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He will not trouble himself for the purpose of tormenting her.

OVERVIEW

The X713 explains the necessity for stating the fourth case in the mwn ( 5w
"o bW 9eR) as follows: If the mawn would only state the third case ( o7°p
INwR Hx¥X) I may have thought that only there is it a valid 72 since he
certainly would not have troubled himself to find the wife before the m>ow,
just to torment her. Therefore he certainly meant a valid ?v°2. From this
Mmoo infers that the third case was not an accidental meeting between
husband and wife, but rather the husband exerted a special effort to meet his
wife.
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It seems that the (third) case where ‘he preceded towards his wife before

the m5w’ was not a happenstance; rather it was with an concerted effort
to meet his wife before the 5w arrived with the v3. For the X n3 clearly states nav R?7'
"31; this indicates that there was a Xn17°0 and they did not meet X?nn.

mooIn asks a question:
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And it is astonishing! Why does not the Xin of the 71w mention a greater
novelty; that the 712 is valid even when he happened to meet his wife or

his agent' unintentionally and was either 0 the v himself or told the 19w to be
Svan the NwR 192 va. The wirn will be that even though they met ‘accidentally’
nevertheless -
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we do not say that he intends only to torment her, but rather it is a valid 2.
We do not know this 17 from all the four cases in our Zawn.

mMooIN anticipates a possible solution, but rejects it out of hand.

' We are referring to a person who informed the 92 that he will be seeing the intended divorcee shortly.
The %v2 then tells him to inform her that the v that is being sent to her is 2v2. The %va did not seek out a
9w to tell his wife that the v is va. See TR X"wann. The WK1 NN omits any reference to a mMow.
* The (71%77) X"w7m understands Moo question to be as follows: The 71wn could have stated one of these
two cases of X7 1711 and we would not need four cases, but only three. By 171 there is no difference
whether 1NWR XX 117711 or MW HRN.
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For it would be astounding to say that indeed in those cases where he met
his wife or prospective 17w accidentally and was 2027 the 03 that the 12

should not be valid. Obviously the 7102 is always valid. The question remains why
does the 71wn not state the case of X771 1277117

SUMMARY

mvoIN questions; why does not the 71wn teach us that even in a case where
the husband met the WX (or a prospective m>w) unintentionally and was
Svan the v), that it is indeed a valid 710°2.

THINKING IT OVER
Why is mpoIn certain that even by &7 an 11711 the 712 is valid?
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