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Why did they not forbid her — MINON KD 72 91D

OVERVIEW
The X723 asks why did they not forbid ¥aw na to 717. Our MdOIN cites >"w7D, rejects
it and offers his interpretation.

- 2190 £51¥3 AWYN IMN XYM 100N W
>'"w9 explained the reason the 0°»51 should have forbidden her to 717 is since
there were witnesses to that episode.

Mmoo rejects *"wD:
= 95520 ANYANY NN DA P1T2T 91T NI PPN)

And this is not the view of m»o1n, for granted that it was publicly known that

717 brought ¥aw n2 to his house -
—*unv &Y DX 233 %192V *NI910WA HINNI INT XY BIPNI Yan

Nevertheless no one saw n=ap1BW2 ’7111:7::,5 since he was not w»w» in the
presence of people, so why should she be 179y 70x.

mooin offers his interpretation of the question MAOK X7 1"10n:
- 71945 MIYOR NY INAN ST 01y 53w MND NNST YINN DN WY PNY 139399 AN

And the 5" prefers to explain it thus; so if you maintain that the claim of nnp
mnp (by the husband) is comparable to the testimony of two witnesses (regarding

mar) as the Xn3 just stated, so why did they not prohibit her to 717 -
- 573959 DYPM Y91 NAIWN NYYY 29 YY XY NIYIY INTIA Y1 N 11T

"oaom ",

? People knew that 717 brought ¥aw na to his house (and was secluded with her).

3 9yom is a dye applicator. It is first inserted into a tube (n1919w) which contains dye, and then applied to the eyes.

This is the common euphemism for the act of 7x"2.

* It is forbidden to have w*»wn in the presence of anyone else.

> It seems that MO maintains that the Nt *7v are required to see NIDWW 21D in order that their testimony be

accepted. Others maintain (see X,7 M27) that it is not necessary that the 07y actually see n121Bw3a 91513, but it is

sufficient if they see them 2°5X¥177 7772 (in a compromising situation). In any event the 0>7v saw neither since he was

not X'"12 %1921 wawn.

® If however we would maintain like the JWpPn N0 that since ' NMIND MAYAY 127 PR, then even if he sees his wife

711 she is not 770K to him (see previous *» 7"7 '01n footnote # 6), there would be no question on 717, since there

were no o°7v.

7 The 117710 should have told 77 that if/since you are aware that you were 12 her while she was an w°X NWX, so

you know that she is forbidden to you, and you need to separate yourself from her. The word 170X is not that literal

according to *"79 as it is according to *"w®.

¥ moon is explaining that we cannot say that just as initially 717 did an M0°X (with ¥aw n2), so later too he continued
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For 717 certainly knew that she was 179v21 (by 717), and we see that even though

77 did 7292n, nevertheless he retained her by him -
$UNY WY DN P18 IMIN 190 KD 1Y A9ON NN ON)

And if she was forbidden to him, that ?>7% would not have taken her as his
wife.

SUMMARY

According to >"wA the 7"°2 should have prohibited 717 to be with ¥aw n3, since there
were 077V that they were together. According to mdoIn, the 72 should have told
717, since you know that she is 70X to you, there is a need for you to separate.

THINKING IT OVER

The rule is if one is ¥12 an 11¥72 WX NWX she is 770K both to her husband (the Hv2)
and to the 2. The rule is 5¥12% 770X 75 Hva% 7oxw awd. If however she was
01X 7921 she is H¥a% N and therefore also H¥12% nann. Here yaw n2 may not
have been 7¥2% 770K (her husband ;77X) since he does not know that she was
1%02 79v21 and even if 77 (or vaw n3) would have told them he need not accept
their testimony, especially since YW1 Xy 2°wn 07X PX. In our case therefore if she
is not H¥a% 770K she is not 9122 7MOKX (to 77), so what is the s'8M3 question
according to mpoIn?!°

living with her m10°X2. Therefore m2oin says that 717 did 721w, so how come he continued to live with her if she is
770K to him
? See w"w" and W MR 710,
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