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What is he informing us — % ynwn R ORR

OVERVIEW

The X7n3 cites a dispute between [727] X271 and »aX regarding the mwn of 17 a3
m>°% "7 w"¥w 73 "9, According to 2K (and X70m 27) the Xn>*12 is (also) teaching us
that 7%mn2 nawa Hwa% amn. However X211 maintains that he was already 2°va (a
complete 17°¥2) before naw. The X nx asks, if he was 2°va, what is the Xn»2
teaching us. Mmo0In qualifies the question of the X7,

When the &3 asked 2"np *Xn it did not mean what the Xn12 in general is teaching us,' but
rather what is it teaching us -

S0PYraTa 9991 XY DI9IXT 1PIT INaw NI 1Y VDT INDA
With the fact that it mentioned 'naw sy 7v'; why did the ¥n»™ 2 find it
necessary to mention this, for we cannot say that the Xn>92 mentions N2w XX 7y,
regarding that the four nights must be consecutive, as I previously explained.

SUMMARY
The question of 7"np *&n is, why mention w"%1m 7v.

THINKING IT OVER

Why does the X3 ask this question (?"»p *Xn) which according to N0 means
why does the X092 mention "X 7Y, now. Seemingly this was the whole proof
of* "1 and for some reason X2 did not accept it,” so why ask® it?’

' The Xn>2 in general is teaching us that we can attribute all the blood during the first four nights to 27 na o7; that
she is 7770.

*1If it is only teaching us the 9’7 of 27102 07 (see footnote # 1), it should have merely stated m>"% '7, omitting 7v
v,

3 See *xn 11"7 'o1n X,1 [TIE footnote # 4]. The Xn»72 in 7171 teaches that we do not require o°91¥".

* See *xn 7"7 X,) 'O,

3 Ibid. X271 maintains that w"¥ 79 teaches us 191¥1 and he either did not know of the Xn>12 or felt it was not X2°9X
XNo2777, so what is the X3 asking again?!

% Or at least (if X217 did not know of the ¥n»72 [see footnote # 5]) mention the Xn»92 in 771

" See TR KW,
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