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And the Xn»ma explained this 7awn; - WAARY 79 72 971 79 1M
He takes a vow, serves, descends, and divorces

OVERVIEW

The X713 cites a mawn and a XN>12 in order to refute the view that 7737 ¥197 X"X.
The 71wn states one who marries illicit women cannot serve unless he is 7IRI7 7.
The Xn>72 taught that w321 7917 72397 971, Our MBI explains why it is necessary
to cite the Xn»12 (as well as the mwn) in order to prove that 1717 ¥97 X,

mooIn asks:
— M9 PN ‘[1‘1#3 9Y M NHNNY TSN INNINT PHN 19%24Y nup

The >''1 has a difficulty; why was it necessary to cite the 79¥ "1m (of the Xn>>12),

the X713 could have asked from the 71w directly -
— 9915 RaYT WINYY 9730 V995 798 PR NN SN AN NIV 1Y 9109 NPT

For the mwn states he is unfit for 772y until he makes a vow of 1817 M0, so if

you maintain 27377 u75% "X, let us be concerned that perhaps, etc. (he will go to a
2on to nullify the 771). There is no need to cite the ¥n72; there is a question based on the 71wn.

Mo0IN answers:
— Y 1DPAN T1a¥D1) 51097 910915 810 NN PIINNNT 7 NI

And it seems to me that regarding the 7w» one can say that this 775 who was

77°2v2 0wl XY, is 9108 from doing the 7712w even if he divorced this woman -
— 95 MV DIV ONYY NP NOW NNIN NIV 1Y
Until he is 778377 95772 that he will never again take nY»105 2w -
— 9915 N1YT WINYY 799915 7Y KD 7o9

And therefore it is not possible to ask, let us be concerned, etc. (that he will go to a
1771 %Y HRWM 2on) -
— M09 DIWI NPYY 219 1973 Y INWS NIRYT WHINAY KISY 1N W) 9294 11

For since he already divorced, there is no more concern that he will annul his

271 in order to marry n\»op 27w -
— 9%9Y 7599 Y0 T2 N7 NN AN

However from this which the 8n>=2 teaches that after the 171 he serves and then

"If not for the N2 our understanding of the 73w» might have been that the person who was married to the 77100
must first divorce this wife in order for him to serve in the p"»i°2. In addition it is necessary for him to by 7X17 7771
that he will not marry m?10 in the future. We already accomplished that he is currently not married to a 719109 and
qw3 for the n7ay; there is little reason to suspect that he will be °°n» his 771 in order to marry M09 (which is
prohibited, and he will also be denied to perform the 7712¥). See ‘Thinking it over’.
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divorces, there is a good question on the 7"» that v %", for -

2739 N9Y 1199 99U BN 2239 TIX NNRYT WING W NWA) NY 1181 1199
Since he did not divorce her yet, there is concern, perhaps he will go to the as>n
and be released from his vow and he will not divorce her.

SUMMARY
There is greater concern that he will attempt to repeal his 771 to divorce his current
100 wife, than to attempt to repeal a 771 not to marry M?109 in the future.

THINKING IT OVER

The X723 states (that even if we maintain 2717 ©19% X"X, nevertheless) there is no
concern of 77377 NN for we will be 777 him 2°272 or 2°27 7"Y. According to the
distinction which Mo made that if w3 there is no concern that 1771 5y Yxw>,’
what would be the 7 if 7w); are we 77 him 2°2712 (7"'V) or not?*

? According to the xn™12 we allow him to conclude his 7may (pending the fulfillment of his vow to divorce WX
721097), there is a good chance that he will attempt to repeal this 171 because he wants to remain with this wife (and
he was allowed to do the 77712y while married to her).
? See footnote # 1.
* See 1"nx # 294.
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