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We learnt in the Mishna like the — 912 72¥% 19277 PR 9AKRT X% 12N
one who maintains we do not distribute to the slave, etc.

OVERVIEW

Our X713 states that the 71wn, which believes the testimony of one who claims that
a certain individual received 12170 together with us (when I was a child), [this
ruling] supports the view of 71717 "1 who maintains that 127 °%2 72¥% PP PR, for if
we maintain 127 °92 72V 1PN, perhaps this person was an 3715 72V (and is now
freed). mooin challenges and explains this proof.

nooIN asks:
= RIPINNT NN NXIN PPIIN PPRT NTINY 229 9INRP XD NN 9INRN ON)

And if you will say; but "' did not rule P91 IR, etc. except only by 72170

NNMNT -
- 110n1Y N PYynt

From which we elevate to 19911, therefore in order to insure that we are not 77¥7 an 7av to

1011 we do not distribute Xn>71X7 71170 to him without his master -
- 31’01‘\1’5 131919 19091 1PN 19297 NMINA zpm‘mm PHINN Yan

However our mwn» which we already established that the testimony is only valid

for 31297 m19n, from which we are not 2019 79u%, even " -
- NI 179 T2 NADTY SWUPN SNAN 19 OX) 939 N9 1399 PEINT AN

Agrees that 127 X%2 72¥% 11277 72170 1P210; so therefore the question remains,

but perhaps he is an 3772 72 and received 11377 720 so why do we feed him a21n,
perhaps he is an nNWIY 72V —

mooIN answers:
- SRIYNNT NN 1Y PINY TOPNY 99Y 2N PNNINNT NN NN IND)

And this is a non-issue; for our mwn is discussing a case where indeed the

" If someone is receiving XN X7 770 we are assured that he is a 372 and may marry 1°0n1» (according to those
who maintain 7077°% 31707 1°7v7), for we know that he is not an 3715 72V, since 127 892 PP PR,
? Previously on this Tmy.
3 If one receives 11277 7170 we do not elevate him to 1°onY.
* There there is no concern of being 7117197 79¥» since it is only 11277 N,
> The difficulty the X3 had (if we disagree with >"1) is even if the »7anw Jop is believed, nevertheless he might
have been an 712y (and now he is freed). The answer is that if the 2730w Jvp is believed, the 7mn recipient is
certainly not an 72¥ since the testimony is regarding Xn»7K7 77170 (which we do not distribute to the 72v). The only
issue is perhaps the 97anw Jvp is mistaken (since he is ¥MIVP2 AXW 71 T°Vn), therefore we give the 7m17N recipient
only 71277 7170 (so even if he is not a 172 it is only a 131277). See “Thinking it over’.
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testimony was that he received Xn>9IX7 772190 and therefore there is no concern that he
is an 72y, since by RN»MRT 7m0 we are not 127 X?2 727 P70 according to "™ -

$1929% N12Y9N2 NN 199INNY 19N 19INY NIN
However, the X723 established previously that this testimony is believed only to
feed him 33297 77790 since we do not have two proper 2°7v.

SUMMARY
The testimony in our 7wn is regarding XN™MXT 72170; he is believed only
regarding 71277 727N,

THINKING IT OVER

We are not sure whether this 7V (in our 71w») is testifying properly 1n1vp2 AR 71
(it is possible he never received m11n), therefore we only give him 71217 7mn.°
What is the X723 asking, perhaps he is an 72v; indeed he may be an I \nnwIv 729,
and in fact he may have never received 72170, therefore we only give him 7m17n
11277. Why is giving 11277 72170 to an [Dnnwiw] 72y different from giving 72170
11277 to someone who may not even be a 173 [72v]?!

6 See footnote # 5.
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