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For we learnt; Rabi Akivoh said, etc. — 991> 2P 20 %N RYINT

OVERVIEW

The & m3x challenges 27, who maintains that a 213 is 71 through o°9v2 wX° (alone),
from a statement of X2°py " in a Xn»72. Previously1 1727 (also) stated that vIX> is
7P, and the X 3 there challenged 727. Our mpoIN discusses the different
challenges posed to 7127 and 27 (who both maintain *1p WIX>).
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The X723 could have challenged 739 previously from all these challenges that

the X713 poses here against 29 -
= 2499 79919 819 "N a5 Hruy 72997 1NN N

And the X713 could have challenged 29 here from all the challenges that were
previously posed against 729 —

Mmoo offers an explanation, why indeed the &7n3 did not do so:
- swm Y2931 1YY 799 415?): »NT N7 NON

However since 727 was discussing ©X° by a 3213, the X713 challenges him from

1A issues -
- S5hnY N30 PRV 39 Y N 72307 9935 79999 199 XN ©233a 999917 299
And the X713 prefers to challenge 29, who is discussing ?1X> by a 213, from 213

issues. Even though there is no logic to differentiate regarding vx> between a 213 and
aom.

Mmoo offers an alternate explanation as to the manner of these challenges:
- N3 1WAPI YHTNIN N33 IUPINY 12T TV

And additionally these challenges were established in the X913 as they were
actually posed in the 7''2m92.

'x,0.
% The X3 asks on 27 here from ¥"9, and on X,no from the NN**72 of MMM A1RY 772V 77 and AR K27 2.
* The X3 there asked from y»n 213 and (on 2,70) Y137 X9 N2P.
* 791 cites as support for his view the 109 of 72°131 NX 22w and the 7awn of D3y Hnan.
> See footnote # 3.
0991is referencing the 71w of 121 21147 PX.
7 See footnote # 2.
¥ See “Thinking it over’ # 3.
? Seemingly this means that it just so ‘happened’ that they presented only these challenges to 727 and the others only
to 27. The &7nx7 7707 left it as it was initially presented. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 1.
1

TosfosInEnglish.com




X107 "7 'on 2,70 P2 .7"02

1WOPY WY NN 539 119PY NN TADT WP 2037 NONNN TI9NY S8 1N 1NN
The X773 could have challenged both of them (727 and 27) from that Xn>72 of
TR ::;,10 from which "1 later challenges "' (who maintained *1p wIX°).

SUMMARY

The X732 asked the question regarding ¥IX* by 1213 213 according to what 271 7129
were discussing respectively, even though there is no logic to differentiate between
them. Alternately; the questions were recorded as they were originally posed.

THINKING IT OVER

1. moon second explanation'' is seemingly not satisfying, for the issue moves
from the X737 7707 to the X an *%va who actually asked these questions. Why did
they not ask all the questions to both parties?

2. Is mooin last comment,'> according to both explanation or only according to one
of them?

3. m»doIn states there is no logic to differentiate between a 213 and a 1713 regarding
anp v However the X3 previously'* mentioned a dispute between nwnw
and the 13127 regarding N7, where according to "9 there is no ¥X* by a 213 even
if it was known he was WN”D,lS but by a 1713 there is W, and the 7327 maintain the
opposite, so we see there is a difference between 12131 213; how can we reconcile
this which n991n maintains and what the X723 states?'

' See 2,m0. See “Thinking it over’ # 2.
' See footnote # 9.
12 See footnote # 10.
13 See footnote # 8.
" a0.
15

See X,7p.
16 See TN "won XK # 55.
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