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It was also stated, etc. _ w533 omy TamneR

OVERVIEW

The X713 initially cited a Xn>>72 where 27 taught that a person is 21 only if
he does the entire 70X?n unassisted. Then the X3 continues with a
statement by X723 72 X1 27 that agrees with the X172, Our MdOIN explains
the need and purpose of such a supportive statement.

nvoIn asks:
— N?Y92Y9 RNYNYN NNYO 35197 NN

It is astounding that the X712 should bring support from a statement of

DPR7INK to a RN™I3 -
— 2NYPY NI AN TO9D (v 91 PYITT NP 79929

For in the first 9o of WP Noon, the X3 challenges; ‘is the custom of
71797 necessary as an addition to the pyop!’

mooin replies:
— DININ YV NN 13991 9NIRPT NN 2910 NPT MY UM

And one can say that when 1"277 stated, ‘it was uttered from the mouth

of the study group’; he meant a 7™2an of 2°8IN (not the XX of his
generation).

mooIn offers an alternate solution:

:3N’9W1N 92499 NN 23249 22 NINN NI DryYT NN9T OIVUN NI PHNY AN
And the "% answered that the assistance from 2°X71%R is warranted since
the previous Xn>92 (of "1 IMWY2A YR 2¥n IR ) was not taught in the

academy of X' 1''9. Therefore it lacked sufficient authority on its own. It was
subsequently supported by the 7man of ooxMmK.*

" The term ~an>x (it was stated) indicates that the statement following was made by (2°)XK as opposed to
X°1n (or 71n) which refers to statements by 2°X1n in a Xn12 (or a 73wn respectively).

% The X there ruled that if a man said to a woman *n91n DX *77, is she is nwTIPn, since we find in a p10d
the term 7911 in regards to PWITP (as it is written WR? NN AMOW XM in J,1° [2°w17R] RIP7). The X ma
continues with an additional reason 7911 701> PP AMPAw T and furthermore in 773 an 701X is
referred to as a 191 n. The X3 challenges this additional reason as unnecessary, saying, 82 791 77; is
it necessary for the custom of 77 to support the P105. Similarly here, once we have a Xn»172 there is no
need for support from 2°&71mX. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 1.

} See R,XnP 12 where 877 " said: "2 X1 Rpwawn 8" 021 1"7 02 X010 K27 X010 20 — ‘any Xn*>72 which was
not taught in the academies of X"71 "7 can be corrupted.’

* See (gloss in margin and) ‘Thinking it over’ # 2.
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SUMMARY

The Xn92 of "33 was supported by a 727 of 2°RIn (not DXRIMN).
Alternately the Xn>>72 of 27 required support (from the 2°8712X) since it was
not taught in the academies of X>YwIX "1 X1 .

THINKING IT OVER

1. mooin asks why the Xn»92 of *a7 requires support from the z°X K.’
Perhaps the o°X7mX are teaching us that this vwn (of AMWY1) is not the
exclusive view of "27 (and others argue with him), but rather that this v1vn
has been universally accepted!

2. There is a gloss at the end of mdoIn (cited in the margin)® which refers us
to a MooIN in PR 7"7 X,X0 2"2. There the " states that the problem in
Tw17°P with bringing the proof from 7717 is because the word '"7T1¥' was used
(indicating that it is an equal proof as the ?109), however when there is no
731 used then we can bring additional proofs even if they are inferior to the
initial proof. How can we reconcile (the "1 in) that m»01n with (the >3 in)
our nooIN?’

3 See footnote # 2.
® See footnote # 4.
7 See nMAN "0,
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