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I do not need them - UT9 NIDMIX K RIN

Overview

The X na related that X217 went to greet 2py> 92 [RAR] (7A112) ", but prx® 92 yan1 27 did
not go, saying that X217 may need the services of the Xm?73 w1 but I do not. There is
a dispute between *"w7 and n1v0IN why °"217 did not require the services of the v
Xm>3 (and who was prx° 12 1am 27).

= (%7197 PN 12101 YN 9NINRTI NN NNIWI 23T NNNN PNXS 93 19NI 297 DIVNIPA YWD
“""w9 explained that 5''23 was the son-in-law of the (778°@1) XnY»3 w9 as the R
states in 2w W POD -

- DAY 92 11N 29 XY NIDIAY DN )N 29 IWVI1E
So according to s""v1 explanation when the X973 mentions 1''9 only (without his
father) it is >''219 -
= RIMDH Y9 227 NNN NIN PINI 29 DNOT YHIYN (x,73p pon) AVINNI 9IY¥NAT
For in 2wm <wn P9 it is indicated that an® 1" is the son-in-law of the ws9
NP —

mooin disagrees with >"wAo:
= 199N (3,0 97 parey) YNINININY ) P9927 NN PPN

And it does not appear to be correct, for in 7INXIW 5% P99 the X713 states -
= 1203 297 NP N2 225 NIFT ININN PN 92 1IN) 29 0N
5'"219 sat behind 829 and X219 sat before 1''9; it is evident that >"217 and 1" are different
people -
- 1150 NIND OY NI 23D (3,m 97 ow) PO PYIY P93 19
And similarly in 105 P2y P92 regarding the statement that 1% was an P87 2y -
= 2DNYY 92 1N 29 13290 IND DN 1INI 397 YHPWYN
It seems that an® 1" is not the same as ''211 -
= NYOYW 92 NA29Y PNYY 92 19N 29 NINAWUN 22 (3,05 1Py NIIYN P91 199

And similarly in 79257 P99 regarding the story where 9''211 found '3 -
= 99Y7 192 199 379N 227 NANPAN NP 1INT

! The x> there states, 21 X7 R°W1 *27 Inn 7an3 277 0wnY; it is apparent that *"w" maintains that prx> 92 701 21 of
our X121 is the same 1" in the X723 in P2In.

2 The X3 there reads; Ny» R7X PR 92 YR 27 72 PPNR MWK IR M3 T2 0PN WKW 7 YIRT OV 71372 Tam3 29 9K,
It was 1"1 who made the statement and "217 who challenged it, proving that they are not the same person.

3 The Xm3 there reads; IR 1K "X 7997 7K W 719977 "X 7950 27 RANPOR "R 7177 RNDRW 12 X277 RS 92 PR 29 7HOWNR
79977 JAMA 297 AW X7 27 AR MR RNNAN NRT 13277 7997 1PR. We see that °"217 asked w27 whether the 79777 is so or
not, and w"21 responded that I maintain 73977 PX however the 1127 who came from X1inm» said that 1" said in the name
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That he was standing in the doorway of a synagogue, and similarly in many

places it is evident that >"211 and 1" were not the same person.

mooIn offers his view:
=YY 29 HY 1aN NN DND INI 29 XNT APY? 93 1903 29 XIN DND 19N 39 NON

Rather we must say that ano 1" is 2pws 92 1''9, since ano 21 is the colleague of
AL

- HYY 29 DY 1930 NIN APY? 92 19N) 2947 SRV 1NY1TA NI NIHWIYA)Y
And in many places in %2197 7920 it is evident that 2pw 92 1" is the colleague
of w"1 -
= 9NN 19N 29 1DEN 9P91NIYWI XIN 2PY? 92 19N) 29 DIPMN DIV 99511 1PN 1YY DY ON

And also in our (°722 771%n) ©"'w, it never mentions >''217 unless he is mentioning

alongside °"217 another 1''9; either -
= NT01 29 92 19N) 29 N PN 92 N1 29

PIRY 92 1" or 17'"9 92 1" to differentiate between the two 1"7, however when there is no other
1" we refer to 2py° 721" as ono 1.

maon responds to the anticipated difficulty:®
$0NY P98 NN KDY NN WY IND NIDMIK KD PNYY 93 119N 39 NI 9NIRPT N

And this which 3219 said here, ‘I don’t need them’, that is because he was
wealthy, and so he did not need them.

Summary
According to >"w1 it seems that prx> 72 1"7 is N0 1", however according to MooIN

it is 2p¥° 921" who is ano 1",

Thinking it over
moon offers various proofs that pr¥® 92 1"7 1s not and 1"7. Which are the most
convincing to you?

of 1" that 72%7. It is evident that >"217 who is speaking with w"27 is not the same as ono 1.
4 See (for instance) later on 2,27 where there are two np12nn between w1 1". However we are not certain which 1"
this is, therefore nvoIN cites immediately the *»7w17 that it is 2py> 12 1"
3 See 0"77 3" MAND MY (from TN WIDR R # 112).
® We have now proven that pr¥> 92 1" was not the IX*Ww1 27 ann, so why did he say, ‘I don’t need them’?!
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