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y2m1 21 said in the name of YX»w; the sages instituted, etc.

OVERVIEW

1"7 said in the name of X that the 0°non instituted a 721> of o»nk» for a 77102
and a 72100 of mn for an mInHX, etc. NWOIN discusses the inference from this
statement which seemingly indicates that the obligation to give 7212 payments is
only 1312971 and not 7707 1, where there are indications elsewhere that 7213 is
NNPIRTA.
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It seems (from the statement of 2X1w 7K 1" that " 2»nRA 72102% 191 13PN 2720m)
that the obligation for a husband to give a 72¥n> is J2297%, and similarly in P79
739 WK regarding the ruling of the 71wn that she does not receive her 712103,

the XX there comments -
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‘What is the reason the 3121 instituted a 77305 payment for a woman, in order

that it should not be easy in the eyes of the husband to divorce her, etc.’; it is

again apparent from the statement 72103 1327 72 1°pn v"» that the 72102 21°77 is 122777.
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It is evident that the general consensus of the X973 is that 772302 is a 7129
obligation.

nvoIn asks:
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And there is a difficulty; for it is customary to write in the 173102 document that
he is obligating to pay her (if he predeceases her or divorces her) ‘two hundred
2°1 which you deserve Rn>3mIRT»’; indicating that 72103 is Xn»7RTH!

Mo0IN answers:

! mooin perhaps means (not that it seems from his statement; for his statement is very clear that 7203 is 13277, but
rather) that the 7377 is that 11277 72103, since generally °1"72 173 Xn3%;7 .
2 The mwn there on 2,79 states that if an X"V testifies for a woman that her husband died and she remarried
(permissibly, based on this testimony), and then her husband returned alive, she is forbidden to be married to either her
first or second husband (they are required to divorce her) and she receives no 72103 payment from either husband.
? The fact the husband is aware that if he divorces his wife he will have to pay her the 72103 amount, will force him
to reconsider and not be hasty to divorce her.
* In this case she is forbidden to live with them, therefore the 7"a is eager that they divorce her as soon as possible.
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And the n''9 says that we depend on »"'2wn cited in a /7w in the last P9p -
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Which is also mentioned shortly, who states, ‘he pays her with money of

NPuIDR’ because 1"'2w1 maintains XnY99INT 72100 -
- mvna YNNI 12 PYNY 1295 19 NP

And we have an established rule that we follow the rulings of 2"2aw=9 where his
opinion is mentioned in a 71w,

mooIn offers an alternate explanation:
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And furthermore says the v''; that we do not follow the ruling of XY 1K 1''9
(who states that 72102 is a D121 NIpN) -
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For we find swx 29, who is a later X712X, argues with 1", as he reinterprets the

Nnma later that -
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It should read ‘whoever was not checked cannot claim 2°9 02 niyw’ -
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It is evident that he is concerned that perhaps the husband is lying with his nivy
0°71n32, and we do not say as 1"1 does that there is a 717 that 77902 77 27X PN

> See P"nuow where some maintain (based on the expression 3"2w9X 33°9107, and not 3"2w"5 73977) that the n"3 does
not actually rule like 2"2wA that Xn*7IX7 72103, but that the custom to write Xn*71R77 is vindicated since we find an
opinion that maintains XN*7IX7 72102, so we can mention it in the 721N to strengthen the power of the 772103.
® The mwn there is discussing a case where someone married in X°pv19p and divorced in PRW 72X (or the reverse), is
he required to pay the 72102 from X°Pv©OP money (which is of greater value) or with *"X money.
" In a case where he married her in X°p19p (and divorced her in *"X), 3"2w1 maintains he must give her X°pvop myn
for the Mavw of 712102 is XX like any other T2vw, and since he wrote the 7721n2 in X°P109p, he is obligated to pay
her X°puv1op Mvan.
8 See later on X,7v where the X723 writes: 1012 7997 1NIWwnN2a A" awA mww apn 9o,
? See “Thinking it over’.
10 Generally (as a rule) when there is a np17mn (of 2°%R) we follow the ruling of the later 2°® R (for they have
seen the views of their predecessors and decided how to rule).
" The xn*12 mentions two (different) 23 in 931 77, 1. In 77 they secluded the 7951 10 together before the
7911, but not in 2°93. 2. Initially in 7797 they would appoint two chaperons (1°°aw ) one for the jnn and one for the
22 when they would enter the 791 (to assure that any claim or rebuttal of 2°21n2 n1ww could not be falsified [ w">y
wnwn? 7"72"wn3a]), but not in 7°%3. The ®n>>1a concludes, ‘and whoever did not follow this custom does not have the
rights of 2°71n2 nivw’. The X3 asks if this referring to the first custom (of being 7n™n the 7921 1), it should state
the opposite that whoever follows this custom cannot have 0°2n2 nww (since they were n>nn before the o1); if it
is referring to the second custom (regarding the 112w ) the Xn>72 should have rather said whoever was not checked
(that he did not hide the 2°21n2 07) cannot have 0°91n2 niv, not whoever did not check (53 7"7>"w12 W),
12 According to 1" even if the husband was not checked he should have 0°21n2 nivy, since 77°0971 7702 MY KX,
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And the 2''2>7 also explained it in this manner that X' argues with 1''9.

mooIn resolves the remaining question:
= 1211 1929 9°P9 RNPYL INM (ow) x,09 mnad) NI NYNNID 19299INXRT XN

And that which the X 1) states in 7739 7wN? 279, ‘why did the j129 institute a

712N2; indicating that 11277 7213 -
=1°PNT NI NAINI 12291°PN RNIYV NN IVIH9 0N

This is the explanation of that X723; why did the 3129 institute a 7723302 in those

cases where the 1127 did institute a 721> -
- ANONINY 19358 19D NNN KW “NINoNA 9

For instance by an ma2%K; the reason was in order RIS 1992 79 RN R9W -

SANONINY 199982 NYP NANVY 319 NY XN XYY 13595 393 NI
Here too (by this woman whose husband returned after she remarried X"y 5"v) the
1127 instituted that she should not have a 72105 in order %2 abp Nnw
RN,

SUMMARY
The 72105 of a 77102 is RN NRTA.

THINKING IT OVER

According to the explanation of the n" (that we follow 3"2w") is the 17097 like 1"
(that "21 v R"R 7P and he is believed) or like *wX 27 (that without Wi he is
not believed)?

" See x"awn who explains that the reason why 717091 77W02 7 XX is effective that we believe the husband; is
only in combination with the ruling of 1"9 that 7712103 is 131277%. However if we maintain Xn>7%7 72103 then the 7pmn
of "1 M X"X will be ineffective (for perhaps it is not that strong of a npin [see end of this footnote]) and the
husband will not be believed (even though he is a prmm), since there is a 8nN»7IX77 7712112 27, Since WX 17 reads in
the &n>>12 that if he was not wnwn he is not believed (even though there is the 7P of 121 17w X"K), this proves that
X" maintains Xn>>7%7 7202, [This is a preferable way of explaining their np12nn as opposed to saying that X" 1"1
argue whether or not 121 77w02 77w R"R. See (however) X2 1"7 2,0 '01n TIE footnote # 17]

' The 0"21 and the *"1 are seemingly just answering why we do not rule like 1", but this does not explain why the
RI7237 RAN0 in NN states 121 712102 1327 12°P0 ©'"'H, until the "7 of MdOIN later.

' All agree that a 7ma%% NN is 132777,
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