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And the witnesses sign on the 3, etc. — Y910 VAT BY PR 2Ty

OVERVIEW

The mwn stated that 3217 A" instituted that a widow makes a vow, etc. and
continues that the 0>7¥ should sign the v3 because of 22w NP n. There seemed to
be two different texts in the 71wn one reading 7»mMn 2>7vM and the other 277
ramn.?

— DYTYN1 179 19991 PNN 0N 1’19

The n''1 erased from his text the "Y' from the word 2%7v:™; leaving it as o>7v7.
— 1P NI 1297 ¥IVUN MHINT DIV NIY)

And perhaps the reason for this erasure is because 27vm (with a ', as a
continuation to what the 7wn previously said "2 n7711 XAnw P17 2" PRPNn) would
indicate that »''9 instituted that 2>7v should sign the 3, but this is not so -
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For in the X923 it states, ‘3" said (referring to the vx1 % Pnmin o°7v), ‘they
instituted a great resolution’’; indicating that it was instituted prior to 3".

SUMMARY
The 71pn that 2°7¥ should sign on a vi was instituted prior to 3"7, therefore the text
should read o>7¥77 (without a ').

THINKING IT OVER

According to mooIn that the m1pn of 2>y is before the 73PN of N7 719K, how can
we explain the order of the fwn (first 3"7 — N7, then M7 2°7v which is before
3", and finally %77 [who was an ancestor of 3"])?

" A marginal note indicates that this m201n should be by the 71wn on 2,75.

% The text in our mwn reads 0*7971 (without the '1'). However when the &7 cites the 73wn (here) it reads 2>7vm.

3 See 7w 0"7n who differentiates between 12171 3”7 and 2", See 07w "7 2,72 2",

* However, now that the 73wn reads 0°797; it has no connection (necessarily) to what was mentioned previously. The
7Iwn since it mentioned a 1110 of 3", mentioned other N3N as well. See “Thinking it over’.

> See 7™ 0"n.
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