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He answered you properly, for it is written and Yosef recognized

OVERVIEW

The X713 cites the story of the two brothers, that when >77 said he did not recognize
the newcomer, X701 " (seemingly) supported his claim, by saying he is justified in
not recognizing you, etc. Nd01N will explain why it was necessary to justify his
claim; did X701 27 know whether or not he was the (missing) brother?!
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This new brother that came, was born here and lived here together with his

brother *7», and he later went with his father overseas -
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And now when he returned and > told him, ‘I do not know you’, it appears

as a lie -
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For "7 should have known definitely whether he is his brother or not, since he

recognized him previously when he lived here with his father; > should not have
equivocated -
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Therefore x7on 239 said that (nevertheless 1 is not necessarily lying for) he
answered you correctly that he does not recognize you, as we find by no™.

SUMMARY
"7 knew his brother when the brother was younger.

THINKING IT OVER
If > would have said, ‘he is definitely not my brother’; what would/could/should
have been the response of X707 277

" This must have been a known fact that the father left with another son (since we are comparing it to the story of
nov).

2 This does not seem to be an outright denial that he is not a brother, but rather he claimed that he was doubtful
whether he was his brother.

? Perhaps x701 21 should deal more harshly with > (or Xar) for equivocating and not being truthful.
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