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And they elevated him — IIPONY

OVERVIEW

The X713 details the case where 2"2w 1 X"7 argue. There was a 7P that the father
was a 119, and this was followed by a 9 that the son is 7273 32 (so he was denied
the rights of 71172), after which an X"¥ testified that the son is w3, whereupon he
was (re)elevated to the status of 711173. This was followed by two 0°7¥ claiming that
he was a 72173 32 and another 7v saying that he is a "w2. According to one opinion
the np12nn whether we are 79y the son to 711712 or not in this situation depends on
whether we are concerned for X17 37 &m»7 or not.' moown discusses the
ramifications if we maintain 7"27 Xn1971% W,

nooIn asks:
- *9ypn nNNM APPNNRT 1193 1NIPON 5950 XI%T 527 *RMYITY WHNT INNYI 1INN ON)

And if you will say; according to the one who is concerned for X197 527 Xn>°1,
how could they elevate him (based on the testimony of the X"¥) since they

already lowered him on account of the rumor; elevating him to 7175 after lowering
him is a 7"27 Xm?*7!

mooIn rejects a proposed solution:

- *Do1Y0 NV INTNNY NIXD NIN NI 527 NIDIT IPYT “913905 N9
And one cannot say that there is no 7'"27 Xn%>r unless he was lowered twice;
therefore at this point (where only one 7¥ came) he was lowered only once and there is no Xm>1.

mooIN rejects this notion for there is XM>'1 even if there is a one-time reversal
= (N,29 97 892 N23) "Bynan nPINA NIIMNTI

"If we are concerned for X3°7 *27 XM then even though there are *n >7n and the son has a "W npin, nevertheless
we will not elevate him to 111772, since we already lowered him; this will be a 7"27 Xm>°1.
% 9"27 XMt means the cheapening of 7"»a. If 72 reverses its ruling, they will not be respected; their honor will be
tarnished.
? See footnote # 1.
* Mmoo question may (also) be if the np1omn is regarding the 7"27 XM21 it is not necessary that any other 2*7v came;
this point where the (first) X"y was 9°won is sufficient to establish their np17n» whether we are concerned for Xm>1
7"27.
5 See w7 "7 "W who writes; 121 °RYD W IMTNIW.
% One might argue that only a dual reversing of its ruling will cause a 7"27 Xm>1, but not a one-time reversal.
7 The case there is by ¥p7p nptn (where initially one brought m7v that the field belonged to his father, and also that
he was there 1P 1w; the other party just brought M7y that he was there npin “aw. Initially the field was awarded to
the one who had 7P M7y Xn;7axk M7y, Later the losing party bought Xn7ax nm7v as well. There is a discussion there
whether we are concerned for 7"27 Xm7°1). In that case there was only a single reversal and nevertheless it was
considered a 7"27 Xm>1 (according to that 7"n) as X211 there compares that case with our case.
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As is evident in 25027 NP P05,

nv0IN answers:
= DY 275 DY INNINY RN NIN NI 227 XNMMDIT XY 99D U

And one can say; that there is a 7'27 x> only when he is lowered on

account of testimony by o7y -
- 5N394 527 XIDOT XYY 91 215 SV NTNNA YaN

However the lowering caused by a »? does not cause 7''27 XN if that ruling is
reversed. Therefore at this point since they lowered him only because of the 7p, all will agree
that it is not a Xm?°7 if they elevate him on the testimony of the X"y.

mooIn anticipates a difficulty:
- NYP ©Y5Van XYY 9111:)5 WINN 23D (x,x9 972 1I2IINT 23 DY GN)

And even though we learnt regarding a divorcee and a 3775, that we do not

nullify a rumor, so why is it that here we are Yvan the 9 that he is a w173 12 with the
testimony of the 7v?

mooIn replies; the reason we are not X2 Y021 by the 1737 w3 -
= 195031 DIV OLIYY 1YY 13PDN KD INT NN DAN NMIPN NY NHRT DIVN 199N

That is because there is a remedy to that situation (the 375 and the woman can
marry others'?), however here (by the 2 of 7wy 12), since if we will not elevate
him to 71970, based on the testimony of the 7v, he will always be 71727 08,
therefore we are »van the »p.

mooIn offers another distinction between here (where we are S0an the 79) and in rm:”

1970 13397 7199903 M9 ON
Or you may also say; regarding 31297 72190 they were lenient and allowed this
suspected 7WI73 12 to eat 717N on the basis of the X"V even though there is a 201977 7p. However

8 Perhaps mooin is alluding to what he writes in Pan 7"7 X,27 2"2 that 770 R?n 920 XOR P1ANR XPIT R?; he
demoted himself (to avoid any controversy). See >"in here ('R MX) who writes; 7272 RPR RPI7 IXD 70K 73 R
hl~F42-R
’ The case there is where there was rumor regarding a 175 that he wrote a vx to his wife, and they were still living
together. The X there says that XMW maintains that we are not Pvan this 7 (see 'o1n there Xy717121 7"7 that it
means we are not X2p 2011 even with 0°7v), and we force the 173 and his wife to separate from each other (since a
172 1S W72 MOR).
' See 7910 2n>.
" mooin is not however (answering the first question by) saying that there is no Xm>'1 by a 13217, for if this were so
how can we compare our case which is 11277 to the X3 in 2"2 where it is a question of Xn»K7 72°13. Rather mooin
is distinguishing when we are Y021 a 917 and when not (when there is no 7"27 Xm>).
2 See “Thinking it over’.
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by the 37159 7w there is an XN IR MO°K.

SUMMARY
There is 7"27 XmM>7 (only) when the original ruling was based on M7y (but not if it
is based on a 7). We are van a 7p if there is no remedy or if it is only a 131277.

THINKING IT OVER

Moo answers that by 13277 7170 we are X9 Yvan through an X"v."> What type of
11277 7m0 are we discussing here; if it is 9™ 72190 or Mo NN, how does the
X713 previously (2,72) say that the 1127 and " of our m1wn (on 2,33) argue whether
1OMYY ANk oY when mooIn previously stated (181 7"7 2,79) that from nmIn
2" or M’D MINN everyone agrees that we are not 79¥n even XN™TIRT 1N? and
certainly not 1on°2? On the other hand if we are discussing "2 137 nm1n (which is
17112 132971), regarding which 0N stated (there) that all agree that we are 17791 to
XNMIIRT 72170, how are we 2°pn to be Huan the 9 because it is a 11277, since we are
J3297 NN YA to RNPIRT 77990 so there is a xn»RT wwn?!t

13 See footnote # 12.
14 See mmbw xod
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