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X179 21 took a headscarf for 277175 — 3277 119793 RI7I0 bpw K175 2

OVERVIEW
mooIn discusses whether this X173 27 who took a 7710 as payment for 2"7779
was a j12 or not.
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It is apparent from here that X172 29 was a }7713; otherwise how could he be
involved in the 2"7779. One must give the five 2°¥%0 to a 372 (only).

MooIN asks:
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And it is astounding! For in the end of 772 oKX 7o it appears that 1

X172 was not a 3712 -
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For he stated there: ‘if I would not have married the daughter of a 73, I

would not have been exiled’. It is evident from the X7 there that 8372 29 was not a
7772, This contradicts our X773,

MDOIN answers:
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And one can say; that there were two X172 29; one in our X3 who was a 173,
and the X370 27 of 0°no® who was a PR,

moon offers an alternate solution:
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Or you may also answer that he would take 2"7775 money on account of

his wife who was a n17> -
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! 1 ' stated there that if a 375 N2 marries a X7 it will not be a favorable marriage, for a 175 n2 should
preferably marry a 173. (The X7nx explains there [based on the 0’105 in 3-27,23 (7MR) X1 which state N3
RIR7& vahihiks) 172 and "3 RN 7IR9R N 1710 n21] that the marriage will result in 7w3 7I09% or TR YN
9, or it will make him poor.) X372 27 remarked that he was forced into exile (from 922 to *"X) on account
that he married a 375 n2. Had X175 27 been a 372, then there should not have been any bad repercussions
from his marrying a 775 na.

%It would seem that according to mooIn that when the 109 states (10,7 [772] 12712) that D7R2 "3 on1 WD 9
9% 1 ", it refers to a o as well as a 3712.

3 The 710 writes (3,7 [owow] ©°127) that 72°p 2»R%0 ¥ DR 1727 101; these are referred to as ninn
m1n3. There is a 2°Rin nP7nA there in 121 whether one may give the 71175 MInA to a N1, In conjunction
with that npYonn the X773 relates that X3;72 27 ate the 733715 NMan» on account of his wife.
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As we find in 19177 P9p; that X175 29 ate the 71172 NMin» on account of his
e 4
wife.

SUMMARY

There were two 2°X71K called X775 27; one was a 372 and one was not.
Alternately there was only one X175 27 and he enjoyed the privileges of
2"779 and 73170 Mann because he was married to a N> and he maintained
that a N2 receives 71712 NMina and can redeem the 7>2.

THINKING IT OVER

It would seem that (according to the second answer of mMd01n) even if X177 27
himself accepted the X770 for 2"7179, nevertheless he accepted it on behalf of
his wife (since she is the n172, and she needs to accomplish the 2"779). How
is it then that X371 27 could claim that >% °111 >7°7%, when he was merely acting
as an agent for his wife?!’

* We can therefore assume that just as by 7172 nunn the view of X3 21 is that it applies to women, the
same would be concerning 2"7779 that it can be accomplished through a n172. [There is no intrinsic 7217p in
the money collected from the 2"775 as there is no 7W17P in the 717 Mink (it merely belongs to the 37),
therefore X172 27 was able to derive 7R3 from them.]

> See 1"nx footnote # 150.
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