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Or that he said it in the name of the RX>w2 — NOWIT 7TIRWR MWNPT IN

OVERVIEW

The ®Xn>>72 stated the view of X°wi7 w"3. The X3 queried whether w" was a X1
or whether he repeated the ruling of the Xwil. The X723 initially attempted to
resolve this from 701° 27 who stated Xwin w"12 1577 (indicating that w"3 was a
X°w1). The X723 rejected this resolution and repeated the same query in the words of
7071* 27. There are seemingly two difficulties here in the X313, The Xn»12 stated w"A
X°w17; why should there be any question if he was a X°w1. In addition why did the
X773 initially assume that this can be resolved from s'n01 27 statement, and then
reject this resolution. N90N deals with these two issues.

— 159311 NINN 0N RNAY PP NIWI 19IY 1998 NW rab
The X 12 poses this query, since we do not find that @''% was a 8w, perhaps

the Rin of the Xn>12 omitted some words -
— 99N NYWIN PYNY 219 99N MIYY I A%

And the X1n of the Xn»"2 should have taught, ‘w''= stated; ‘the x>w1 says” -
— 2401 391 VYYD
And the X773 initially resolved this query from the ruling of fe 29 -
= NYVIT DMIYUN 9INPT IN 2919 NOWIN SYan 12299 NN
And the X3 rejected this resolution, for the query still stands, did 701 27 say,
the 7277 is like X"wa77 W', or perhaps 701 27 meant to say the 70911 is like w1 who

repeated it in the name of the x>w: -
— DY 29 VP KNHI2T NIYIY NIWY

For perhaps no1 31 mentioned the language of the xn>»13a.*

mooIn finds support for his contention that a X1n of a Xn**72 can omit some words:
— PYIHNN DHWMN APY? 939 (3,05 97 NP N2 NT 12y NHY RINNY 10819

And we find that the Xin of a Xn>12 teaches in such a shortened manner in n>o»
»''a where the X2 states 1''77 29 apY° 920 N VP TV WA MW, if the ox of a
1'wn gored, 5''1 pays half-pr: -

! See ‘Overview’ (the first issue).
2 The x m assumed that while it may be possible for the Xin to omit some words, when it comes to an X71R, he
would certainly be more specific and if ¥"2 was not a Xw1, then 701° 27 would certainly make mention of it.
? The word 7mX seems to be an error; it should state R XWIT (see 1"nR # 34).
* Ordinarily we expect the X1 to be more specific; however here where 707 21 is referencing the X092, he may
prefer to quote the Xn»72 verbatim. This explains the second issue (in the ‘Overview’).
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And the X2 asks, ‘what did "9 do’ that he is required to pay 1"n. The X3 answered
that the xn>"2 should be understood as if it said, " maintains that he is required to pay 1"n’.°

SUMMARY

The Xin of the Xn*72 may omit a word, therefore where there is room for doubt we
may consider that there was an omission. An X7X may also omit if he is quoting a
NXN>A2.

THINKING IT OVER

MpoIN states that the X773 posed this query because we did not find that w"2 was a
x*w1. However the Xn>12 in °naw states that 192 IR A7 VALY 9R*HA3 WAL 997
mw 78 n°27. There were 2°X°w1 who were called 1nwnw. Why does mooin state that
KW W 0% K92

NIX7911 NI7ITA X120 NITY2
NIDOINN NAT WId7 1o
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['O'wN N 77021 NN
NN X'ANn NN'NN NK7Y

NXINN 1'N1'YN Y'9N7 NdNY

> We see that the Xn>™12 omitted the word 7X; perhaps here too the X192 omitted the word mX.
b x,0.
"See nvr " Bmand ¥y an i (in the back of the noon).
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