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In a time where the husband admits, it should be returned to the
woman; and even after an extended period

OVERVIEW

X7°1 "1 inferred from the Xn»92 (which stated AWX? 2°17° 77 Svanw »12) that it can
be returned even if it was lost 721 7219, This seemingly contradicts our 7awn (of
vx X°217) which stated that we only return it n%X%, but not 7217 1219, Our MOOIN
clarifies this question.

MooIN asks:
= YV D799 RN INI YNYUN NN 'NYI) 9INRY Sya41 1922 99NN ON)

And if you will say; since the rule is that a husband who said, ‘I divorced my

wife’ is believed, and in the Xn>72 he admits that he divorced her, therefore -
- 19599 N0 NAYYA DINAY 1Y 1N DYV VAN PN IPON

Even if the 3 is not hers (it belongs to another ¥"27), nevertheless we should give
it to her just for proof, so what is the s'%7723 question?!

N1B0IN answers:
- VY PYAY 9195 1359 NINYI INII NIN 1125719 KT 91915 9

And one can say that a husband is not completely believed that he divorced his
wife, rather he is only believed that she is divorced regarding her status from now

on, since he can divorce her now if he chooses, therefore we believe him as of now -
- 795N JN9 NIN M99 91901 X9

So therefore she cannot reclaim the n19’2, only from now onwards -
= (3,757 NIna 823) P9NN) WA 13995INTD *vaa 2990 I NINVYI MMIINVI XY ¥991Y DaN

' The X3 cites a contradiction from our A3wn which indicates that if a 3 was found after an extended period of time
(7217 1Y) it cannot be returned, with a Xn>>72 which states that if the husband admits that he divorced his wife it
can be returned even 721 112, N9OIN is asking that there is no contradiction; for in our 71wn (where the M2 lost
the v3) there is no husband who is saying anything, therefore 72191 m1%2 we cannot return it to the m°2w; however in
the Xn>13, the husband admits that he divorced her (and since 72Xl *NWX DX SNwA3 KXY yan), therefore we return the
03 to her (even if it is not her ©3) to use as proof that she is divorced.

? The husband has the rights to consume the M7 of the 317» *021 (the assets the wife brought into the marriage) as
long as they are married. In case the husband sold the n17° after the date in the v but before he claimed 7°nwA3, the
wife cannot collect these n17®d from the MMpP?, since he is only believed X27721 1821, but not ¥191°.

® The reason the husband is believed to claim *nwX DX N3 (and so she can remarry [or be exempt from 012°]) is
because of the 1an that he can divorce her now. Therefore his N1 is only for the future where the 131 is applicable,
but not for the past. Therefore in a case where there is no v3, we believe him for the future. However in our case
where there is a 03, we take a different approach as maon continues to explain. See ‘Thinking it over’.
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However he is not believed retroactively when he claims, ‘I divorced her from

the date which is written in the v3’, as the X773 states in 7"»m3 2 P79 -
= PWIN NN VIN NTPYIY NTD XA NDY 13D WTPY NI

And here where it is known to us that the v did not come into her possession

now, in a divorce process, therefore -
- *y997Y1 911 XaNDY JNIMI PN 1PN

He is not believed for the future any more than for the past -
= 1997Y YNNI R IPIAN 1T NN WANINM D7¥2 1391 NPT NYND 991N

So when the &n»n21 states ‘it should be returned to the wife’, it means with
witnesses and she becomes divorced through this returning of the v to her

now, even though she was not divorced as of yet -
112999 JNI1Y 199N *593 NN RNAY 19YMN KDY

And we are not concerned perhaps this v» was lost from another v"2, even if

it was found 772197 3%1%; this contradicts our 73wn which states that we only return 2098, but
not 172171 A1°.

SUMMARY
The rule of 181 SNWR NX >N RW %¥2 is only for the future but not for the past.

THINKING IT OVER

In 75m1 w» there is a dispute in the case where the husband claims he divorced her
in the past, whether he is believed 827191 1827 even though he is not believed for the
past.® According to the opinion that he is believed for the future, the question of
MooIn seemingly remains; how can we compare the two cases, since in our case
the husband is believed X371 1891?21’

* The w3 is dated J0°1 1", it was found R 11"9; the husband admits that he divorced her j0°1 11"9. We do not believe
him that she was divorced j0°1 1"7 since there is no 1an of w137 17°21 2°X173 (for now it is 9™X 11"7), we know that he is
not divorcing her now (if we merely return the v3 to her, for that is not considered a proper divorce), therefore we do
not accept his claim at all. The gist of 101N answer is that in our case the rule of 1aR1 *NWR NR NI MRY 2¥3, is not
applicable at all and therefore the case of the ¥n*"2 is the equivalent of the case in our f1wn. Therefore there is a
proper contradiction.

5 In which case she cannot be divorced with this v3, but nevertheless we do divorce her with this va. This shows that
we are not concerned for another w"2* even 712177 J219.

® The argument there is whether we say X112>7 1379 (and he is believed) or not, w"»y. See footnote # 3.

! See v"wM 7" w o"77n and 2°7 7.
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