Midrash as the Basis for Halakhah: Views Through the Ages
Salomon ben Yeroham the Karaite:

“I have set the six division of the Mishnah before me. And I looked at them carefully with my eyes. And I say that they are very contradictory in content. This Rabbi declares a thing to be forbidden to the people of Israel, while that one declares it to be permitted. My thoughts therefore answer me, and most of my reflections declare unto me, that there is in it no Law of logic nor the Law of Moses the Wise.”

Shmuel ha-Nagid:

And you should know that all that our rabbis, may their memory be for a blessing, upheld as the halakhah with regard to the commandments came directly from Moses, our teacher, may he rest in peace, who received it directly from the all-powerful—do not add to it or subtract from it. But as to their explanations of the verses, each one [explained] as it occurred to him, and as things appeared to him. We accept all that seems reasonable from among these explanations, but as to the remainder, we do not rely on them.

Rambam:

But the opinion of one who thought that also the laws wherein there is disagreement are received from Moses, and that disagreement took place due to an error in receiving the tradition or due to forgetfulness, i.e., that one [disputant] is correct in his tradition and the second errs in his tradition…behold this, as God knows, is a despicable and very strange position, and it is an incorrect matter and not compatible to principles. And he [who holds this position] suspects people from whom we received the Torah and this is falsehood.
Nachmanides (1194-1270)

For if we say that hermeneutic principles were not received from Sinai then we were not commanded to interpret and apply the Torah with them. They are thus untrue, and the truth rests with the plain sense of the meaning of Scripture, not the product of exegesis. We have then uprooted our tradition of the 13 hermeneutic principles and the majority of the Talmud that is founded on them.
When rabbis say that no verse may be removed from its plain meaning [it does not imply that no other interpretation can be valid. Rather,] it also can sustain a midrashic reading together with the plain sense, and it is not removed from either one of them, but Scripture can bear all, and both senses are true.
He shows examples of products of exegesis that are mi-deoraita.
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