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He teaches it explicitly — RY772 779 01NN

OVERVIEW

After WX 27 amended the query of 2’2 27 that it was in a 7t» case and
regarding 79°P0 MO°K, the X3 concludes (according to our X07%) that Rk 27
X277 772 taught that °2°2 27 said explicitly that if he was 7102 no p°a73
knowingly, he is permitted 7m717 before he comes 77°po Mo°R *7°2. This
means that °2°2 27 did not pose a query but rather made a ruling concerning
711 and 719°P0 Mo°X. Our N1©ON offers an alternate XO3.
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There are other texts that read (in the statement of X277 11°72 XX 27) that
%2°2 29 queried, and it was stated explicitly in the query of 53°2 29, not
NXYI 21°7 but rather, 79°P0 MNVIN.

SUMMARY
"21 27 queried whether 711777 17°0iT by 77°P0 MO,

THINKING IT OVER
1. Is there any reason why nmo1n (seemingly) prefers the X077 that the query
of 21 21 is not resolved?’

2. If we assume that 71m712 7% 17°n77 79112 (according to our X07%), would that
mean that 2222 it is also permitted 7M779, or not?*

! The x>712 *1nn does not refer (as in our X03) that *2°2 27 made a ruling (regarding 77°p0) but did not pose
a query as we originally assumed, but rather even ¥277 7°02 RnX 17 agrees there "2°2 17 is posing a query,
but (in his tradition) it was never about nXvn 211, but regarding 72°?0 70X (so there is no need for the
amendment of *WX 27).

? According to this X073 the query of *2°2 21 was not resolved; as opposed to our text where it is resolved
that im77% 12 10

3 See Y117 »"RI7 1 and "MIR 12,

* See D1k 7"72 13 7MY 217 .
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