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We follow the majority of opinions.
The Gemara clarifies when each rule is applicable
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So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah
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If a woman was secluded after her husband’s warning,
MO NV VW 1OR

12102 107 KXY
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7YX 317 0n 197, holds
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Which Rashi here explains
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We do not require two legitimate witnesses. Rather any
source, even a slave or any otherwise disqualified person
can testify to the seclusion. Therefore, Rashi continues;
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She becomes forbidden to him unless she is cleared by
drinking the water.
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Ifhe doesn’t want to have her drink, he has no other option
but to divorce her. However, he has to pay her Kesubah,
because it's his choice.
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Seclusion DOES require two valid witnesses, and the
testimony of a 72, etc., is not sufficient. Nevertheless, if
her promiscuity is the subject of gossip, it’s proper for him
to divorce her. However, he has to pay her n211n, because
she’s not forbidden to him y77 90,

The Mishnah continues
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Following a verified seclusion, a single witness suffices to
verify her defilement, and she does not drink the waters.
Furthermore,
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Even a slave can testify to her defilement to cause her to
forfeit her Kesubah.

The Mishnah continues;
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Even women who are assumed to be hostile towards her,
such as her mother-in-law or her husband’s sister or
daughter, may testify to her defilement. However,
AnInon 750H KN
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She does NOT lose her 721m5 based on their testimony;
they are believed only in that she does not drink, and must
therefore divorce her.
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The Mishnah now explains the source that one witness
can testify to her defilement:
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Logically, we would presume that we require TWO
witnesses based on a 1"p:
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If we require two witnesses to testify to a mere warning,
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Certainly we should require two witnesses to her
defilement, which forbids her permanently.

Therefore, the Pasuk tells us
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The Gemara explains that the Pasuk says
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She is considered defiled even if na px 1, there is no w.
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The word 'w' refers to TWO witnesses, because the Pasuk
says
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That one witness does not suffice for most testimonies.
The superfluous word 'mx' teaches us
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The word "' itself refers to two witnesses, unless the
Pasuk explicitly states ONE, as it does in this Pasuk.
Therefore, na i« 1y, in reference to nuio, means
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There aren’t TWO witnesses, but there IS one witness,
and therefore
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Since she was not coerced she is forbidden, because the
single witness is believed.
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The Mishnah now explains the source
that one witness can testify to her defilement
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Now that we have established that
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The Mishnah now questions the need for two witnesses to
the seclusion based on a1'p in the reverse:
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If one witness is accepted regarding the defilement, which
forbids her permanently,
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Certainly one witness should suffice for the seclusion.

The Gemara explains that the answer to this question is
addressed by the Pasuk
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And the X921 expounds
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One witness only suffices for the defilement, NOT for the
seclusion.

The Mishnah now explains that defilement that does NOT
follow seclusion, certainly DOES require two witnesses,
because
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The mw 71 of the word 127 teaches us that matters of
I require two witnesses.
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But defilement that does NOT follow seclusion
does require two witnesses
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The Mishnah discusses several cases where there are
conflicting witnesses:

IIRDOVI IR TY
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If one witness testifies that she was defiled, while a
second witness claims that he was present at the time in
question and she was NOT defiled,
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IRPVI R NIIIR TN

Or, if the conflicting testimonies were by two witnesses
who are only valid in regard to 7010,

minlokainkial

She DOES drink the waters, because the two testimonies
serve to cancel each other out, and we are left with our
original doubt.

However, the Gemara challenges this from a statement of
wRY W

TAR TV 7NN APHRIY DIPH 53
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Where ever the Torah accepts the testimony of one
witness, it is considered like the testimony of two
witnesses. Therefore, the second witness who testified
that she is not defiled should NOT be believed, because
it's as if he is challenging the testimony of two witnesses
who already testified that she was defiled?

The Gemara suggests two answers:
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The correct reading of the Mishnah is that she does NOT
drink, because of this very reason.

OR

IR RNITIT
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The Mishnah is discussing when both witnesses testified
2770 0, within moments of each other. Therefore, the
first witness never achieved the status of two witnesses,
because his testimony wasn't accepted in 7 12 before he
was contradicted.

wpb v, on the other hand, was discussing a typical case
where the first witness was accepted, and IS therefore
considered like two witnesses, and the second witness
cannot later contradict him.
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Cases where there are conflicting witnesses
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Because the two testimonies cancel each other out,
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The Mishnah discusses additional scenarios:
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One witness says she WAS defiled, while TWO others
testify that she was NOT defiled;
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She DOES drink the bitter waters.

The Gemara points out that this implies
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If there were contradictory SINGLE witnesses she would
NOT drink, in support of K.

However, the Mishnah concludes

TIRPVI DN DY
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If two witnesses claim that she WAS defiled, while one
other says that she was NOT defiled,

MW 1 RS

She does NOT drink the waters.

In this case, the implication is
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If there were contradictory SINGLE witnesses she
WOULD drink, in support of X1 277

Therefore, the Gemara answers that these inferences are
incorrect; rather
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The Mishnah is telling us that two INVALID witnesses,
such as women, can override one valid witness, as *13
PN says

TR TV TN APHRAY QPP DI

MYT 27 MR o1
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Whenever the Torah accepts the testimony of one
witness, women and slaves are equally valid, and we
accept the testimony of the majority even when it’s two
women against one man.

However,
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Others argue that the Halachah is that if the valid witness
testifies first, his testimony carries the weight of two
witnesses, and no number of women or slaves can
challenge him.
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According to this opinion, we must understand 71»n1°27's
statement as follows:
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We follow the majority of opinions only when they are all
equally invalid, all are women, etc. However,
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Two women are equal to one man.

The Mishnah, on the other hand, is discussing
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The original, single witness was also invalid. Therefore,
we definitely follow the majority opinion.
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We have B‘H completed the Sixth Perek of nvio non,
and we continue with the Seventh Perek, 7R3 1R, in the
next Daf B’ezras Hashem.
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We follow the jority of gpinions ony whew

ll are women, ete.

The Mishnah, on the other hand, is discussing
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The original, single witness was also invalid.

Therefore, we definitely follow the majority opinion
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