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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn © 97 of m21n> NoON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Halachah of 'nxz» nno nno 9mri, and the Machlokes
if ¥5p 770X K1 - whether his claim is accepted only v
To°R, OR even 1mom Pivh

A married woman who was nz72 73, willingly, becomes
7MoN to her husband. She also loses her rights to her
Kesubah.

However, if she is violated ©:1x3, against her will, she
remains n3mn to her husband, provided that he’s a Sx7w».
An j75 nWR becomes 7177OR to her husband even oaNa.

The proofs required for inw WK NWN to become 7OR
novad are:

DIV 7wl

TAR TV Y POR N0 P

RNORT 72NN WWIIR RIW

The conditions required for Iny1w WX NWK to become
oYY 1OR

Yonnanm

PRI AN
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If a married woman was ))x12 N2
she becomes NDN to her husband
and loses her Kesubah

A 58y na who
was violated
DJIND,
she remains

nYMY to her
husband

A n> nwN who
was violated
DJIND,
1S NIDN to her

husband

NP2 WIR NONR
nPNo) NNTY

PIPDR YV NNON
TNR TY D>TY 2W2

PRI2 NN - 1PDNN ANt
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. The concepts of RN RNPIRT KO0 and RP*O0 pOO
RO

ATOOM) ITIYOI AT DIR PR TN n’wDJN R’]w
RNORT NN

RO RpP*DO

NpPtN
NTIYO2 NNV DTR PR
NT0DN)
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So let's review ...

Our Shiur begins with the Gemara referring to that which
we learned in the Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek;
397 0V DRWI AN

The wedding of a 1,02 should take place on a Wednes-
day.

7"32% own R 5N MY 1Y PN DRY

If the husband discovers on the wedding night that his
bride is not a 715113, he will immediately go to 7 3, who
will investigate his claim.

PN NPT R ROV

5V 7170RN

And if indeed she was natn» during the interim between
PoO1PR and PR3, she becomes 75v25 771K, and he may
NOT stay with her. As we learn from the Posuk in nw1o
O10;

ARNLI R 7INON

A married woman who was 172 1, willingly, becomes
7MOR to her husband. Also, nn21n> 7709, she loses her
rights to her Kesubah.

R4
WaaT a1 NN 9N
qrab ovawa 1Y Y9N3 NIPB Y 1Y oY

"y DLy 12980 D) 7D A

SN2 R 5o
A married woman who was NITH willingly,
becomes N"IDN to her husband, and also losses her NN
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The Gemara here elaborates:

TtYHR 727 IR

IR TN NN IR

Rashi explains that generally we have the 191, the sheet,
which can be inspected. If 07 IS found, it proves that she
WAS anna. If o7is NOT found, it proves that she was
NOT a n>n2. However, in this case,

1913131 NTIN)

IR DR OT PR DR YT R

The o1 was lost before being inspected.

NP MNO ANOW 19 772 DT IR

The husband claims that during the initial Biyah he sensed
that she is a 751 - she had already cohabited earlier - and
perhaps she was 731» between the o17R and the priwa.
1HY 70N OR]

And Rashi adds;

P21m RS NN 170975 HarR

His claim is accepted by Bais Din only 5 770185, but
NOT nnains 7oom>.

The Gemara addresses two difficulties as to why is he N1
POV IOIND:

The first issue is mnR1, Why is he believed?

The Gemara explains based on another statement of *17
TNYOK;

15025 NIORI TWRA PR

NOR...

Generally, a woman only becomes forbidden to her
husband in one of two instances:

1.

DTV W3

When two witnesses testify that in»t - Their testimony, as
always, is accepted entirely, in that

oY% TMOR

7m0 12 PR

OR,

2.

TNR TYIIPOR 7PNON P

If her husband performed »yp, warned her NOT to seclude
with a given man - and, 77°’no, two 07V observed her
secluding with this man - if a 77X 7V subsequently
testifies that ny1, his testimony is accepted entirely
7oYa% 7MoN

N 7 PR

However, a husband'’s claim of mno nno is not definite
proof because it cannot be verified or refuted by anyone.

Therefore, we must say

MTOTY IV MNS NS

The claim of mno nno is accepted 5y 7OIRS like two
D’7Y;

As Rashi explains; based on

RNONRT 72N0 MWOIR P”IW

A person possesses the authority to impose a "o'R, a
restriction upon himself.

However, his statement is NOT accepted regarding others.
Therefore,

eiisnRspRiil

She receives her Kesubah.

PO 29 AN
SINSS N FND MINT

Rashi explains that generally we have the nop,
the sheet, which can be inspected for DT.
Ifno DT is found, it proves that she was not a n>ina

However, in this case...

=51 13191 F1TANS
WD o8 B9 11 o P 8D

NEM MRS FRDY 19 1192 AN 9aN

\sb I Do

D700 =
ON3W2 .

1909 15
Why is he believed?

AAPON 139
oY 5P NNONI TN PN
2 1
MNDY P NHN
TN TpS YN DM RS
nbvab DN Nbvab MR
N2ND ND PRI NN N PN)

However, a husband’s claim o% PINO PHO
@ not /e%o’m‘?‘&/bma% because it cannadt be
uer%[e/ or r@&«fe&/ égx anyone

MWT DOTY MWD MND NNO

X 4

However, OYEDIH OME

his statement iy

NoT . awgafe/

re?ar/m?/ others.
W%af@,
DIND 3)/@
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A person possesses
the Mﬁon'f?/

/] impose an s/o%

wpore himsel
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The second issue is X9 poo; and the Gemara asks;
IRIR)

Why does she become >y nmor? His claim is merely that
she is a 3, but whether it was mitis a

Rp’00 POO

A double poo

1.

PINN PR PO0 PNNN PO0

She only becomes 15 71OR if she was nnn after POITR,
when she’s a R nwr. But she does NOT become 7mox
15y if she cohabited with another man before poiR, when
she’s a 0.

2.

1872 POD DIINA POO

She only becomes 15y 770K if she was 11332 73w,
willingly. But she does NOT become »bp nmoR if she is
violated ©1x3, against her will.

Therefore, in this case, she should NOT be r5y 770K,
because,

N1 RP'O0 POD

One - Ynnn PR po© - Perhaps it was before oK.

Two - onxa poo - Even if it was ynnn, perhaps it was
against her will.

Therefore, even according to his claim, she should not be
POV IMOR?

Therefore, the Gemara gives two scenarios in which it is
only one pov; and she’s P 7oK because according to his
claimit’s

RPN ROPNRT NpPOD

1.

72 DWN2

In a case in which the husband was a Kohen, and a j72 nwx
becomes 5V 1OR even DRI,

Therefore, there is only one pov;

PINN PR PO0 PNNN POO

2.

SRIY’ NWR1

TAR DM D23V 2 DA AMA9 PUITR AR 12 237 1)

In a case of YR’ NWR - a MOp - and her father accepted
Kiddushin before she became three years old. If the m
had occurred notrnnn, before the o, then pann woina,
she regenerates and would still be a n9na. Therefore, the
m was clearly ynnn, after PorvR.

Therefore, there is only one pov;

%92 PO DIIRA POD

And she’s P> 7moR because

RIDIND ROPIRT RPO0

//_27,3 /')&a 9/,6:» PO
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INYDN)
NOD poD
2 1
'Ann pad
ARN N PED
She does not become
1y Dot %W
cohabited with another
mmé%r& pror

DI PR
Y73 PBD

She does not become
1y Dot %W @
violated s,

Wﬁerm’%

Therefore, the Gemara gives two scenarios
inwhich it is only one poD,
and she’s P51 NMIDN because according
to his claimiit’s
NIOIND RMMINT N»5D

2 1
bR neNa M= NWN2
Wk D> Sp3 pYf becomes she iy
SN IS p Y77 1 Dok
st prY /yé evern ojitns.
there iy onl% there iy on%/ one pPoo

V) /',e /‘)&a Yo /‘)&a

one /')&a

And sheis PbD NDN because
NIDIND NNMINT Rp'OD
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The Gemara continues with the opinion of Srmw:

ORIDW IBR ATHT 27 IOR

IR MND NN NN}

NN 77097 ORI

Sxmw disagrees with 7YY °37 and says that his statement
is also accepted regarding n21n>. Therefore,

mHYao 1MoR

72N O PR

The Gemara in the following Daf explains that although a
proof of 7Y 1w is required for pmi?

However since 13277 12305 2r7, the husband’s obligation
to provide a Kesubah is only j32977;

PRI IIRXY MND NND IR ORW NPHRA 0N

Therefore, the 13117 were able to initiate that when he
claims 'nxx» mno nno, he is absolved from the 72105 2rm;
because,

7770911 ITIVO NV DR PR PN

There is a nptn, that a person would not toil in preparing a
wedding meal, and then ruin it by claiming mno nno.

Since he was N2 N and still claims mno nno, we
accept his claim that nn»t, and,
NN AT09Y PR3
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SN AN T 29 9N
MINE?S MIND MDD WA
MNND MTDHNY (AN

DN> D//'/.’/ - Dﬁo/aa/at
2

Proof of DTV W is required for 1NN

The husband’s obligation to provide a Kesubah

isonly DTN

5 Pypn 7>
/0 Pt V3 i ptl
DYV = )
PEEW, M

we accept his claim that NN>'T
and therefore,
NNND NTDOND JHND
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