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Intro
Today we will Be“H learn 7”0 97 of pwip noon.

Some of the topics we will learn about include: nwxb 1D1 Rn
TOWTR TORD MR 9

If a man claims he was wTpn a certain woman and she 1 nw?P

denies it, the man is forbidden to the woman'’s relatives as
if she were his wife, because

RIORT 7NN PWOIR 710

He is believed regarding Halachos that pertain to him.
However,

MANR VTP

A woman is not believed concerning her daughter’s

disputed marriage. ) n :

TAR TV WTPOA

A Kiddushin in the presence of a single witness is not
valid. The Gemara discusses

DTN DY

Whether this is true even if they both admit to the
marriage, because we compare these Halachos to

WTPNN
PP 927927
Monetary matters where two witnesses are required 7n R 7), :

R NWTP

IOV

R 70

It is a n5nn whether witnesses to a couple’s seclusion
suffices to establish that they were intimate.

72095 *TaYnwn HoHLN 71n’ ’.rl’ ]n ]n
N1 17 holds th ble obj bordi d
:hr;?;;;lo s that movable objects are subordinated to nR’: ’7” ]n ]n

D7V 7RI 7T 5V IRTIN

If someone admits to his culpability he is believed as if
there were witnesses, [F

PIARD 271 R RS

This admission is not to anyone else’s detriment.

"HVHVN
N2INO0Y *TAYNVN

P 1’7 SY2 NRTIN
D>TY NXRND

)
eskel o .
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

PV TORS IR

NNWTR RY MR R

If a man claims he was w7pn a certain woman, but she
denies it,

1’N11IP2 NOR NI

PP DD RN

He is forbidden to her relatives because, as Rashi explains,
IMRTINA RNORT 700 775D 1w

He must accept the stringencies of his claim, but she is
permitted to his relatives.

Similarly, the Mishnah continues in the reverse:

INVTR DADIR R

TRWTR R MR RN

If she claims that he was w7pn her, but he denies it;
MNP AN RIA

PP ANOR RN

He is permitted to her relatives, but she is forbidden to his
relatives based on her claim.

The Gemara explains that we might reason to accept her
claim even to forbid him to her relatives, because

NI OPTIRD R

IR M RD

A woman would not make such a claim falsely, because it
forbids her to marry anyone else. Therefore, the Mishnah
teaches us that her claim is nevertheless not accepted, and
he is indeed permitted to her relatives.

Y

TR TNY NN
LT XY NN X

If aman claims he was wTpn her,
but she denies it

DN N MNON NI
2P NP2

DY OME
HMPIH7 DODN
WMHO7ID3

LT NN N
TRTD 8D N N

If she claims that he was wTpp her,
but he denies it

A0N NV N KA
29P=2 naYpa

We might reason to accept her claim
even to forbid Aim to her relatives

because

NM2>72 0% D'PT IR WX
NINR MN R

A woman would not make such a claim falsely,

because it forbids her to marry anyone else

Therefore, the Wishnah teaches

that her claims i neverthelesy not accepted
and he iy indeed /aeﬂm#e/ ty her relatives
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The Mishnah continues

TIVUTR

NIRRT

M2 ROR WP RS

If he says he was w7pn her, while she claims that he was
wipn her daughter;

79173 M2)1772 MOR RN

PP NI ANTH

He is forbidden to the mother’s relatives based on his
claim, but she is permitted to his. Additionally,

7I0R MR I NN

PP NI IO

He is permitted to the daughter’s relatives, because he
denies marrying her, and the daughter is permitted to his
relatives, because

75D MIPRI TR PR

1277010R

The mother is not believed at all to forbid her daughter.

Conversely,

N2 IR NVTR

NIRRT

TR ROR NUTP K>

Ifhe claims to have been w7pn her daughter, while she
claims that he was wpn her;

VP MR NOR NI

PP DI IR

He is forbidden to the daughter’s relatives based on his
claim, while she is permitted to his. And,

9T M2 I NI

AP ANOR ANTH

He is permitted to the mother’s relatives, but she is
forbidden to his relatives based on her claim.

DafHachaim.org

TR
"N KON NPT KD NN N

He says he was wTpn her,
while she claims that he was wTpn her daughter

N 9N

MNON NV

PP 91T M

aligllakphiap)
Y239p=
Because
Dl Iy Iy
YRV ey

"N NI
D MPa

N2 NN YD
VIR KON PR 8D NN N

He claims to have beenwTpn her daughter
while she claims that he was wTpn her

allia)taphiap)
P29p=

0N 1T
D MAPa

MNON 1O
2P

"N NI
M9V NI
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The Gemara points out that in the case of

INWTR NIRRT

Where she claims that he was wipn her;

In addition to becoming 121721 7MON, she actually
becomes XYY 19K TIION.

According to her claim, she’s forbidden to all men as a
WR NN, and requires a V) from him before she can marry
anyone else. Therefore,

HRIDY IR

VI UL PUPIAN

We ask him to give her a Gett.

However, he is not obligated, because

IR

" R RS

12991 JOIRT

Doing so would unnecessarily forbid him to her relatives;

17 adds

MIVHN VI NIDR

72100 19 IR PO1D

However, if he gives the Gett on his own accord, it
indicates that he admits to the marriage, and he must pay
the mano.

DafHachaim.org

The Yemara pointy 0.

In the case of
NAPTR NN KA

She actually becomes

RNYY 919X NNOXR

ORINW IR
V2 17 NP PYPIN

However,

he iy not oéﬂ‘?afe/, because
2pp samks / kg £ W

27 adds
MXRYN VI NI DX
N21N 1179 IR 1PD1D

Because it indicates
that he admity to the marriage
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. The Gemara now discusses the requirement of witnesses
to a Kiddushin: The requirement of witnesses to a Kiddushin...

TAR TV VTP
TNR TY2 WTPNN

POITRY POWIN PR

A single witness cannot validate a Kiddushin.

The Gemara explains that this is certainly so in a case of 1’\’.’17"75 ]’I’JI’J'ITI ]’R
DTN DIV PR

Where one of the principals denies it, because

DIWH MO MIVIW 127 PR

A TnR 7Y is not believed in matters of money or marriage.

A single witness cannot validate a Kiddushin

However, in a case of

DR DI Thi it/ 30
Where both admit to the Kiddushin, there is a Machlokes: v a case g
R99 27 holds on”Y ]’R
POITRS POWIN

We treat her as a nwp» pov. Perhaps the Kiddushin is DTN
valid, because we don't need the testimony of the Tnx 7

since they both admit it. Because

YRl 17 Sty #£OO P
A 1POWIN PR PYWIN

POITPY POITPY

However, the Gemara brings several xR, among them
HR1w1 27, who hold /?]é/‘//)//)r)
POITRY POWVIN PR

This Kiddushin is completely ineffective, because S 97 937 O, [ Do,

NN 717937 nob» / 't /
. We require two witnesses, similar to monetary matters. %ﬂ% W;Wm'

A ot 7Y
Although Ve /% 3D /6 / Yince fﬁeyz
T DTV ARLI PT OV NRTIA P> bothy admit it
N K . P07 pr7Y DAND 0
An admission of culpability suffices regarding monetary NP
issues, the Gemara differentiates /Mtﬂvw AP £OD

PINRD 271 RP RN
He is not believed to negatively affect others with his
admission.

The owaon explain the distinction between pm» and

rwiTp as follows: The PO %z/m, N

In a case of o, the transaction is effective even without

o"7v and we merely need the witnesses for proof. While in ]’\’JW’P ]1DD

a case of pwITp, the transaction is not effective at all if it's Ty not e Ty e?/%ecfbr/& even

not performed before two witnesses.

at b it’y not without pr3y
W%arme/ éefar@ We W@%/ need the
two witnesses. w&z‘mm/ar Wa@/
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The Gemara questions this point from our Mishnah:
TIWTR TURY MR

INWTPR RS IR R

NP NOR NID

PP DN R

He is forbidden to her relatives, while she is permitted to
his.

The Gemara asks

DTV RI’RT R

PP DI ROR

If we can verify the marriage she should also be forbid-
den;

7Y RYDTR

1’TN21722 TOR "RDR

And if there were no witnesses to the marriage he should
also be permitted?

Rather,

TOAR TV

We must be discussing a single witness, and apparently
this suffices to forbid him?

The Gemara answers;

Therefore, we have to explain the Mishnah as follows;
1591159 2102 PRVTR 12 MRT D

orn DTS onk 105m

He claims there were two witnesses present at the time of
Kiddushin who are now not available.

DafHachaim.org

P

A
TR MRS N
AYTR KD NN N

DN RV
2P

MNON N7
NP2

2 2

DOTY RDTIR DTV RINT IR
TNOR INNDR NN IRNDR
2P M21p2 211792

Rather,
TNR TV

We must be d. ; Q/W witness,
and me t /wéw/ him?

We have to explain the Mishnah:

N MRT MO
"MHDY MMYD 2192 PNVTP
01N NP 0N 1M
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The Gemara records an incident where two brothers
hiieRlpiPh!

Divided an estate without witnesses;

They then asked:

RIDMAT IR 0TV W 0 S

278D R TN V1 ORT

M RD IR

Do we generally require witnesses only in order to
corroborate the facts so that they cannot rescind, and
therefore since we trust each other, the division is
effective even without witnesses? OR

77702 ROR RIOM RIDPHH RS

The transaction is not effective without witnesses?

The Gemara concludes that regarding pnmn,

MIPWH ROR *TAI0 13K KD

Witnesses only serve to disprove liars. Therefore, the
division was effective.

The Gemara explores several other Halachos regarding
single witnesses:

TR TY 1D IR

251 nHoR

IR 75

N9OR KD

NV

If a single witness claims that someone ate 257, he can
deny it and is exempt from a j27p.

The Gemara infers

TN PIWR R

If he remains silent, he must bring a j29p, and this satisfies
the requirement of

IMRON POR YTIN

That he himself realized that he sinned.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara recordy am incident..

Two brothers

N0 1HD

Without witnesses

7@1‘%&4&@%‘
RINNI IR DITY 1V D HY
12 770NN R TN YV INT

277N R AR
oR
277ND2 ROR RNON RNDMPN RO

The Gemara concludes

Regarding non,
TND 172X XY
MPWH ROR

Witnesses only serve to disprove liars

Wafom, the dwision was e//w‘ we.

Halachos regarding single witnesses...

TR TY 19 X
25N NYOXR
MYOR XY IMIR NHM

MOD

he can deny it and is exempt from a)27p

W\Qemam/m%m/
(2’ NWIR R
NN

Thiy Wvﬁ%@y the requirement af
LED 1 Vo>
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Additionally,

PO IRBOI TAR TV 1 IR

PO oM

PRI

If a single witness claims that one’s mnv were defiled,
and he does not respond, the witness is believed, and we
do NOT assume that he was silent because

MRV 12 75 7M1 720

He can still use them when he is impure; rather, he is
agreeing to the witness, and the food is x»v.

Additionally,

VI TV TAR TV 1D MR

PO O

JON]

If a single witness testifies that an animal was disqualified
for use as a j27p, and the owner did not contradict him, the
witness is believed, and we do NOT assume that he was
silent because

MO AN 2 IS MW 5

He can use it for another purpose; rather, he was agreeing
to the witness, and the animal is disqualified.

The Gemara continues discussing the Halachos of a 7v
TR onY"O 97,

DafHachaim.org

/f//mom@,
TR TY 19 MR
PNV RNV

pPMY N5M

R
We do NOT assume that he was silent because
//J,é’//// MR 3)//5/) PO

/fo//dfwm@,
TAR TY 19 M
Y27 MY
pPMY N%5M

PRI
We dy NOT assume that he was silent because
NP PRGN e/ 1 pont> o
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