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Rather, if it was — HRYAR AR FITITY 27 MR VANK 97T ANK R KON
taught, this is what was taught: >''1 said in the name of Shmuel

OVERVIEW

Initially 701 21 cited a statement of 2X1w which 7o 27 heard from 777° 27. Then
noY 27 challenged this statement that 777> 29 said in the name of “Xwnw, and
concluded that we must rephrase this statement that 7717 27 said in the name of
X1, Our MooN (in the heading) offers the correct text reading in our X7na.

S9N N NION 19INRP 1799 0 29 NNT 90 29 13909 X
But the text do not read; X1 MR 77177 27 IR N 39 IR ;IANK 7 INK R KON,
but merely PX1Ww MR 7717 271 K without mentioning 7o 27, since it is 721 29

himself who is stating '2%nX 58 XK', that the statement of PXMWw =R 777 27 requires a
revision.

SUMMARY
The text reads 121 77977 27 WK IMNK 977 ANKR R RPKX (Without mentioning 70 27).

THINKING IT OVER
It is apparent that there were other text which included the name 701 217 in the °X
70X o nR (for otherwise Moo1n would not have to negate that ¥07°3); how can
we explain that X077

!'If an outside party (would ask the question on YX12w X 773 27 X A0 27 X and) would conclude that X X9R
TMNR "7 MNK, then it is plausible that the text should read 121 9nR 7o 27 KR (that we must revise that which we
heard from no1° 27); however now that it 101 27 who is revising the statement (that he heard from =nX] 777> 27
[>%1w), in what context is he mentioning his own name. See ‘Thinking it over’.
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