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OVERVIEW
Our mpo1n discusses the identity of this *XnX 27.

- 2NNy DYYY PNI ONAN 29 13507 NN 12 ININY 13539 WOV 109 NY
It is not as the 2'"'2w9 maintained that this is the 783 SXnR 29 who authored the

NINONW -
- NAN 29 “DOWD INNN 29 *1999 7Y 5932 1IWY NIYN 799 DINTINN Y3 9103 2>

And he lived after all the 2°87128, and therefore the syntax in the entire o'"w

changes when he is mentioned, like X''9 799 or R''% ¥WWB; this is not so -
= 19929 Yy NNY SYN 29 IND »INY
For here swx 29 responds to the words of "XnX 17; indicating that he lived (at

least) during the time of *w& 27 (or earlier) -
—1MYY DN 7Y RINN Y9I XINN NINY DN 12239 99N NON

Rather, says the n''9 that this "XnX 17 was an X718, and every 87K had his

unique expression; in this case it was X"3 719 and X" v’wo, and we find the same by others -
$(3,09 M) *y9aN A9Y VY (3,20 xnp x33) 1IN 79 NA NN (3,5 prrme) AN 29 NA 910 NS

Like; 1728 529 swore, 3117 'Y wondered, >°2X cursed it.

SUMMARY
RMIX 27 here was an X7I2X (and it is not 1IR3 °XX 27 of the MN7RW).

THINKING IT OVER

Can we perhaps justify the 0"awM, since the X3 does not say WX 27 7% nK
(merely WX 27 1K), that perhaps this 217 from the 71wn was (initially) presented
by an anonymous X71X and later it was attributed to 1IR3 *XnX 217 who stated it
explicitly?°

!'See 79 1"7 2,2p oAt 'oin.

? The mnvxw is a collection of responsa (divided according to the n»w19), each of which begins with the word
XN?RW — it was asked.

? See later R,7.

* Mmoo (seemingly) means that the syntax of X" 7 and X"7 v'w2 is unusual (or that the words 719 and wws are
not usually used in the X773 instead of 7°75, we find 2°n» or 77pnn).

> In all these three expressions the respective 2°x1mx expressed their disagreement with a particular ruling.

® See 29 MR prix> DT,
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