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Who is the Tanoh- prxs 937 98 7982 927 R K273 9397 57990 95T KRin IRN
that argues with Rabi Nechunyoh; either Rabi Mayer or Rabi Yitzchok

Overview

Xinn 27 asked 2R, according to W pH w1 (who maintains that 12 N1pon °27n are
exempt from payment), who is the Xin who argues on 11"217 (who maintains that we
say n"2%p even by mn»>3 »2»n).! The answer was it can be either 2" or *"1.2 Our
moon clarifies what was the question, which &in» 27 posed.

nvoIN asks:
= N2INI 229N NI 229 MDD NITNA YWIPY WIDT NN

It is astounding! For according to %', it is explicitly stated that »'"2 argues with
7" -

= 45951595 %202 DI YT NP 29IN1I 295 PNNINND DI XNY
Since "1 establishes our 1w according to »'', and our m1wn clearly states that

there is a 017 payment even by nInS12 5391, so what is s'71nn 21 question, ‘who argues on
1"217°, when it is obvious that (according to ") it is n"9?!

ND0IN answers:
= 11909 109 INMI 2297 V9V YT 91217 W
And one can say that indeed X1n» 27 knew that 2''9 argues on ;7"217; that is not what

was bothering 71nn 27 -
TPV INN TN 22490 AN DY VST 912910 1108 NI 513297 19D DYPT KON

! According to 9" that 1w nNYpon 271 are MIPWNR WD, so every MNPI3 °20 is automatically N1°po» 21, and he
should be Pm>wnn 105 (not necessarily because of the n73 21°m, but) on account of the mMpHn 21n.
2 n"9 maintains 05w 717, and > maintains that there is no mp» by Mn»> *2»n. They both disagree with 7"217.
3 See previously 2,3°.
4 Our mwn definitely disagrees with 7"217, since it requires a D1p payment by mn»3 21, and according to 71"217, he
should be 7wd on account of n"17p. Therefore, since the 81N of our mwn is »" (according to "), so he is the Xin who
disagrees with 7"217.
5 It seemed unreasonable to 71nn 27 that one individual (7"217) stated a ruling that MN™> >2»n are PM>wWnR MWD,
indicating that the vast majority of the 2°xin (the 1127) disagree with him, when in fact according to 2" almost everyone
agrees with 7"217 (except for »"1 and *"7). The X3 answered that indeed this is the case. See ‘Thinking it over’.
65" maintains that (even) PaW NYP1 °2n0 are a>whn Pws. Therefore, since all M2 21 are NYPYR 2270, so even
though the 7127 may disagree with ;7"217 (who maintains that the n1n*13 21 exempts them from paying) regarding why
they are exempt, but they surely maintain that Nn®13 *21 are exempt (not because of N3, but) because of their 21’1
mpon, which exempts them from paying even if they were 3w (according to 9").
75" maintains that Paw NP 2270 are PMPwna 20, and that is where the 1127 disagree with A"211. According to
7"217 even 1AW (NPPOR) M™%m0 are WD (just like 1w 72 NI 2% are Mw); however according to the 1327
(who maintain that the mn>3 21 cannot prevent payment, only the mp?» 21n), they will maintain that only *2»n
17T NPPOR are o, but not 1AW N1*pn 20, The question of 71n» 21 was just on 9",
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Rather his difficulty was that we cannot say (according to ?"1) that the 3137 argue
with 7"217, however according to "1 it works out well that the 1337 argue with 7"211.

Summary
7ann 27 was astounded why almost no one disagrees with 71"217 (according to "),

except for »"7 and .

Thinking it over
According to mooIn,® who most likely said, 'prx> °27°% n"1 X', and in what tone was
it said?’

8 See footnote # 5.
? See X"wAn.
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