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Four primary categories of damages — 95T M2R VAN

OVERVIEW

The literal translation of 121 MW 1°2°11 MaR Y2 1s: ‘four 1PP°11 M2X, the MW, etc.’
(which makes for slightly awkward reading). The 71wn should have inserted the
word "1771' (after the word 7°°11), which would then be translated as: ‘There are four
[17] P11 M2R; the MW, etc. (which reads easier). Our M»doIN will be discussing the
omission of the word 3.

- PP MAR NIV WYY 33 INI1)3) XN 1195 10 90 NYT NNYT SN
There are places where the 71wn does not state the word '31' — ‘there are’; as
here in our 71wn. The 7Iwn does not state, ‘there are four P11 MAX’, but rather
‘four P11 M2aX’. And we find this later in the X9%3 concerning ‘thirteen nJaN

1?12 where XX ' does not state 17 1°P°11 NAR TWY WHW -
= (3,10 97 M1>93) NI 29DINN NYIINI)Y

And similarly in the 71w of 7992 5907 IY2IN; it does not state 71" -
- (4,00 71 Mynaw) 10 PADIY NYAIN INDTI 17 SINPT NNINT SN

However there are places where the RXin does state '37'; as it is written in the

mawn, there are four PR’ -
= (ovI N3 97 mwn wxy) 19 DY SYNI NYIINY

And similarly in another mwn it states, ‘there are four 2w SWRY’. moon is
seemingly stating that we cannot ask why certain times the Xin inserts the word 17" and omits
them in other instances. It is a matter of individual choice of expression, as the Xin deems

appropriate. This concludes the mo0n proper.
=19 DY SYNY 7T NPT 1N PP MAN NYAIN 9INP NI INNN 99NN ON) .3]1’5))

(A marginal addendum. The 17°%3 asks: and if you will say; why did not the miwn
state, ‘There are P11 NaR IYa9R’, as it states in a mwn elsewhere, ‘There are '7
2OIW SWRY’; why does our 73wn omit the word 171?

The 71°73 answers:
= AT N9 DTN N DN MAN YAIN 19905 NIX N2 NIV 91995 v

And one can say; that the 71w» is only coming to teach us that concerning these

!'2,71mp%. See ‘Thinking it over’.

2 The X3 there cites the statement of X*Y2X " in which he enumerates thirteen 1’11 M2R (including the four of our
wn).

’ Tt seems that when they copied from the manuscripts of noo1n for printing, this addendum was found in the
margins of a manuscript and the printer indicated it as such. It is not known who the author is.
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four maR, the characteristics of one is not similar to the characteristics of the

other. The mwn is not coming to teach us that there are max '7 (in which case the word 17
should have been inserted). Rather the 71w» assumes that we are aware of the 1°p°11 max '7 (since
they are written explicitly in the 771n). The 71wn is (merely) teaching us that the characteristics of
these 1°°11 MR "7 (which we are already aware of) are not similar to each other.

The 1°%3 has a difficulty with this reading of the 7awn:
- 531 9311 XY NAYO IR )17 NI 72997 X3%3NY NIN NINNT NN *NNNaT NYp NYD)

Ant there is a slight difficulty, for it is evident in the X973 that the Xin of the
mwn is specifically interested in enumerating the number of 7°p°11 NM2X, since the

X712 there asks, ‘and why does not the Xin of our mwn teach us these nmax of
XywX’. The thrust of the question indicates that the 71wn should merely mention them, but not to
explain how these thirteen are 17 °X12 17 °X1 K?. [Alternately, concerning the Max of XYW " we
cannot state 77 °X12 17 °X1 XY, by all of them.] If the intent of our 73wn is (only) to state that the
P11 MAR are 77 K7D 177 °R7 RY, it is obvious why the Xin of the 71wn does not enumerate the MAax
of X>ywX " [where (many of them) are 777 X712 737 °X1]. This proves that the intent of the Xin was

to teach us the number of Pp>11 Max;” therefore the question remains why the Xin did not state '17'".

The 11°23 concludes:
:(JND 1Y .19 59DINM NYIIND JHIUNRT 17 235 N9T DN YT 999 U3 199

Therefore we may (have to) say that there are places where the Xin does not
state '31' (even when it is appropriate) as we find concerning the 71wn of nw2a9N
71922 o where it does not state '177'. Up to this point was taken from a 1723.

SUMMARY
The use of '17' is arbitrary.

THINKING IT OVER

All the sources nooIN cites are from nrIwn,° except for the [Rn»72] X723 of MaxR a™
TP, Why does mson cite a &n>™3 for support,” and even to the extent that he
mentions the Xn>72 before the supporting 71wn (of 7792 0N AY2IX)?

* 2,7 mpb.

> This explains why the X733 there asks (since the Xin is enumerating max), why did he not also include the thirteen
M2y of XYW .

® It is more appropriate to cite other n¥awn in support of, or in opposition to the syntax of the n1wn, than citing
mn»73, which may have a different syntax than nyawn.

7 See footnote # 1.
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