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Today we will 7”va learn 2”5 97 of m21n5 Noon

PRIV 797 Ri7 IORY 797

If an 7o) was created by the words of a person, and that
very person went on to testify that the :7o°x is no longer
there, we believe them

RIORT 7200 7woid 7w

If an mo'R was created by the words of a person, and that
very person went on to testify that the mo'x was never
there in the first place, we don’t believe them unless
7279 RPN 7N

The person provided a good explanation for why they
originally made the false statement
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So let'sreview ...

The X continues the discussion of

PNIW NON K177 JORY 17

As we proceed with the next Mishnah:

NIV T VPRI

T WR NWR TIDRY TURA

IR TN

If a woman says that she was married, and then got
divorced;

NION]

PNAW 7197 R TORW ONW

She is believed, because, since it is she who created the
MOR by telling us that she was married, she can be 7nn by
telling us that she got divorced And, she may get married.

The mwn continues

YR DURANHY DTV W’ ORI

AR TV NIRRT

If there are 7Y that say that she was married, and she says
that she then got divorced;

NIONRI PR

She is not believed, because she is not the 7oxw 75, And,
she may not get married unless she proves that she got
divorced.

The mwn continues with a similar case

TPIWI IOR

IR N0

If a woman says that she was taken captive by o'n, but was
not violated;

NIOR]

PNAW 7197 K177 IORY 1970

And she may marry a ji>

VIV OTY W DN

IR N0 NIRRT

If there were 07 that she was taken captive by 0", and
she says that she was not violated

TIDRI PR

And she may not marry a j77>

The miwn concludes

D7D IR] DRWVIWD DN
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Ifthe o7Y only came after she had already gotten married,
she does not have to leave her husband
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The X2 explains that 70w 1o X7 ORW 7197 is based on
logic:

N7 R7120

770K NN

5w RIM

Since the entire Wo'R is based on the person’s words, we
must also accept his or her words regarding the 7.

The X2 goes on to cite a Braisa with a slightly different
case:

IR WR UK TIDRY TURT

IR TPNIO IR AN

She first said that she was married, and then said that she
was not married.

TIPRIAPYR

Because

RNORT 700 W01 T

Once she declared herself MOR as an WK NWN, she cannot
retract her statement even with

PRI 7197 R IORY 11977

Whereas in the Mishnah, in the case of

T WR NUR

IR VI

Or

AV
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She’s not retracting her original statement. Rather, she’s
adding that nevertheless, she’s NOT m1oxr. Therefore, ifit's
acase of

DAY 797 RI7 IORW 71957

TINNI

However, the Braisa adds that in its case of a retraction;
77275 RO NPR 7301 DR

If she gives a plausible explanation why she made her
original false statement of

IR WR NUR;

NIVNI

She IS believed to say "Rk 719, based on 71973 X177 JORW 77197
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The x99 proceeds to present a related Braisa:

nn DR DI

o RS NN DIV

D7V 3w say that her husband died, and o7v 3w say that her
husband is alive.

OR

VPN DIVIN DIW
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She may NOT remarry, because it's *1m n. And;

7bn owKRa HY Raf, because it's a RNPIIRT RP?O0.

NRWI DN

N2 RS

But if she did remarry, she may remain with her husband -
And as the Gemara explains, only

TP TR NRWIL

If she married one of the o7 who testified that her
husband died -

AND

’5791 NN

She says that she is sure that the husband died - As Rashi
explains; she says;

NI DR IR M

He certainly would have come home if he’s alive.

»o1 7172 oM 21 differentiates:

No1 2NN DTV IR

N3

If the second 07y who say that he's alive came first, and
she remarried afterward, she may NOT stay. It's a ©1p. She
is penalized, because she was not supposed to get married.
DTV 1N 5"MIRI NO°) YR

N2 R 77

However, if she remarried first, and the second 07v came
later, she may stay with her husband, because at the time
she married him it was permitted based on the first o7v.
The xnp Rin holds that even in the first case of

No1 2NN DTV IR

N3 RS

She may stay, because we do not penalize her, even
though she should not have married him.
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The R ) presents a ruling of 1371 °19, which X137 explains
as a 3rd opinion in the above Machlokes regarding *m 0
in the case of

No YNNI DTV IR

1n 221 differentiates between where the claim is n» and
where the claim is 7wnn3;

In the case of

nn oI O

nn RS NN DIV

N2 R

Like the R»p Rin, because

MWNIN 1N PR

If the husband turns up alive she cannot deny it and will
be caught in a lie. Therefore, we accept her claim of*5 92,
Butin a case of

WD ODIVIN DIV

TWINI RS DWIN DIV

RXD

Like >or *292 011> 727, because

MNaN ANy

If the husband shows up and says that he did not divorce

her, she can contradict him and say that he did divorce her.

Therefore, we do not accept her claim of *> 2.

»aR explains Rebbe Yochanan’s ruling as speaking of a
different case, where there is only an 7nx 7V for each
claim, and therefore, there is a difference between where
the claim is n» and where the claim is 7wnn:.

In the case of

D AR TR TY

DR IR TAR TV

When the first 7v testifies n»

3023 13270

Regarding iwx m7v he's believed like two o>7v. There-
fore, the 17 should be

RWIN 17

However, because there is an opposing 7» who says nn X,
we say;

19 MWPY 1 107

o0 PRI DNOW I

And RwIn R -

She may not get married 15nnob, because of the appear-
ance of impropriety. However,

NRWI DR

N2 R

However, in a case of

PN MR TOAR TV

WBNI RS IR TAR TV

RWIN K>

Because,

YTAONPR WR NWR1ITINN

They are both testifying that she was married, and only
one of them is saying she later got divorced

DY DIPPA TAR DV PI3T PR
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