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For if it is considered damage — P17 ORW ONT

OVERVIEW

The X773 suggests that we can infer from the 1p°11 maX of "7 (specifically Xnvn:
TJoIm ynTam) that 1" maintains P oRY X2 201 KRw P, For if he would
maintain P37 7MY, why mention 01721 ¥TAM Xnunn, when they are already
included in the general category of pr.'

Mmoo anticipates a difficulty:
= (3, 97033 PPN AMNON PPN NIV IINT NPPINT 2) DY ON)

And even though P, who is the one that maintains that 12°1 1°RW pra is

considered a P77, was refuted in 9215277 95, and thus the ruling is that 72> WRW P17
PIOT Tnw IRY; why therefore is there any need to discuss whether X 'Y maintains 12°1 XY P10
P MY or P Y IRY—

mooIn responds:
2:15259X 19AN NN 5297 NN MIPIND %D XN DIPN YON

Nevertheless (even though P11 was refuted), the X713 would prefer to establish

the Xn>"93 of n''9, the father of 7°p11, (even) according to 7°pm. Therefore the X ma
concludes that even if 1" would maintain (as P11 does) that P1°7 P »W 72°1 1°RW 21°7, he would
still include 21 Rnwvnfa, because 121 X121°n7 Xpri Xin. There is no conclusive proof from this
X192 whether 11" maintains 2177 7AW 2% 1KY P10 O PN N NG,

SUMMARY
The X773 attempts to reconcile 7°P11 (who maintains P17 722 12321 11°RY p1°7), with
the Xn>72 of his father 1"7 who enumerates 01 yATAM xnun.?

THINKING IT OVER
Is mooIn question and answer referring to the question of the X3 (11" 720p X7
"127), or to the answer of the X773 (121 X127 X177 Xin)?

! If, however, "1 maintains P1°7 AW WY 12°1 RW Pr7, it is understood why he mentions 701 ¥nTm Xnwns; that
even though they are not a (12°1) 11, nevertheless there is an obligation to pay (because of a 0ip [by 7°12]).

2 If there were a definitive inference from the Xn™72 of 1" that PRI AW IRY 2% 1R P, it would be difficult to
understand why his son P11 would disagree with his father 1"A.

? It is not, however, trying to prove that 1" maintains pi> 72w 1271 WKW P
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