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But there are witnesses in NN — NYTIND 9770 NN

OVERVIEW

The 71127 asked X701 29; how can you void the w1 7P of the first (brother)
since it 1s presently not a 5", but there are witnesses in N X that on that
particular day when the 7217°p took place it was worth a 8" w?! Our moo1n
discusses what the 7127 meant when they said there are witnesses in N*7IX.
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We cannot explain that when the 1127 said N X2 >770 RX2°XM they meant

that we should be concerned that perhaps there are witnesses that it was
worth a 5™ on that day and therefore we should not invalidate the Pw17p -
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For if this is indeed so, then there is no end to this concern, for there is

always a concern that perhaps somewhere there are witnesses that it was worth a 5"

on that day -
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And we cannot either explain that they meant but there are actually

witnesses who know that at that moment it was worth a ' -
— 999179 NN DT HYT NVIVIT

For obviously in this situation it would be proper to be stringent and verify
what these witnesses know, and certainly not to invalidate this Pw17°p.

mooIn offers his solution:
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Rather, it seems to the "' that when they said "7 823X NY'; they meant -
1090 N1H3 IN NNIND DITY YOV 1PN K

There is a rumor that there are witnesses in N’MIX or overseas that it was
worth a 70179, Therefore since it was only a rumor, X701 27 discounted it.

" See “Thinking it over’.

? Seemingly this question is not understood, perhaps indeed there is always this concern, just as according
to PR1MW there is always the concern of *122 5" ®nw. Others say since X701 21 disagrees with 2Xmw (and is
not concerned >712 VD W XAW), the 1327 would not challenge him with a question based on s"2XMW view
(that a Xmw is a cause for concern). The X"wann explains that it seems the source of their contention was
based on the testimony of the mother; otherwise they would not have challenged X701 21. If their question,
however was that we should be concerned for 07y (without a basis as N190IN us suggesting), then this
concern should be even without the testimony of the mother. See 71"nX.

? The 1121 knew that there were 0¥ in "™ who could testify that it was a 5"w.

* See n'"n3; the phrase 0°71 N3 T2 W is referring to the case of X111 ', where he was told that there are 27y
*"7372 who know that the daughters of PXvw were captured (see 277 "7 >"w).
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SUMMARY

We are certainly not concerned that there may be 2’7y, elsewhere; if we
know that there are 2°7v elsewhere, it should be investigated. If there is a
rumor that there are 0°7¥ elsewhere; that is the dispute between X701 27 and
the 7127.

THINKING IT OVER

mooin asks’ if we are concerned that perhaps there are 0°7v in N (even if
we are not aware of them), then 710 1277 7°X; meaning that there will always
be a concern of W 7R 290. Seemingly this is not so. If at the time of Pu7Tp
it is determined that it is not a " then there will be no 7"217°p at all!

In addition even if we always need to be concerned, why is this referred to
as M0 1272 PR?! This concern can be addressed; every w1 will be
required to give a v3 (or to make a new PW7°p with a ™) even if it is Mo
a"wn!

3 See footnote # 1.
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