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he NMIWN says that if a woman says her husband died she is allowed to

remarry but her cowife cannot. According to [IDTV ", the NT¥ can continue

to eat NNINN even if she is a [N2Y NDIW YNIW' N2. V" disagrees and

says she can no longer eat NDINN. The RNNYNW QW in T P9 T RNNYNDY
brings the 7909 NIWN in 'MpPS N0 N"T 10 9N 2" PID |'WN'a NIDIN who has
the following N1'PN: when we say we don't believe the N1Y, do we mean that we
not believe her at all “NINTI NIN2" or do we just not believe her X91pY but if the
N was |'WITP 92pn from someone else we would require a 0A? He answers
that this N'pN is the NPIYNN between V"I 1910 M as well as the D"2NY NPIYNN
TN in 0 PO NINNN NIDYN where the D"2NY paskens like [1I910 M that the
NIX can eat NNINN and the 72NN paskens like Y"1 who holds she cannot. In other
words, according to |I910 ", the wife's words are completely discounted in relation
to her N1Y and we are not WWIN for them at all. Therefore, she can continue to eat
NNINN. However, Y"1 does not discount her words completely and is Wwin for them
NININY and she therefore cannot eat NDINN. The NIXP himself disagrees and says
that everyone agrees that if she received a |'WIT'P from another man we would
not be WWIN for it at all. The reason is as follows: a wife shouldn't be believed at
all to testify about her husband being dead because D'IWN NIND NINY2W 12T |'K.
We only believe her because the D'NJN were NIINN |N 12T PRIV because of N1IA'Y.
Therefore, in cases where 9"TN didn't believe her (like the case of a NY), it goes
back to the default where an TNN TV is not believed at all and |'WIT'D would not
be 09IN. The NPIINN about her eating NNINN is because we have a principle of
DNID'R [NNY TNN TY. Therefore, even though the NI¥ may hate her, we should
at least be NININY Wwinthat the other wife is telling the truth and not let her eat
NNINDN. [1I910 M and the D"2NY who paskens like him and say she can continue to
eat NNINN hold like the |1 in 9 7 2”2 who says that if a given testimony is mostly
about one thing (in his case NINN) and it happens to affect something else (in his
case N10'R) then you must follow the rules of the 1p'V testimony (in his case it would
mean you need 2 D'TY and not one). Therefore, the NINP suggests that |1910 " and
the D"2NN held that since the main testimony here is about a NINY2W 12T but it
happens to affect 110'K, we would still need two kosher D'TY and a lone NT¥ would
not be believed even for 1I0'N.

By Rabbi Yitzchok

Gultterman

PARSHA CONNECTION

In this week’s daf we have a n1wn discussing a woman who traveled overseas
with her husband and son and comes back alone, testifying that her husband and son
died overseas. The N1VDN which we read this week used this exact scenario when
describing how 28w 12 felt. The PIOD says: 'INI NIN NN 19 79" 'N 12292 NNNNI
DN ND'R NON T2 MINWI 1IN [N 9T D NININNIDINDA NTINDAI N2IDW: “You say in
your heart who gave birth to these as | had lost my children and my husband”. The
prophet uses this analogy to offer hope to 98! 112, that D'9wIN' will be surprised
by the return of the Jews to D'9WIN!. The PIOD seems repetitive in saying who gave
birth to them, and who raised them. The WITpN 'WOK explains that this refers to the
fact that they will be D'P'TN. And therefore it's a double surprise, one that they were
born and second that even in exile they became D'P'T¥! May we all merit to see this
NRI2Y's fulfillment 1'nN'2 NNN2!
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STORIES The Pain of
OFF THE DAF : Being Alone
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n this week’s daf we find Chazal's

dictum that women so much prefer

marriage to being alone that they

are often willing to remain married
even when there is conflict between themselves
and their husbands. “Better to live as a married
pair than to be alone.” In the following story, we
see just what it can mean for a woman to forgive
her husband for having consigned her to a life
alone.

During the hostilities in Yerushalayim in
1967, the entire Mirrer Yeshiva was huddled in
the dining room, its makeshift bomb shelter.
The bombing was very intense and everyone
davened with all their concentration. Although
the shelter did offer some protection, it would
have been practically worthless if the building
were to sustain a direct hit. After the spate of
bombing ended, people checked the roof and
found that no fewer than three bombs had
failed to detonate!

While everyone stood astounded at this open
miracle, Rav Chaim Shmuelevitz, zt"l, exclaimed,
“Do you think this is in the merit of the bnei
yeshiva? Incorrect! Let me tell you who saved
us all. One of our neighbors is an agunah whose
husband abandoned her and their five young
children, and they took shelter with us. Since
the room was very crowded, | was forced to
stand near her and | inadvertently overheard
her heartfelt prayer to Hashem during the
worst of the bombing. ‘Master of the World! |
am sure that when my husband finally comes
to the next world | will have an ironclad claim
against him. He left me in these difficult times to
fend for our young defenseless children alone.
| am forced to hire myself out to clean houses
all day long for a pittance. | am sure that he will
be found guilty and will have to make amends
for what he has done. But Master of the World,
let's make a deal! | am prepared to forgive my
husband wholeheartedly for all the pain that
he has caused me as long as You will forgive
everyone here for our many sins. Let us all leave
here healthy and well!”

Rav Chaim concluded, “That woman'’s plea is
what saved the Mirrer Yeshiva from destruction!”



HALACHA | Testifying About a
HIGHLIGHT Brother’s Death
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A man (s not believed to say "My brother died” so
that he should do yibum with his wife

hulchan Aruch' rules in accordance with
the Mishnah that a man is not believed
to testify, "My brother died and | will do
yibum with his wife Rav Shmuel ben
Moshe de Medina? the Maharashdam, notes that
the language of the Mishnah indicates that the
brother is not believed because he included in his
testimony that he will do yibum with his brother’s
widow. This implies that the reason his testimony
is not admissible is the concern that he is looking
for a way to be able to marry his brother’s wife.
Therefore, if he testified that his brother died
without mentioning yibum or if he mentioned
that he will do chalitza his testimony would be
admissible. Furthermore, if the testifying brother
was married at the time he filed this testimony he
is believed even to perform yibum since under
such conditions there is no suspicion that his
testimony was to be able to do yibum. This is
similar to the earlier ruling® that a single witness
is not permitted to marry the widow unless he
was married at the time of his testimony.
Teshuvas Ginas Viradim* challenges these
rulings of Maharashdam from the earlier
Gemara® that rules that any witness who testifies
that @ woman’s husband died is not permitted
to marry the widow because of the concern
that the witness is looking for a way to be
able to marry the widow. Accordingly, there is
no reason to think that the brother is different
than any other witness and the halacha in both
cases is that the one testifying is not permitted
to marry the deceased but others would be
permitted. He therefore suggests that the intent
of Maharashdam is that if the yavam limits
his testimony to the death of his brother, the
testimony is accepted and others are permitted
to marry the widow. On the other hand, if he
included in his testimony a statement related to
his intent to perform yibum even others would
not be permitted to marry the widow.
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he Gemara asks if one can give a get to a woman through a shliach

appointed by the husband in a case where there has been a quarrel

between the husband and wife. The question is whether in this unique

situation giving a get to a woman is a NIJT (benefit) for her or a 2IN
(detriment) for her. If it is a NIDT for her then the shlichus would work, as we
have a rule that we can N2JTN a person even if they are not in front of us (i.e,
through a shliach)

The Gemara answers the question by quoting a number of sayings which
reiterate the concept that a woman would rather be married than single even
if only to a lowly/blemished man. The Gemara concludes therefore that divorce
would be considered a 2IN for her to receive the get as she would definitely
rather stay married.

We see from the Gemara’'s comparisons a very big yesod. When a woman
is in a contentious marriage in her eyes it is as if the husband is physically
blemished.

There is a very important lesson here. A man may feel it is okay to argue
with his wife since he is so used to arguing with his Chavrusa or friends. He may
think it is part of life when one wants to reach honest conclusions. However, for
a woman it is much different. She views a quarrel as very serious and painful.
Therefore in a marriage, a man must do whatever it takes to avoid any machlokes.
He must learn how to be mevater whenever it is a viable option.

POINT TO PONDER

The Gemara dicusses the NIINK] of a NN to contradict the testimony
of her co-wife. The NNA suggests that she may claim that the husband
they share didn't die even though she knows that he did die, just to cause
her NNY grief. If she knows for sure that their husband died, so she is no
longer her N1X? Why then would she still want to hurt her co-wife?
Response to last week’s Point to Ponder:

The nwn lists five women who are not believed to testify on behalf of
certain of their female relatives. Do we not believe them at all, and these
women remain a W'R NWN 'NTI, or does their testimony create a P90.

Answer: The T 129N 'O PID NININN NIDON D"2N writes that a wife
of a |ND whose husband is missing and one of these five women testify
that he died, the wife can continue to eat NnNINN because we do not
give this testimony any credibility. The T"281 argues and maintains that
she cannot eat NNINN. Their NPIINN seems to be regarding this specific
issue of whether these woman have no credibility or is it a P90. (See
TO NN 2"D 'WINA NIDON 1902 NMIWN).
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