NP "7 '0IN R,0 Mo .7"0a

— KD 297¥ PR 7779001 NP
Warning and secluding yes; but not witnesses?!

OVERVIEW

The X713 responded to the jwpn, who asked that since X"7 rules that a woman can
only be q0X1 on her husband with 77°n9Y »11°p, so how is she 17¥ 770K by the claim
of *nXX» mnd nnd. The X713 answered, can X"7 mean only 77°n01 "1 and not if
there were 27V who saw the mir?! Obviously not! mooin explains how this
answers the question of why he is believed by *nX¥» mns mna.’

mooIn explains:
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We must also assume that when X"9 said that 77°n01 M1°p are required, just as he
obviously did not exclude 013, so too he did not exclude if the testimony (of
M) is given by him (the husband), for this testimony (by him) is like testimony of
witnesses, since he is sure that it was mn» nno.

SUMMARY
X" did not exclude (2>7¥ and) the husband’s testimony since it is 72 2°p.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Seemingly mpoIn answer’ that ¥y *o Yy is *»7 07 is actually stated in the
X773, that "»7 0>7¥ °1w> MN5 1091, what is N1BOIN adding?6

2. Is the husband believed to claim mns nnd because of °» o°p,” or because in the
X1P07n we maintain that X0 RT X2°NN WX TN applies even by a MIyaw 1277?

"It is obvious that 0*7¥ are believed, but why should he be believed.

* See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

? See “Thinking it over’ # 2.

* This proves that the statement 77°n0Y "13°p *"y K98 NIOKI TWRA PX, is not unequivocal, but there are exceptions to this
rule such as 7y, and similarly if he claims >nX¥n mns nno. Therefore we do not have a contradiction in the rulings
of X"1.

> See footnote # 2.

° See X"wn.

7 See footnote # 3.
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