A2 AT AN
. Intro
Today we will "2 learn 3"3 97 of main> noon If 1TD testiﬁes And 1 TD testiﬁes
Ifthere is 1 v testifying to something and 1 7 testifying to Something Clgainst it

against it, we see if there is something that they are both
agreeing to and we follow that and reject anything that

only 1 of them is saying because If there is anything that they both agree to
O30 DIPBA TN 70 13T we follow that and reject anything

07w DIPN2 TNR W 17727 PR

If2 o7y say

WRIRD
. We did not see something happen, itis NOT considered
mTY because it's possible that the event did happen and 9 '7
they did not see it 13 N.‘ R
PR awva
In a number of 17 the 13127 were lenient by a 7w
For example we believe 1 7 that testifies about a 1w
that she is 7m0

12°PN NM2W2

1592192 710 7IRYN TR PR PN

A woman would not have the audacity to lie in front of her
husband and say that she is divorced. Therefore, ifa
woman says in front of her husband that she is divorced,
we believe her

nptn
71D NTYN NWKRD PR
Nova 2102
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So let'sreview ...

Our 97 continues with the discussion of the previous q7
P3N

JWTPNIDININ DIV

owIPNI R DIDIR DIW)

RWIN RS 17

If there was a woman that is known to have been
not-married, and

207 say a she got married, and

207 say she did not get married;

She may NOT marry another man, because it's 31 0,
and a RN MRT Rpo0. However,

DRWI DRI

N3N R

If she went ahead and married another man, she does NOT
have to leave him.

Whereas,

JWIIANIDININ DIV

WD RS IR DI

RWIN RS 17

If there was a married woman and

27y say she got divorced, and

207 say she did not get divorced

She may NOT marry another man, because it's 3110,
and a RN»INT NpP’O0,

However, in this case,

TIRWI ORI

N3N

If she went ahead and married another man, she DOES
have to leave him.

The x93 explains the difference between nwipni and
VPN

"IN says

TAR TV OIIN

It's referring to a case where there was only 17 in each
case, and therefore, in the case of

OTPNI MR TAR TV

TWTPNI RS IIN TR TV

MTONP I92IPNIN

They are both testifying that she was previously not
married - And only 1 of them is now testifying that she got
married

DIW DPPRA TAR SW Y727 PR

And therefore, if she remarried,

R3TIRD

However, in the 2nd case of

WIMNI IR TR TV

AWM RY IR TR TV

MTIONP WR NWRA PN

They are both testifying that she was previously married -
And only 1 of them is now testifying that she got divorced
D7IW DPPA TAR HW Y727 PR

And therefore if she remarried

N3N
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"WR 27 reverses the teachings

That in the case of

VTP DR DIV

AWTPNI RS DR DIV

N3N DRWIDNR

And in the case of

UMD DR DIV

TWNNIRY DMIN DIV

NI RO IRWI DR

And the explanation for why the rulings are different in
these cases is because the 07 are not directly contradict-
ing each other.

Rather, the 1st case is

AOTPNIV MIPRIDIVIN DIV

AWTPTIV MPRI RS DR DIV

The 2nd set of 07v is saying that they live in the same
courtyard as her, and they did not see that she got married,
but it’s possible that she did get married. Therefore,
Piaigkp}

RWIN RY 1777

However, 72173,

K31 NRWI DN

Because, Twipniw mrRi N is not strong enough evidence
that she’s not married.

However, the 2nd case is

AUV MPRIDIDIR DIV

WPV MPRI RO DN DIV

The 2nd set of 0*7v is saying that they live in the same
courtyard as her and they did not see her get divorced, but
it's possible that she did get divorced. Therefore, n5nnob,
RWIN RY 1777

However, 72073,

NI KD NRWI DR

Because, "waniw mrRI R is not strong enough evidence
that she’s not divorced.

The Gemara returns to the mwn in the previous Daf which

presented 2 cases;

In the first case a woman said

T WR NWUR

IR VI

In the 2nd case a woman said

AV

IR N0

The mwn ruled that in both cases ninNi, because
PN 71977 RI7 TORY 11977

DMINIR DY
NWIINIY MPRI

IR DY
NOPMWY MPRIRY

f/ae?/ A not see her
m;//wme/, but
iy possible that she did
N 8D 38

PN DN
Nen &b

‘Nl
Phlamitaie)

DIMR DNV
NOTPNIW MPRI
DINIR O
NYTPMY MPRIRY

z‘/w?/ A not see her
m?/marm‘ec/ﬁ but
iy pussible that she did
N2an 8D 3
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The mwn concludes;

D7V IR1 NRWIVD DRI

N2 R 77

The X presents 2 ways of understanding this

] —_

This applies to both cases of the Mishnah - in either case,
if ©7p came later, after she married, and testified that she
was previously married, or that she was taken captive,
R3D R

2 _

In the case of ;X W N WK NWR if 7Y later testified
that she was married

N3N

Because she lied when she said 3x nwim

However, in the case of )X 701 nraws if o7y later
testified that she was taken captive

N3 R

Because we have a general rule

PR TMawa

The Chachamim were lenient in the case of captives.

The Rm) proceeds to the next 3wn

VN T OPRT

VIV DWIHY

If there were o7 that 2 women were taken captive

IR N0 NP2WI DANIN NINT

IR N0 NAVI DR NDRN

And each of them claims that she is 7770, she was not
violated.

MINRI PR

They are not believed, because, Ynnw 17577 X177 TORW 7197
does not apply here, since there are o7y that they were
taken captive, and we assume that they were violated.

NWORWTYD W I

MINRIHR N

If each of them testifies that the other one is 7770, they are
believed because of the rule of

R0 Pawa

DafHachaim.org

DYTY IND NN ONY
NEP N8O

1 2

This applies to both cases In the case of

Valnlal Fal7i
L Rat7amk)
NN

Because she lied

Valunl~al Fal
L RalaRkY

navl
L ianiiaia)l

in both cases
NYP ND

N
i Famitaiia)
NN ND
The Chachamim
were lenient in the
case of captives

DL
RV QW Y
AN A0 N2 NN NN
N F70Y N2 DN DN
DRRNI N
Dl DOD £7D 204 DOD
does not here, since there are pr3y

that 7‘/»67 were taken capm/&,
we assume that 7%@7 were violated
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The X2 proceeds to cite a Braisa which present a series
of 4 cases of 2 women who were taken captive. There is a
ROO 17 2R N> as to the variables in these 4 cases
which affect the Halachah.

According to »ar it depends if there were o>7p that n°aws -
they were taken captive.

Case #1

One of the women testifies

A0 NI2M IRPY IR

TINNI

She is believed about both of them:

In this case it doesn’t matter whether there were o7v or
not. We believe her that she is nx»v because
RNORT 710 WO RIW PR

Even when there are no o7y

And we believe her that her friend is 7170 because
WA P TR TV

Even when there are o»7p

Case #2

One of the women testifies

RNV TI2M IR0 IR

TIPRI AR

She is NOT believed about either one.

In this case 07V R>’R, there ARE o7.

We do not believe her that she is 77170 because
19 53185 DTV RYRT D

Because there is no niw Non NI JORW 197

And nmx3 nrR regarding RV *n720 means that her
friend is IR»L even without her testimony because there
are O7Y.

Case #3

One of the women testifies

TRPV AN IR

R HY NIORI

71720 SY NINRI PR

In this case 0"7v XY, there are NO o7.

We believe her that she is nx»0 because

RNORT 7NA TWOID RO PR

And we don't say she only said it in order to make the
other woman nRn©v.

And we don't believe her that her friend is IR»Y, because
there are no 7 and a 77X 7Y, and certainly a W, cannot
qoR her

Case #4

One of the women testifies

770 N72M IR

1M72M 5 NINR3

MIRY DY NIKRI PN

In this case 07V RN, there are 7Y

We believe her that her friend is 77770 because

WA PN TNR TV

And we don't say that she only said her friend is 7770 in
order to say that she is also nmnv

And we do not believe her that she is 7770 because
119 53R DTV RPRT 1D

The nnJ proceeds to cite a Braisa which present
a series of 4 cases of 2 women who were taken captive

298
It depends if there were DYTD that they were
taken captive

2

ANAL AN
ANRD A"
DAPNI N
She is not believed
about either one
Where there were D)TD

She is not NNV
DYTY RIIRT 17D
N 95 IRY
We don't believe her
since there is no
IORWY NON
TNNYW NN XRIN

4

AT YNISM N
MN93n 5y NN
PIANI PN
Yy 5y

Where there were DYTD

About her:  About her
RIRT D friend:
Ty TR TY
95189 112203} s
N> Mawa
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1

INDD N
ARR DM
DIANI

She is believed
about both of them

About her:  About her
MR friend:
RIMY Ty
nw1Y TR
NN 920N
RNONRT N”2WwW2

3

FNID YRS NN
maxy Y NN
PIAND N
mna3n Sp

Where there were no DTV

About her:  About her
MR friend:
RNMW®  She’sonly an
nWDYY RN TV
NN and cannot
RNONRT DN
her friend
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R99 17 does not want to explain the Braisa in a way that

each case is a different set of circumstances. Therefore, he

says that in all cases there ARE o>7p that maws - they were
taken captive - AND, in all cases there is a 7R 7» who
contradicts the woman'’s testimony, as follows:

Case #1

One of the women testifies

N0 NN RNV IR

And an TR 7Y contradicts her and says
ARDY TNI2M A0V DR

TINRI

She is believed about both of them:

We believe her that she is IRpv because
RIORT 712NN W00 RO TR

And we believe her that her friend is 7770 because
12V A0 TR TY

Case #2

One of the women testifies

IRV NN N0 IR

And an 77X 7Y contradicts her and says

TIN0 NN2M RNV DR

DINRI PR

She is NOT believed about either one.

We do not believe her that she is 7170 because

AP 5 IR DTV RRT 117D

And we don't believe her that her friend is nR»Y, because
we believe the 7R 7V who says that the friend is 770,
because

WA PPN TR TYT

Case #3

One of the women testifies

TRV MM IR

And an 1R TV contradicts her and says

N0 TN2M DR

7111930 Y NINRI PRI XY DY NN

We believe her that she is IRpL because

RNORT 7200 WO RO PR

And we don't say she only said it in order to make the
other woman nr»v.

And we don’t believe her that her friend is XV because
we believe the TnR 7V

AW P TNR TYT

Case #4

One of the women testifies

N0 NIIM IR

And an 71X 7Y contradicts her and says

RNV TN DR

ORY SV NIORI PRI ANTAN YY NIvRI

We believe her that her friend is 77 because

12V AN TR TY

And we don't say that she only said her friend is 7770 in
order to also say that she is 770

And we do not believe her that she is 770 because
1712 59185 DTV RPRT 1D

RDD 21
In all cases there are DTV that they were
taken captive— AND an TNN TV who contradicts
the woman’s testimony:

2

AR AN
ARDL N2M
DINI PN

TDN TD
contradicts her:

INDD NN
AR R%am
DIRNI AN

About her:  About her
md friend:
RINRT T
Ty TR
95 1RY 122 1e]
N1 N212W2a

4

‘Nam AN
i

TDN TD
contradicts her

ARRD R%aMm NN

FN937 5 NaaN
PIANI P3N
Ry Oy

About her:  About her
i) friend:
NIRRT pY
[2LE Y TR
PaRI Y j1ak3) s
nN1’D NN2W2
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ANDD N
AR Nam

TDN TD
contradicts her:

AR NN
NNRR Nam
DIN

About her:  About her
MR friend:
RO T
10} p) TR
n2°nn M
RNONRT NY2W2

3

Nam AN
N

TDN TD
contradicts her

ANAR N2 NN

maxy Y NN
PIANI P3N
mn93n Y

About her:  About her
MR friend:
RIMY P
WY TR
NN 1122p) )
RNOWNRT N2V

Kesubos 23 -6



