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And »Rmw also said, we are concerned - TARP JOWSOT a1 PRI

OVERVIEW

The &7n3 concluded that when X ruled that a woman is nwan even with a 92
P21, he meant that we are concerned that perhaps she is nw32. Our MdOIN clarifies
the ruling of X1 according to the X1pon.
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Now (that we understand that 2Xw is only wwin for Pwiaa, but not that she is
X7 DWINR) it is not necessary to establish the ruling of YXmw, regarding a 7”3
Pon, in a case where we examined the P71 71 with X117 X°», for even if we did
not examine the 771, we can still be concerned that she may be nwan -
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However, it is certain that if we examined the %17 9°°1 with &717 X°» and nothing
came up, the vi is meaningless; there is not even a Pw1va wwn.

SUMMARY

If one gives his wife a P> 771 and says T3 717 >3 there is a W12 Wwn, even if we
did not examine it X717 X*»2. If however it was examined and no letters showed up,
there 1s no wwn of WA,

THINKING IT OVER

1. Why was it necessary for mooin to teach us that if it was examined and v*%5 X
there is no wwn.” Seemingly this is obvious, the X713 states so clearly (2799 X9 X
X317 0122 WY), why mention it?!

2. From the RX7n3 it appeared that the ruling of X is only if X717 X2 7% P72,
However, according to m»0In that when the X723 concluded 1P 11°w>»n N1 HRINY,
the ruling of XMW is even without 11°p73, the X713 should have said 'R7X', etc. to
indicate that there is new understanding of 5xmw! *

' He told her v 1771 and as mooin previously taught us (X2yb 7"72), that the Y3 is 1281 even with a by 127, so the
wwn can certainly remain that perhaps 1an3 19 2.

? See “Thinking it over’

? See footnote # 2.

* See X"awn .
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