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The spillers of blood are linked, etc. - 991> 2T e 11!:?,71.'!

Overview

The Xn»72 teaches that we derive from the 2105 of “van aAnXY (which is written by
791 172a3v) that by all o7 *29W that they are beheaded X7 j». Our mvOIN
discusses the need for this ?109.
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The X723 could have said, ‘this is acceptable according to the one who
maintains that i is more severe that 7°°0/3777, however according to the one
who maintains P17 is more lenient than 7°°0/377, etc.

Summary
The %713 could have asked that if par7 is 9P we do not require the P05 of Ivan 7K.

Thinking it over
Why does m»on assume in our X3 that we derive 702 27 "20W from n93y

7917Y, when in our X773 it states IRILT 72 D27 22D AR ININT 12 1207 71, but it makes
no mention that we derive 70 at all?!

" This mooIn should (seemingly) precede the previous i 1"7 '010 (see 727 779X).

% See mdOIN previously on this.7my [in TIE] 3"nX1 7"7. This n901n is (seemingly) assuming that (even in our X713)
the wp i1 teaches us (not only that 770 is IXX7 17, but also) the entire ruling that °»7 "29W are punished 702 (as the
X713 states in 2,21 P17730). Therefore NwoIn asks if we maintain that pan is 9 we can derive that a 7¥17 is punished
by 70 from the op1 op1 P05 which is written by an 1v1> 72y (see the sources mentioned previously), and we do not
need 7wan AnRXY. [If however pan is 7n than 70, it is understood that without 9¥an 7nXY we may think that only by
killing an 72y, one receives 70, but by killing a 17117 12 he will receive pin, therefore we do need 7van anX1 that he
too receives 7°°0.] See ‘Thinking it over’.

*In 17710 it says, TNILT 11 APV R AR WX 1) M2 1277 71, however by us it merely states AR IR M 27 00
RN M 2°n7 29 and makes no mention of 770.
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