n"w 7"7'0mn 2,3 naw .7"02

We derive from it that J1n oK) — 730 ORI v DRw

Overview'
The X723 resolved s 2R query by citing the Xn>12 which stated 172 17X81 121 191 PR
191 MY, Our N0 explains how this resolved the query.”

1910003 2NP7 990 9ma 2Ny PNy
The proof that we are referencing the previous nviwn is since no other M>Yn are

taught after this in the Xn»72 [not] as is taught in the 71w, where other nywn are
taught in this 19 following the mi1wn of MI%am o).

Summary
The proof from the Xn>92 is since it does not mentions subsequent M1,

Thinking it over
Can we say that n"1 "9 also agree with this 200 that the proof is Tn2a *1np K77

»577 (and not as is suggested in footnote # 3)?°

' See ‘Overview’ to previous >"@1 71"7 ‘01

* It is still possible that the Y2x1 is referencing the later rules which (perhaps) are mentioned in this Xn>™2. It should
be noted that this X012 is also cited previously on 2,2> and there the X073 is 178 (not 19K).

? According to 0" *"wA (mentioned in the previous *"w7 "7 '010), the proof is simply since the Xn»12 writes 12X
(with a 1"") which indicated that it is referencing the previous statement. [See however footnote # 2.] However
according to the "1 who questions this rule (that MWK 2y 7°01 77X and MNWRIT DX 200 79X [see previous '01n]),
there is no proof from the Xn*92 writing 17X, since 17X1 can perhaps also be referencing the future statements, and
additionally one may question whether the X0 in the Xn>12 is 72X or 17X (see footnote # 2).

* The xn12 concludes with 12%1 (or 12%) 121 1In&w M2 and does not mention any other ma%i (except those which
were mentioned in the beginning of the Xn>73, namely "1 P29 1°X); this proves that that in our 71wn as well the
121 1ARW N13971 is referring to the previous nrawn (but not to the following nywn).

> See 0",
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