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What is meant by ‘she lost it’? She lost it in a fire.

OVERVIEW

The X773 says that according to X955 27 who maintains that 927 12md PX, the
reason that the husband must pay without receiving the 72113 in return, is
because it is a 772112 1722 PRW 23P» and the 72102 which the husband wrote
especially for her, was burnt.

mooin asks a question:
= MIPIND NP7 MN PAMOY DIPNI ION )5 ON L9nxn o)

And if you will say, if this is so; if the 72112 was burnt the X713 could have

established that the Xn>72 was even discussing a place where they write
mamnd —

- PAMS PRY DIPNA MIPING NIPMT INN)
And what forced the X723 to establish that the Xn»92 is only discussing a
place where they do not write n1ains.

Mo0IN answers:
= HHINN NN NY ANOY WNIY RIN NOIYI PAMOY DIPNIAT ON 1329 9IIN)

And the n''1 says that it is necessary to maintain that we are discussing a
72102 12N PRY PR, for in a place where n12In> are written, then even if
it was burnt, there is the concern that he wrote her another 721n2; the
reason for this concern is —

- 272105 X9 NMAYAY MYONT
For it is forbidden to have the woman linger and be married without a
72302, Therefore since there is a strong possibility that he renewed the 7212, the
husband should not be required to pay if he claims that he wrote a new 72102 and wants it

returned before he pays. However if it is 72103 12am> PRw PR, and we know that the
71205 was burnt, then there is no concern. The husband cannot claim that he wrote a new

" The X initially answered that we are discussing a 7210 1°2m5 1Xw 2'p». This answer was challenged
since it says in the Xn>72 that 7n1N> 772°R. The X773 responded that really it is 7212 72M2 PRY DpnI;
however he wrote a 712102 for her. The X773 asked that nonetheless she can collect twice, to which the X723
responded that it was 72 772°X. It seems that the X3 still maintains that we are discussing a PXw 2pn
72N> pand, for otherwise the XM would have used the term TR2 772K 772K °Kn 'K9R' or something
similar.

2 See X,00 p"2 that, XX PPV 799 RN XYW T2 191 72105 X932 NAR YW 12°OK MWK DX XA W D7RY 12 0K,
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A2, since this is a 72103 PaM>d PR 2PN,

mooIn offers another option:
= PAMOY DIPNA NNPIND I8N MN 1M

However, the X7 could have established that we are discussing a place

where M21n> are written. The difficulty mentioned above can be resolved if we
establish —
= HINNX NY AN NNPY YNNI NIPTT P10 9NN NIV

that the 720> was burnt after the divorce; in which case there is no

concern that perhaps he wrote another 731> for her; there is no halachic need
for a 72103, and he certainly is not interested in helping her after the divorce. If there is no
other 712103, then it is understood that he is required to pay, since she has 27y that the
72100 was burnt after the w1,

mooIn explains why indeed the X723 did not offer this solution:
P ID NIV NON

However, it seemed to the X3 that this is an unlikely solution. It is not realistic
to narrow the focus of the Xn»92 that it is (only) discussing a case where the 712102 was burnt
after the divorce. The X3 would rather be discussing a case where it was burnt (even) during
the marriage, even if it means that we will be discussing a 72103 72012 PRY QPA.

SUMMARY

In a 72302 1PanW PR, even if the woman has 0>7v that her 72102 was burnt,
nevertheless the husband is believed if he claims that he rewrote the 721n2.
He does not have to pay her unless she returns the new 712103, according to
the 7" that 727 172012 PX (unless she has o7y that the original 721> was
burnt after the divorce). However 72102 12> XY 21p»32, then he is not
believed that he rewrote the 72113 and is obligated to pay her, even if she
does not return the 721n2.

THINKING IT OVER

What is the 7°7 in a 72102 12010 PPRW 21P7, if the husband claims that he wrote
her a 72102, according to the 7"» that 921 172M> 7X. Is the husband believed
that he wrote a 72113, and not obligated to pay unless she returns it to him, or
1s the husband not believed?

? See "X Moo who adds that granted that he changed the custom once by writing a 72103, but if it was
destroyed we are not concerned that he wrote another one.
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