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Intro

Today we will 7"pa learny"op 97 of mn2’ noon
The topics we will learn about include.

The instances in which a woman is Jx3 to say *>va nn The lnStanceS n Wthh
The instances of monYn, war, and nowLp, strife, in which a o
a woman is N2

woman is NOT 1R3 to say *5>va nn
The question of N1 R TR 7Y, if a TR TV is PRI to
say 1>v2 n» during times of war to S ay ’ )’3 n ' ’

The question of
NNMYN2 PRI TR TY

The question of 39 Xnw jyw»n, if a 0, an indication on a
utensil proves the status of its contents, although the
original contents were possibly removed

The question of
137D XDW 11PVMN
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. So let's review
f’yg/‘/
Zugt Di Mishna
o T MY N7 957w TWR )
A woman who traveled abroad with her husband, nsv:1 g.’: 2?:2;?:2‘; N
Arab I odY /
o1 0w
When their relationship was good and the world was AraY ws P s’ s oo s’ s oo
peaceful; o mben  obws manom apa ooen
DY N BRI IR ON AN ’5;7: alalaintal stz
RWIN DN DN NN
Y1 > BIMAN OY N
D2’nn MONEE TN W20 DD pIY
She returns and testifies that her husband disappeared and 05 P W £/ o) focypl £pr 20
subsequently died. oD DNSY MPHd 2wl 35 oty to avoid
She is permitted to marry if he had children, or for Yibum 27/ S rpo>l i
ifhe died childless. 20/05
She is joN1 because, However,
RIDII NPT TOR if she testifies

She definitely investigated further to be certain that her
husband died, to avoid

19102 7YY MIPNAY N

The severe penalties that she would receive if he returns
alive -

However,
. D23 MOMOM 1122 111 0w
If their relationship was good, but the world was at war,

OR -

o912 0w AraY A LR

Their relationship was not good, but the world was calm
TINRI PR

She is not believed and prohibited to marry.

1MLV Y NN

In the case of nra5 12 moovp, Rashi explains;

IMRIVW PN

POV 7IRY NORY AXI N7

She is not believed, because she probably did not investi-
gate thoroughly, because if he returns she actually wants
to become prohibited to him.

In the case of o»wa nnn, the Gemara explains;
MITTARIORTDIVD

DN RTIRI2OY

She is NOT believed, because she merely assumed that he
was killed among the many casualties of war, and did
NOT wait around to ascertain his death, because of the
dangerous situation.

1P NN0 TAVT RN

While it is possible that he was treated and survived.

However, if it was a prd» nyw, and she testifies

o 5y nn, he died naturally;

RIDTIN

She is believed, because, we assume that she ascertained

' his death.
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The Gemara asks

M2 RVIR

M DS NN R RN

In a case in which she established that the world was at
war. The Bais Din has no independent knowledge of war
in that region.

WS 5 I IR D

D23 0150 R RV RT

Do we say she is jnR1 because she has a 1w», in that she
could have lied and said that there was 0912 D>, and she
would be jpr1? Therefore, when she says that there was a
annon, she is also pRI?

OR

MTTATIMRAPIRT 17D

IR VI IPWS D D NR R

She is not Ry, because that which generally mrR mpnoma
NIORJ, is not because of 9pwn wwn, but because of a
possibly mistaken assumption, for which »» does not
help.

The Gemara cites two Braisos as possible proofs, but
ultimately this Shaila remains unresolved.

The Gemara asks another Shaila:

MO RDIR

WD OTOP TR TV

If an 70 7 testifies 75va mp during time of war, will his
mTY be accepted by Bais Din, so that she may marry?

The Gemara elaborates:

TR TVT RPDYO

W RS MHPRY RTIVT RNPHT DWW

Is the main reason of 71X 7V 5"y n©’) regarding MWK MTY,
that he is believed, because it probably would become
known if the husband is alive, therefore he will not lie?
PN RS MIRIM

This is also applicable to monma TR 7, and therefore she
may marry?

OR;

TAR TVT ROV

RIDPPI RPIT TPRT DIWD

The main reason for 77X 7Y 9"y nv2, is because she
accurately verifies her husband’s death;

PN R

R0 RP?T KD

MTTINIORT

However, in a state of war she may not thoroughly verify
her husband’s death, as explained earlier. Therefore, we
cannot rely on the TnR 7Y, and she may NOT marry.
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LJIINR M

MTTI VIR NPTIRT P
WY NN OINR RN
NPT YIN

WO NY Nn
NINR RV IRT
%2 DHY

This Shaila
remains unresolved

1/ &k
2900 NNNYN2 TNXR TY

TNR TYT XNYO
IIRT VN
RO RPMT (2

TR TVT RNYV
RNYNT OIVN
MHRY RTIVT

IHWN KRY
NN5N2 XM '

R2D1N RPMT R
MITT2 NINRT

M1 RO
VN RH
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The Gemara answers from a Braisa

DN TN WA VYL W'D

DIV IPHDIRM'D 12 °0P RIX DY PRI PV

There was an incident involving two scholars who were
traveling by boat, and it sank,

DWI 9"V PV RVT

17 permitted their wives to marry based on the testimony
of women.

T APAOPI DM R

And Rashi explains

MTT2 DY RIRT

Drowning in water is comparable to war in that people
may make assumptions,

MWT TR TYI IR IOR DWN

W IN

The testimony of women is comparable to T1R 7y, and 29
accepted it - Apparently,

ORI OAOMI TAR TV

The Gemara rejects this proof and says that the ruling
there could not have been based on their mTy, because,
YO ONS PRY DD

MON INWR

In a case of drowning at sea, the wife may NOT marry,
because there is always the possibility that he emerged
further away, out of sight.

MIBRT DTN ROR

ANORS NPT R INPPOR

DI MIORD

In that incident, the women testified that the bodies were
recovered, and they provide specific identifying marks.
DIOR ROR 117900 17775 18D T

The Bais Din was not relying on their mTy, but on the
o>o. Therefore,

PIWI 27 RV

The Gemara continues discussing o3>, and relates the
following incident:

320 2 DYDY TPORT RI2) RIAD

Someone left his sesame seeds with a friend for safekeep-
ing;

MU 2 377 DR

MrnYPw mH MR

When the owner came for them, the friend responded,
“You have already taken them.” Upon which the owner
said;

P PR

I RIAN

He mentioned the quantity of the ‘»wmw and type of
barrel in which they were placed, to prove that his friend
still had them.

MINopY 77T YR

MPITINR I

The friend responded, “Y ou have taken yours, and these
are others."

DafHachaim.org

I o
Q'aan "'I"?D‘?ﬂ 2 AYYn
M'BD2 NI'D 12 'O NN QY N2 Y

RN 27 N
e By

MT INNHNI DM XM
MT73 WD HNNH7
MT TNR TYI NRN1DIDR DMV
RYWN NP

X

The m/ﬁ'ﬂgz there coudd not have been
based on their 7Y,

because,
Dot Inlt 4/0 /os)//fté Y%

Mz W3 >
ANORY NPT IR NPPOR
P00 MR
122210 1179V IRDT
DNOR RINR

The Gemara continues discussing DIDD...

X722 XIN
17721 722 "MWNIY TPORT

WMWY 9 2N 17D IR
NPNIPW MH IR

PN P R
1707 RPN

NPNOPW TR
N1 2INR 220
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. 15 RTOM 27720

D720 5N W NN

R70M 27 attempted to compare the situation of WMWY to
the incident of the two missing scholars, that although
there is a possibility that

ROHYH IR 7 D’DDﬂ ’7’]’3'?]1 ’JL’J 13”ﬂ
P PINRIM

Perhaps the scholars drowned and these are the bodies of althoug hthereisa pOSSlblllty that
others who bore the same 01107 Nevertheless, the o110
N2 20NN N ROV 1DTR 1N

were still acceptable proof.
Nevertheless, the DJ'D

So too, in the case of the "www, we do not say
NPNoPY 7T
were still acceptable proof

MPIPINR I
Rather, the o3>0 ARE still acceptable proof that they
were NOT returned.

So too, m?‘/wcm%?‘/w Mol
We do not say
NPNOPW 7T
11121 719NXR 1M

i
eskel
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N1 disagrees and says that the situation of "pwmw is NOT
comparable to the incident of the two scholars

D30 MINRP 0NN

1D IPR RN ORD MWW RO

In the incident of the two scholars, they mentioned
reliable oy>o. However, in the incident of the ‘pwmw, the
indications are NOT considered o3>0, because,

1712112 RPN

DIATPR RIQWIN DR

The precise quantity of "»wmw mentioned could have
been a good guess.

And regarding

IRDIND

The =0 of the container,

PO DY WM

There is a possibility that his ‘nwmw were removed, and
replaced with others.

Therefore itis NOT a j>0

The Gemara cites a Mishnah in which 135 Rnow pw»n
seems to be a Machlokes:

"5 R3D

If one found a utensil with some contents,

9P Y5V 2

127

If the letter ’ was inscribed, they are assumed to be a j27p.
IWYH D"

If the letter ' was inscribed, they are considered Jwyn.
YT N7

The letter 7 stands for 17

510 n"Y

v’ for Hav

NN

n' for N

190 NN YN A 17 73500 NYWAY

During times when it was dangerous to observe Mitzvos,
they would conceal the status of the produce by inscribing
a letter in place of the name.

Although there is a possibility of 1 Xnw, they are still
considered o3>0, because, according to the Tanna
Kamma we do not say 170 Xpw.

AN DY

oI 5R 7 N Y 201 17an R 1OR

oy '17disagrees and says that even when the complete
word 110 was inscribed, they are still considered pm;
I RO M TRPRIWR TN IRY

nro

Because we assume that it once contained 7770 which
has since been removed.

This shows that "o *37 says 10 KW even R)pH
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1PWMN
17D RDW

MRPT
PP
R12WIN MR
MR

The Gemara cites a Mishnah
in whickh / )'O ,&7\/2/'&'/) seems 1o be a Machlokes:

B NEH
o &

1o 21
12 - AP
WP - o™
P - Ao
bam -
MY - Y

o> Ayl
17n prant> /7
DM 2N NN

o aN

NYam NP
oY 39
YN
ON 1

Ay
Wit et
M2 tﬁ bYp) sp/a&’
oy
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However, the Gemara says;

170 RPW 107 DY 17

However, the Tanna Kamma says that in this instance
there is no 1’0 XnW WWn, because,

NPOT RIVR DR

990 M 92N

If the nman had been removed, he would have erased the
inscription.

0y 17 disagrees and says that there is a 9 RnDW W,
because,

HIWR MONWR MR

Although the 715170 was removed, he might have forgotten
to erase the inscription;

OR

TRAW RTIOY

He intentionally left the inscription to prevent someone
from stealing it.

However, the Gemara on the next Daf concludes that the
question of 'pwmw IS a Machlokes:

PWITRY MR 7 27

TPWIT IOR R

PWrI RN

DafHachaim.org

RNV DT
119D RDW 1W1N

b 1
1NDOT RMXR OX
792 MiN 1D

MONWIR MR
VNVNR

PP2W XN1DH

The Gemara on the nextt Dﬁ% concludes
MMOUNIY
ZS a Wachlobes:

IR DM 27

1PW”1N KD

INR X12T

]]'}w')’n

/,g,,,, ,éyvé/
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