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SOR 29 maintains that it means 7922 - 79U AN 0N 29

OVERVIEW

"OX 27 maintains that when the 71wn states that if 12 n72772 17X, she 1S not NI
according to yw7° '; the term N127M means that there were 75921 0°7v. Otherwise,
if there are no n%y21w 0°7v, only 77NOIY 0°7Y, the woman is ninRi. It is not clear
what is meant by ninx1 if there are 7001w 0°7¥. Does it mean she is NInX1 (only) if
she claims °n%va1 X7; or is she n1aX1 (even) if she claims "n%va1 wa2? mooin will
address this issue.

= 9NY¥a) XY 199N NIV INT 1N NYYA) 9WAY 99D NNNIT YWINY 229 NI NINDI baN
However, if she (merely) secluded herself with this person; there were only 7V
77°No, not 12°va 7y, then ' would agree that she is believed to say, ‘I was
o1 to a "w>’, for she has a 1A, that she could have said, I was not Toyar’.!

n1voIN asks:
= YNDIND INDVIRYNM 22) M1 159 T YWINI Y39 NI 9INN ON)

And if you will say; but >''1 does not utilize a 13 concerning the case where the

woman claims ‘I was forced after I was betrothed’. In the case’ where the woman
claims >noaR1 *3n0 Xwn and the husband claims NOIRI TNOIR XYW 7V, the ruling according to °"9 is
that she is not believed and cannot collect her (full) 721n3. Seemingly she has a 13» there, for she
could have claimed "% y¥ now.? It is on the basis of this 1, that X"1 "9 maintain that she is
ninx1 and collects her 721n12.* The fact that *"- disagrees proves that he maintains that a » is
insufficient, to believe her. Why is it that here >"7 maintains that if she was (only) 77001, she is
believed to claim °n%y21 7w>? based on the 1, that she could have claimed °n%ya1 82? Why is
this 11 effective and the » of ¥" not effective?!’

MB0IN answers:
= 9N XY NN NN IN IR NNT 990 M M1 KXY ONNT MY ¥»

And one can say that there in the case of *ndIX1 “1n0IXWnH, the claim of y¥ N is

not an ideal 1a», for even if she claimed that she is a ¥''51%, nevertheless —
= 599519351193 )INT YYWIN? 229D NININI NN

! See “Thinking it over’ # 1.

23,2 mwn.

3 mooin will shortly explain what the 133 is.
4 See XT3 on &, A7 and ®OK 7"7 2,20 "W,
5 See ‘Thinking it over # 2.

6 %,» 77, in the first mawn.
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She is not believed according to >''9 to collect her 72112 as we learnt in the
7awR; that >"1 maintains that even if she claims "X ¥"5 she cannot collect her 712103.

mooIN anticipates a question; If ¥"21 is not a believable, claim why does the Xn3 refer to it as a
13°1?! BN responds:
$7959%2 NYIYN NIYV NIAY 299 NIN 1 1YY 9P N

And the claim of ¥">1 is not called a 1, like other 1, where if the W» claim
were used it would be accepted; this is not the case by the claim of ¥">m, rather it

is called a 13»n only because it is a better claim; but not that it is a believable claim. The
claim of *n%¥21 X however is a believable claim; therefore, it is an effective 13°n.

SUMMARY

According to °"7 in a case of 77001, she is believed to claim >n%y21 W25 with a W
of >n%ya1 X. This 1 is a believable claim as opposed to the 1 of ¥">1m, which is
merely a better (but not a [more] believable) claim.

THINKING IT OVER

1. N0 maintains that according to "0X 17 in a case of 77N01 she is believed to
claim °noya1 waL.8 It is seemingly not clear, from where mooIn derives this.”
Perhaps *0X 27 merely maintains that by 77001, she is believed to claim >n%y21 &;
but not *n»va1 2wa" (because this 2n is not effective)?

2. nmpoin asks what is the difference between the 1 of *18 ¥">1 and the 1n of X
nov21.!% Seemingly there is a distinct difference; the 13 of "X ¥"> is being used
to extract money from the %¥3, therefore "7 maintains that a 1K X2 X°¥172 W7.
However the 1 of °nbval XY is concerning (only) (713713%) 70X, therefore °"9
maintains that it is an effective 1.

3. M0 maintains that the claim of ¥"21 is not a believable claim (according to

7 See X7X 11"7 2,2° >"wA, that when a woman claims >NoiR1 *1n07Xwn» she becomes n1719% 719109; however, if she claims
*IX "1, then she remains 717752 77w, A 172 is MOXR to marry an (110°X2) 70X, but not a ¥">m. See ‘Thinking it
over’ # 3.

8 See footnote # 1.

% See X"wIn.

10 See footnote # 5.

' See w"w1 ,7"w 2" and 7"2 NIX 7"010.
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>"9) and the reason the X713 refers to it as a 131 is because it is a N2 77N mvw.!?
Seemingly when the X713 refers to ¥"2w as a 1n,'3 it is discussing the opinions of
X" 2"1. However, they maintain that ¥">% is believed!'* m»own should have
(merely) said that according to >"7 the ¥"21 claim is not believable.

12 See footnote # 7.
Bx,ma7.
4 x,% ('R) mawn.

3

TosfosInEnglish.com



