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From where do we know this; — 12N3 SINP KDY 1N SINPTR INRR
since the mwn» taught ‘give’ and it did not teach, ‘write’.

OVERVIEW

7°21 21 does agree with X959 217, for if the 7iwn was discussing a ¥ 25w, why does
the 7awn state 0% AR 1N XY 7299 77 NINW 0w 10, which implies that 207 it is
given, it we are discussing a »">w then it is given 011 even if he merely said
12n3." Our Moo explains that we cannot argue that 110 was written for a different
reason.

nooIn asks:
- 299AWY DYWAPN NN 19919 PN 591 ITIANT PIOYNUN 131 SNPT RN IIND ON)

And if you will say; the mw» teaches us by stating 1n, that (even if the n"ow

said 11n), nevertheless we do not force the heirs to free the slave; as the view -
— 19975 PR 131195 YN 199U 51 NY 1307 9N 19291N >95wrera 1997 929

Of 521 who argues on the 3129 in "»%29> 7n%n and maintains that saying n is
not the same as saying ‘free him’, but rather 1n is like 120> where we do not
force the heirs to free the slave.

Mo0IN answers:
- *nnn s9a 0PY NINMD P72 IPINYNRT NON KX PNINNT 990 v»

And one can say; that our 7127 is not coming to teach us regarding the rule of
‘it is a 713 to fulfill the words of the deceased’, meaning -
- XY ON D»PY 0OUAD P92 ON
Whether we force the heirs to fulfill the deceased wishes or not -
- S50 ANNY VI PRT IPINDYNY NIN

! However if we are discussing a X2 then it is understood, for we give it 2»ma only if he said 110, but not by 12n2.

* There is a reason for the 71wn to write 1203 for that teaches us that even by 1202 we give the M mw Tvw if the master
is alive. There is also a reason to write 110 for that teaches us that even if he said 11n the w7 are not obligated to
free the slave (there is no rule of N7 *127 0»pP% M7 in this case [according to °27]). The novelty of 1n (that the
w11 are not required to free the slave) seems more in line with the teaching of the 7awn (that 0% X7 10° X?) than
the novelty of 12n> (that it should be given 2>mn).

3 In our (%,n 77) 177397 P70, When the master said 117w then all agree that we coerce the PwAY to free the slave. If
he said 71w 70w 120> then all agree 1WA DR 1210 7'X; however if he said 110 the 7127 maintain W17 DX 1913 and
17 maintains W17 DR 11D PX.

* See “Thinking it over’.

> Therefore there is no point in writing 1 to teach us that the 2w 1 are not required naA *127 2P, since our TIWA is
not discussing that issue at all. [Our 71wn however is discussing when a 3 may be given over (21, but not x>
nn ), therefore the novelty of 120> would be (more) appropriate, that we give the v3 (2>°12) even by 12n3.]
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But rather the 71wn teaches us the rule that ‘there is no vs after death’.’

mooin offers an alternate answer to the initial question:
NN 19299 NNINDNRT NI

And furthermore our 71w» presumably is according to the 3129 who argue with *27
and maintain that we do force the 0w to free the slaves (if the master said 11n). Therefore we
cannot say that there is a novelty by 11n that we do not force the heirs.

SUMMARY

Our mwn discusses the rule of 71n°2 XY VA "X, but not whether N7 727 0»P% MR,
According to the 1327 we force the heirs to free the slaves (even if it is a R? V)
7n°n) since NI 22T OTPY MXA.

THINKING IT OVER

Moo states that our 7awn is not discussing nni a7 o@p> mun.” However
previously® moon asks (on the question of Jwn &% Xm1), why did not 27 explain the
7Iwn because of Ny >127 2P Mxn, which seems to contradict our moon!’

® This means we cannot use this 03, however it is possible that we force the w17 to free him with a new va.
7 See footnote # 4.

8 xm "7 'on R,

o See (.‘i”DSJ Eokmial '75) 177 97 and XN 172 ('N.‘I) 770 NIX 7"O10.
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