1YINTA INDING 93 39 NNRYT $1999T 159 Navn

It is astounding! How did the X7 know that they argue?! Perhaps =2 29
5Rp1> (who cited the Xn12 which requires a w"1 payment) is discussing a case
when the 93170 was a 7¥% (therefore he pays a w"1 [for we maintain 7R7V7 @
nMg° (according to everyone)]) and the 27 52 992K (who rule that he pays a 1"n) is

discussing a case where the horse, etc. was not a T¥» (therefore he pays a 1"n like
regular M717%)! However all agree that mMIx? ax7yn wo.

N1B0IN answers:
— %34 53 593K 19 YWY NP SNN 19 ONT 1Y Y

And one can say; that if this is indeed so what is the 29 2 92K teaching us when
they rule that he is only 211 a 1"n; why we would we think otherwise. It is (either) M1M7% (or 7P
for it is 71Wn as the X713 asks shortly).

Mmoo anticipates a difficulty:
— *N3999aN 199 997 *mnny PNY

And one should not be astounded; how is it possible that the 27 °2 "X argue
with the xn>=2 -

mooIn responds:
— 1991 a1 399 297 7NIYN 29 %3 Y9N ONUT

" See “Thinking it over’ # 1..
? Even though that according to the conclusion of the X3 (that they are arguing in the np¥2ma of 0101 1327 and)
they are both discussing 79X &?; nevertheless according to the X1pon that the Xn»12 of >"27 follows the ruling of
010M0, there is reason for the 27 °27 "R to refute this Xn*72 and follow the view of the 7127; however now that we
assume that both the Xn™72 and the 27 °27 "X are following the view of the 1127 (for it is only according to the 1127
that there could be an issue whether M17117%% IX7Y77 @ or not), then obviously if 79X X7 there is only a 1"n payment
due. See [TXA] X"wn.
? See “Thinking it over’ # 2.
4 ORI 12 "1 cited a Xn>»13; the Xn3 states PRPII® 72 917 107, An XK cannot argue with a X2,
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For generally when it states ‘the academy of 29 stated’, it means the academy
stated this ruling in the name of 31,° and 31 has the status of a Xin, and he can
argue (even) on a Xn>72.

moon offers an alternate solution:’
IND2H 19990 132N NY INOPWIN 9391 XN 229 22 33 KT BIUN 9123 IN
Or you may also say; since this Xn*93, cited by %Xpin> 92 °n1 was not taught in

the academies of R'"'91 11''9, we cannot cite it as a refutation to a differing opinion of
(even) an R7NK.

SUMMARY

The X773 assumed that the 27 °2 X must be discussing a case of 7V™X; otherwise
what is the novelty of his ruling. We cannot refute the 27 °2 >k from the Xn»92
either because 3291 Xin 27, or this Xn»12 was not taught X" X1 ' 02,

THINKING IT OVER

1. mooin asks that how does the X713 know they are both discussing 7v>X; perhaps
only the Xn™2 is discussing 7vX.'"’ Seemingly if only the X2 is discussing
7y, there is an even greater resolution to the query;'' for there is the 92 from
which we can infer that Mg 78797 ¥ (and no one argues).'”

2. What is the connection between the first question and answer of n1901n and the
second"’ question and answer?

5 See 1"w1 2,1 PV
6 See 2,1° 17730 that 27 %2 "R refers to X137 27, and see X,1P P2 that 297 7170 X1InT 2.
7 This will justify the dispute even if this was not said in the name of 27. [Alternately see X, M2 '0)n that 13
did not consider 27 to be a Rin.]
¥ It is possible that Moo knew that it was not X" 11" *2 21, or since the 27 *27 > (which may not be 21 [see
footnote # 7]) argue with it, this indicates that it was not X"=1 1" "2 *1nn.
? See X,Xnp 721 (at the very bottom). Only the min»93, which were taught in the academies of X" "3 were
considered authentic statements of the o°Xin. The authenticity of other n1n*"12 was somewhat questionable.
1 See footnote # 1.
' Perhaps the X723 meant to say that there is at least one opinion who clearly maintains MM1%% X797 W,
"> See v "1 and 7"R # 11,
1 See footnote # 3.
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