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But it states; four - %INP YRR XM

Overview

The X713 cited a X072 in which 1wnw " stated that we give apiva to four types of
072y who are freed from their master in different Ways;1 three for men and three
for women. The X072 concludes that there cannot be four by men, because there is
no 711’02 IX°X> by an WX and there cannot be four by a woman for there is no 7¥°¥9
by a woman. nww 27 asks on "1 (who maintains that an 7°72v77 7K is NN IRYY
2X77) from this Xn»12 which states that there are only four mx°x> ( np 521 ,wWw
y¥I12 78T and 1°32°0) however according to 2" there are five mx°¥> (there is also
ax7 nn°n). 'oIn discusses from which (word) ‘four’ does nww 27 ask on B 2
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It seems to MooIn that nww 27 infers not like "9, from this which the Xn>1a

states, ‘and you cannot say four by either of them’, the proof is from the second
‘four’ in the ¥n»"2 -

- *yn99 MYINDT NINNT YNPYNT
For the expression of 'Jn 71X 7y2K 917 212° 70X °XY, indicates that w" (the Rin
of the Xn>72) intends to enumerate all the mx>x> possible.

mooIn rejects the alternate explanation:
- 41117 072391 NYAIN NPT P297T 9129195 XD

But we cannot say that nww 11 is inferring (not like "), since the Xn»2 states,

"2 23PNIYR AYAIR'; the first 'AyaIx' in the Xn»2; moon refutes this -
- 599599 NI (x,30 91 NOVIVT 72 P92 99N NNT

" Both an 12y 72y and an 7°12y7 7K are freed after six years (1) or if 921 occurs during the six years (2). In addition

a ¥x11 goes out with 117X NN (3 ), and an 777237 7K goes free 1101 (4).

2 We cite the Xn*2 in its entirety; 0°12°0 PRW 97 TR '7 W7 2127 ANK ORI TWRA N WORI 2 077 DP°Ivn 1T IR R

WK 7YX PR wORA. It says "7 (four) twice.

’ By saying in such an exclusive manner Jn 'X2 '7 % 912° X"X), this means that there is no way to mistake his

intention; there is no other 7x*¥, thereby excluding ar:71 nn>» which would (according to 7"1) add a fourth %% to an

7"12y7 R, which w1 is definitely excluding.

4 Seemingly this would also indicate that there is no ax7 nn°n2 IR°Y; for otherwise there would be oi? o°poavn ownan.

> The issue there was whether one may bring ashes (79X) instead of earth (19¥) for the 71v10 process. The X723 cited a

statement by 2Xynw> " 0Wwn 1M " that there are three places where the P109 says one thing and the *10n 7wn? 7377

rules different. (w"»y). If we are to assume that one can bring 79X instead of 15 there would be a fourth case of 7377

XIpPnn NR NP, The RIn3 answers 7Y Rin; it is not necessary to assume that he mentioned all the cases where 71377

7N DR NIPw, but rather he left out some cases. We see from there that even when a number is mentioned (it said

nmpn awhwa), nevertheless we can say 7™ Xin. Therefore here too we cannot say that nww 21 inferred from the
1
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For the X771 in the end of the second P99 of w0 N0 answers, 'YW Xin' -
$NPRN NN NI 199N MINMIPN /13 1399DRT NN 233 NI NINT 23 YY 9N

Even though a number was taught; this is regarding this which was taught
that in three places the 715977 uproots the pies.

Summary
The inference (of "1np '7 XM) 1s from the second 7, which is more specific. One can

say 7™ Xin even if a number is mentioned.

Thinking it over

The first four of the Xn>>72 are (7nX2) PO (VXII12) IR NN°n 72 ,ww (from
which, md0I1n says, we cannot exclude 287 nn°» by nX). Perhaps we can say that
when w"3 said j7n 782 "7 % 712 R"X) he is referring to these first ‘four’; those
four cannot be ascribed to the nnX (since 7R AY°X7 PX), but perhaps there is
another 7X°¥> by 71X (which is not included in the first ‘four), which is 287 nnn’ 2!

first ‘four’, for there too we can still say 7w Xin; we must therefore say that he infers it from the second ‘four’
which is very restrictive and not open for exceptions.
® In the X3 there the word is 'napw’, not NP1, (See *"wA there NP 1"7.)
7 See mwn noma.
2

TosfosInEnglish.com



