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Rabboh said; this teaches us, etc. — NORIN NNT 720 AN

OVERVIEW

The X2 cites a Xn»72 which states that if a woman was a X131, however there
were witnesses that they did not consummate their marriage, and the husband died,
the second husband who marries her cannot claim 2°7102 nivy, for she was a IR
(regardless of what the 07y testified), and must pay her a 712, 727 derived from
this Xn>>72 that 79v2 DRI 77302 NpIna 7010 she receives a man, for the second
husband assumed that she was a 79102 and it turned out that she is a 793, and
nevertheless he must pay her a 712, Our mdo1n discusses who brought this proof;
was it 7127 or X211,

- yUN 215 “MY0 NPT I9PH INNP NI NIT N2 12D NINT ANI)
It is the view of Mooin that here the text reads 7729, for X239 ruled previously
that by 79wa nR¥n1 it is a complete NP 1P and she receives nothing —

mooIn responds to an anticipated rejoinder:’
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And if we are 27 here X2, there will therefore be a contradiction in the
from the Xw" (which states (X,X°) that a 711 02N PRWIT 7 72102)° to the XD

(on 2,2°, which states nvv mpn *mpn ) -
- 702 1359NBRTD *PIINNDN 993 PTNAY RION NIDIN NNT NNT

For this 'n92I8 nXt' which proved from the &n>>12 that 711 70210 79W2 NRYAL, can

also be inferred from our mw» as X ) shortly states (therefore the mwn would
contradict itself according to X27; the X271 maintaining that by 7912 nX¥n1 her 72105 is a 7 and
the X9°0 maintaining 2172 X?), therefore -
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We would rather certainly maintain that here the 8z is ;729, for’ X317 who
maintains y»wn "»sh nww np» will explain (both the Xn°°12 and the mwn) like 29

P,

2w npn means (literally) an erroneous sale. Finding out that your wife is a 7912 is a v npn.

? Seemingly one can say that we can be 010 here X271 and it is no contradiction, for this Xn»12 maintains that nx»3
711 7203 79792 and the m1wn of MY NP maintains that 0125 XYY 771W2 DRYA1. MOOIN rejects this explanation.

* We can also derive from this X1 the same N2 NXT that 73 702N 7212 NXEAI as the N7 KXY points out
shortly.

5 %21 drives from the My npn of the X9°0 (of the continuing 73wn) that 0175 X1 72192 NR¥AL.

% See “Thinking it over’.

7 mooin is explaining how X271 will deal with the nam& nxr which would seemingly pose a contradiction in the 71w,
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2R who disproved the proof of the n72IX nX7 (and differentiated between a real myv npn [where
2195 1712 1°X] and a case of WX 71012 or 739177 170121 [where 712 702100]).

SUMMARY
The text reads 1727, for if it would read X219, the 71w»n would contradict itself.

THINKING IT OVER

mooIN writes that the nMX NXT from the Xn>72 we can also infer - 'P7°n% RN’ -
from the mwn.® Why does mao1n ‘merely” write 'p71% 82X', when indeed the p1°7 is
explicitly made in the X7n3; it is not an P71 XX, it is an actual p17?!°

8 See footnote # 6.
? See X"wmn.
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