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He took her in with the assumption that she was a 792 and it
turned out that she was a 79w2; she receives a Monoh

OVERVIEW
721 proved from the Xn>>72 of "1 NwR 7013, that W AW NRYAN 77102 NPIN2 7010
71 2.2 Our Mmoo resolves a difficulty with this proof.

mooIN anticipates a difficulty:
= PYNI NI 290V NPT NN

And that which the xnv92 states; ‘for the first husband took her in’ as his wife,
(seemingly as a reason, why there is no 0°71n2 niyv), which would indicate that the reason he has
no 2°73nN2 nNv is that since WX 71012, the second husband knew that she was not a 72103, so we
cannot prove from this Xn°>12 that 732 7N21N2 7292 NRYAN 72902 NPINa 7010; for here it was not a
case of 77102 nprra 7010.° This seemingly contradicts the proof of 727!*

Moo responds:
= 095 NNAININ NITNY PHIN NIV YWY PPN NPT YNRWN 5517 9INND )2 PN 13929 W9

The 2''2%9 explained; this is how the Xn»12 seems to 7727; the second husband

has no 3102 niyw to diminish anything from her 721> -
= 1131 ANAIN HPNY DN PHYNRY NI H9NY

For the first person married her and caused through the marriage that her 720>
should be a 7117 -

T7PYINAT NN NIN PYINA MIYL N3N KT 139 NIIND 01T NIDNY 9192 199N)
And the second husband cannot lessen anything from that ;71%, since 19912 niyw
is only effective to remove the extra 73 of 902 (that she receives a mn instead of

!'2,%> (on the very bottom).
2 See ‘Overview’ for previous X 7"7 ‘0.
3 This, in fact, is the refutation of *w& 2.
4 According to 727, the Xn»"2 should have said that 2°21n2 naww 1% PX since 73 72 W 72192 NRXAN 72102 NRTRA 701.
5 See ‘Thinking it over’.
6 1R 7015 is merely telling us that as of now she receives a min regardless whether he makes a claim (and [even]
regardless if she is still a 19102]), but it is not the reason why he cannot make a claim. See footnote # 7.
7727 understands the Xn>2 as follows (if we assume that 733 72 W° 722 DRYAN 72102 NpIRa 7032). There is no point
in his o°71n2 navw, for even without his 719v, she receives a 7, since WX 7012' (as the X732 states); and even
according to his claim that 7912 nprna 7010 (since he depended on the o°7v), nevertheless she still receives a 7
because 71 77 W 72w NR¥AN 72902 npa 7015, Therefore there is no point in his claim. However if we maintain
that 0125 X291 72992 NR¥AN 72102 Npa 1013, he does have a claim, for since he depended on the o>7y who certified her
to be a 717103, therefore he wants to pay nothing; why does the Xn>>72 state 2°21n2 n1wv 17 PR! See X"awn.
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o°°nR», but 099102 NIYY cannot take away the entire 72103).

SUMMARY

The phrase NwXA 71012 AW (in the Xn°72) teaches us that she receives a 71 and so
there 1s no purpose for him to claim, since in any event she will receive a 7 (for
711 172 W A7I92a DRYAN 79102 NP2 701D).

THINKING IT OVER

Moo wrote previously® that according to the @ 79Ww2 NRYAN 721102 NPIIa 7010 1'%
man 79, he is not believed in P7102 niyv. Why does mooin write (here)® that w5 PR
TR 71010 "W 101 P2INA NIvw, when the reason simply is that he has no 1212 NIy
if we maintain that 732 7% ¥° 79W2 DRYAN 57302 NPINA 101D, as NIDOIN wrote
previously?!'°

8 mpm 1"72 R,> (at the very end) vV .
? See footnote # 5.
10 See X1 MR PrYY O77B.
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