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On the contrary; logically it is the opposite  — X920 RO2N 727N

Overview

701 11 stated that the spiteful women can be bring a ©3 in "X, because we do not
need their testimony. However in 798> v, where they need to say 1"521 2021 °192
they are not believed. »ax challenged 7o 27 saying, on the contrary, since in 2",
the husband cannot challenge the vx once the 7w says 1"521 1"53, so there is no
concern that they will ruin her, but in *"X, where the husband can be vvn, they
should not be believed to deliver the vi. Our Md0IN explains the rational of 7O 2.
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And >''1 maintains that nonetheless (even though the va cannot be 2¥7¥n), the
spiteful woman can still ruin the wife, even in ®'''¥1 by bringing witnesses and
proof that the husband did not send her the 3.’

Summary
The spiteful woman can ruin her even in "1, by 77X 273,

Thinking it over
According to mpoIn, why can the spiteful women bring the vi in °"X, she can

surely ruin the wife whether by the 5¥a71 M1y, or by bringing "X 0779?21

" If she remarried with this disputed b3, she will not be able to live with either husband and the children from the
second husband will be o»mn, etc.
% See 2py> nxoN.
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