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13.15.3
117b (27 mwn) >118b (7197 D17D)

I 27 mwn: conflicting testimony
a  if 1 witness testified to death and she married:
i if 1 witness arrived and countered the 1+t testimony — she doesn’t leave new husband
1 clarification: even if she didn’t yet marry, she never abandons her first permit (may marry n%nna%)
ii  if 2 witnesses arrived and countered 1¢ testimony — she must leave new husband
1 challenge (obvious):
(a) answerl: all of them are ny7Y *9109, following nnn1 7 — when we use 1 witness, we follow majority
(b) answer2: 15 witness is a woman, 2" two are women
(i) ™nm "’s meaning is 2 women<->1 woman::2 men<->1 man (but 1 nr’n 7 =many women)
b  if 2 witnesses testified to death and then 1 witness came and countered that testimony — she may marry nnna%
i evenif 2 witnesses are m1y *)109, following 1" (anywhere we accept 1 witness, follow majority of voices)
II  ’n mwn: contradictory testimony
a 2wives:
i 1 testifies that he died and 1 testifies that he didn’t die:
1  the one that testified that he died may remarry and collect 121>
2 the one that testified that he didn’t die may not remarry nor collect 12>
(a) this is true even if she is silent, since one wife’s testimony is invalid for another’s
(b) we need to teach that if she says "nn KY” it is accepted and we don’t suspect her of lying alav.1
ii 1 testifies that he died and the other testifies that he was killed:
1 n"™ - since they contradict each other, neither may marry
(a) question: why doesn’t n"1 dispute the 1+t case?
(i) Answerl (Y9R 7): he does disagree and the Xw» is authored by v
(if) Answer2 (130 "7): he doesn’t disagree, since “nn X5 isn’t affirmative testimony
1. challenge: end of our mwn (below [b i]) supports 8”1 (n"13) and refutes 1Ny "1
2 w" M 1 - since they concur that he is dead, both may marry and collect 1213
b Witnesses
i 1 (w3 7) testifies that he died and 1 testifies that he didn’t die — may not marry
ii 1 (e.g.) woman testifies that he died and 1 woman testifies that he didn’t — may not marry
I "y mwn: testimony of 1 woman and its affect on another
a if a woman returns from *"nTn, testifies that her husband died
i she may marry and collect namn>
ii ~ her n7¥ may not remarry, may not collect, but regarding nmnn;
1 v allows her to continue eating
2 y™is stringent and disallows
b (11 mwn) if a woman returns from »"nn, testifies that her husband died and then her father-in-law died:
i (i.e. according to her testimony, she was no longer the n% of this woman when nnn died)
ii ~ she may marry and collect namn>
iii her mother-in-law may not remarry, may not collect, but regarding nmAn;
1 v™allows her to continue eating
2 y™is stringent and disallows
3 nan follows v™ (in both cases) — supporting ®n»1a
¢ justification for both cases and disputes
i in 1% case, suspect her b/c she hates the n7x¢ due to “shared bed” & will try to hurt her->2d case, rule like ™
ii ~ from 2" case, perhaps ¥" accedes to v in 1% case — >"np
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21 mwn: debt to 1 of 5 claimants
a  n2md: he married 1 one of 5 women (not sure which), give v to each, regarding nam>:

i v"™-leave money in middle and run away

ii ~ y™ —must pay each one a full N2>
b nYn: he stole from 1 of 5 people (not sure which), regarding repayment

i v™-leave money in middle and run away

ii ~ y™ —must pay each one full value of non
C mwn follows version of X”aw1 who limits their dispute to n5m (not npn) and Prw7 (not PVITR)

i wPp means X1 VTP

ii  case of pwITp taught to show extent of »™’s position — although he “only” violated v*mn MR, we fine him

iii Case of nbm taught to show extent of v"’s position — even though he violated n”nn Mo’8, he isn’t fined
m mwn: wife’s credibility vis-a-vis o1a»
a  woman, husband and son travel abroad, she returns alone and says:

i first the husband died (no np’1) then the son — believed

1 supports her npin of being w5 nIimn before she left
ii  first the son died, then the husband (np’r) — not believed
1  violates nprn of being NX> MR, but we're cautious and have her do nxn

"0 mwn: Woman and husband travel abroad, she returns alone and reports that she bore a son there and:
a first the son died then the husband died - believed

i supports her npm of N1 NPT
b  first the husband died then the son died — not believed

i violates nptn of being MY nMoR, but we're cautious and have her do nx¥on

VII » mwn: woman and husband travel abroad, she returns alone and reports that her husband had a brother born:

a  whether she reports that her husband or the n1’ died first, she is believed. (had nprn of w5 nIMmn)

b  If a woman, her husband and her n2’ went abroad, and she returned alone, reporting that husband and na> died
in either order — not believed (violates nprn of 1w NOR)

¢ Rule: woman isn’t believed to testify that her D1’ died (so she can marry) or her sister died (she can marry him)

d Rule: man isn’t believed to testify that his brother died (so he can perform m2’) or his wife died (marry her sister)

VIII Tangential discussion:

a  Question (X171 asked 1™): if a man accepts a V3 on behalf of a woman in a situation of D127 — do we consider it a
mat (and, based on the rule of 1792 XYW DTRY 31, the acceptance is valid) or perhaps, she may like the 02’ and it is
to her detriment

b Answer: from our nwn — since we are cautious, we don’t assume she either loves or loathes the n1

¢ Question: (8127 asked R1): if a man accepts a V3 on behalf of a woman when she is squabbling with her husband
do we consider it a mar or perhaps, she may prefer being married in any case and it is to her detriment

d Answer: based on 9"'s dictum — 191278 25N 17T 7V A NY 2V we assume it to be a 1IN
i Supportive observations: amoraic aphorisms about women who prefer staying married to their husbands, no

matter how lowly, in order to have the “honor” of being considered a married woman
1 Addendum — but they all are guilty of infidelity
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