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For if it is according to 3''9, he maintains that she is believed.

OVERVIEW

The mwn states: if there are Xn11°7 ¥7v, then the woman is believed that 7902
»1NXW3. Our XY infers from this that if there are no 2’7y, the husband is
believed that 7°>nXw31 71298, The X713 asserts that (seemingly) our 7Iwn is not
in accordance with A'"1, who favors the Woman,1 even 1if there are no
witnesses to support her claim. It seems unlikely that our 71w» would not
cite the opinion of 3", since he was cited in the previous N11wn.

moon wishes to qualify the question; that it is limited to a specific opinion:

— 31999 D193 9NN NY 27 152 HUYN NN IWIVH MNT NPT AN
It seems that this challenge that our 71wn is not in accordance with 3"7 is
only according to the one who maintains that ‘one who counterclaims an

act of 7''92, he has no claim’; if one claims that he already paid what 7" required
of him we do not accept this claim of *ny79, and he is still obligated to pay, unless he can
prove that he paid his obligation. It is only according to this 7" that the X131 challenges
that the husband should not be believed (according to 3"1) that TnXw1 719X (even if there

were no Xm71 7y), because he has nothing with which to support his claim.”
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However, according to the 7''% that one can claim ‘I paid’ (even by a nwwn
7"2; such as a 721n2), then -
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Here in our mwn if there were no X»1°72 nnxw vy, the husband is
believed to claim nXw1 71a9%, even according to 3''9, who usually favors
the woman; nevertheless here the husband is believed to claim that I
married you as a widow, for he has a a» that he could have claimed ‘I

! See the various NTIwn in " 2,20 2% WK PID.

* A "2 wyn is an obligation on a person that he is required to discharge even if there is no Tow or 2>7v. A
prime example of a 7"°2 nwyn, is the 71N itself. The obligation to pay the 721n3 is not dependent on the
writing of the 72112. Any woman who marries is entitled to a 72102 regardless if a 72105 was written or not.
There is a dispute whether one may claim °ny7 on a 7"2 nwyn, even if he has no proof that he actually
paid. This dispute is in a case where the claimant has no document (a 72102) to prove that (s)he is still owed
the monies. In cases other than 7"°2 7wyn the debtor is (usually) believed to claim *ny-s, if the claimant has
no uw.

? See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

* This mooin is discussing the X" of the X3, before we distinguished between 121 >33 and Xn1 1.
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already paid you the 721n3. According to this 7"», one is believed to claim >ny-s, even
by a 7"2 nwyn; therefore if there were no R’ >7v, the Hv1 is believed to claim 7In%K
T°NXw1, since he has the 1» of *ny-».

SUMMARY

According to the 7" that 7281 7"2 Awyn R (PNyID) 3107, it is understood
(even in the X"7) that 2" agrees that the 9¥2 is X1 (if there are no v
X111°77), since he has a 12°» of *ny-».

THINKING IT OVER

1. mooIn claims that the question of 2"15 897 "1 8% is only according to the
7"n that @192 AR XY 72 Owvn AR 30°; since he has no wn of nyo.°
Seemingly however, he has the 11 of *nWX NX 1X; you are not my wife and I
owe you nothing.’

2. If the woman demanded her 712102 immediately after the 72173, would the
husband still have the 13°» of *ny15?

3. Would *"w", who states in 2¥277 17"7 that "1 apm 2¥ AN 7y, disagree
with this n1o1n?’

3 See footnote # 3.
® See 7™ 0" KR"wAN.
7 See p"nuw.
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