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There were two enactments — 177 NuEPN N

OVERVIEW

The X121 resolves the contradiction between the Xn>72 (which states that the 72102
of 0°1770 NINX is 0»nXkn) and our 7wn (which gives her a 72105 of a 7an) by saying
there were two nipn for an 1715 NIOR (which were instituted after the original
ruling that an 772 nIA2X receives a min); one that she should receive o»n&n (the view
of the Xn™2) and the second to revert back to a mn (like our mwn).! nmvoIN
explains why we could not have resolved this contradiction differently.

MooIN mentions and negates an alternate resolution to the contradiction:
= 23RN NIPH NTINT 99991Y NI

And the X712 could not have answered that there was one 7320 only -
- DXNNMD NINAYNY NPINY NIPN INNRY XN 13PN 0P PN

And our mw» is discussing the situation before the mipn (where the 72102 of all
nInoX is a 1) and the Xn>»13 is discussing after the 7717n where they instituted
a 72N> of 2ynR® for 0°1770 NIAYR (and there was no second PN to revert back to a 71n)? -

The reason this explanation is unacceptable is -
= DININN 1NY DT XYW 199N XNY

Because we see nowadays that 0°3715 n32%% do not have a 7712105 of 2% nK» —

mooin offers (and negates) an additional resolution to the contradiction:
= SOYNNN “NINTND 19 0) 12PN NINND YIIN ADINAY 19PN 29 RIPIYNT 912 9139120 NI

And we cannot also answer that initially when they enacted for a 770 n2 702 a
72100 of MX® '7, they also instituted for an 375 N2 739K a 72100 of A™NR2 —

! This (according to the 1"277) is "1 N (that the original 73 77X N2IN3 is not a 7PN but rather P77 p°yn). An
alternate explanation is that the first 73pn was 711 and the second was 0*n&» (and ¥71°n%" 72°777K is not considered
a ‘new’ mIpn but rather reverting to the original 71pn).
2 The mpn of @°1775 NIMHRY 2°NKA since (as the XA states) 21 172 “2T9mT W7
3 The advantage of this proposed answer is twofold; firstly that there is only one 7ipn, and secondly since
presumably the &n°°12 is usually post-mawn therefore it is better to assume that the ¥n°°12 is discussing a later period
than the m1wn; however according to the s'X723 answer the 72wn is discussing the later period.
4 This proposed solution is suggesting that instead of three phases [1) initially 71n 7327891 mRa '7 791037 13PN, 2) 113
IR 772 17PN 12 2219197 T, and finally 3) 1720217 1700738 31 1w X7 T 11°3]; there will only be two phases [1)
D NRA TINPRDY MIRY ‘7 7927 PN, and 2) ¥ N 107aR]. It will therefore be (considered as) one 733pn only. This
proposed answer is better understood if we assume the alternate view in footnote # 1. See ‘Thinking it over’.
5> According to this proposed solution, the reason they gave 0»nxn 0°172 NnYX was not because of 172 21717 11 (as
is evident from later in this m2101n, see footnote # 6), but rather 1117752 WY 77v7 (as they did by 172 n21n2).
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nMvoIN negates this suggestion:
= 6912 99TOMT TN INIY NN XY DN DINNN NININY 1PN NY2D )PNT

For it is not logical to enact that an 7»98 receive @»nx» (for no apparent

reason), unless the 0’151 saw a need (to give her onXn) since they were scorned -
= PININR INYN NINIYY INI KD NIPIYNI 799°1]

[Therefore we must conclude that initially they did not want that 372 niabX

should be different from the other X% n13A»R and all received a 711 —
- 1PN DAY PN TN DS N 2 S9T9H NDT AT 1199

But once the 0201 saw that the 2°170 Nn%X were scorned, they realized, there is

a need to protect them and they instituted for them a 72103 of JnR® —
= [19°159125 172997IN 1119939 YWI9T I1TNT 1199)

But once they saw that people are avoiding them, they returned it to their

original status of 71n] -
1Y MNP SNV WNY T8N 7o)

So therefore it was necessary for "X 217 to state that there were two niupn.

SUMMARY
We cannot say there was only one 71pn of 0»nXn, for today it is a 712, We also
cannot say that initially they gave her 0>nx&»n without the reason of 172 *217117 177.

THINKING IT OVER

Moo suggested that initially (when they were mX» '7 712w for a 791n2) they gave
an 0°°nXn YR (which would explain the mwn).” However, the 7awn states NInox
7In 70210 %370 and then concludes MRM '7 771027 1220 1°7; indicating that when
MR7 "7 12 for a 7712 an 79X received only a 7an!®

6 See footnote # 5.
7 See footnote # 4.
8 See w"x177 NwOIN.
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