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L ‘n Mmwn: 2 more examples of 7ORY Na
a. if a woman admits to having been married but adds that she has subsequently been divorced — believed
i. if there are witnesses that she was married — not believed
b. if a woman admits to having been in captivity but adds that she was not raped — believed
i. if there are witnesses that she was captured — not believed
c. inany case, if she was already married and then the witnesses came forth — xxn &8>
IL Source of NNV Nan RIN TORY Nan
a. V.1-wnrY: forbids her (i.e. father is believed that she is betrothed) — ntn — permits her (to him)
i. Challenge: no need — it is a reasonable formula (x1210)
ii. Rather: verse needed for ruling of a1 that a father is believed n”nn to prohibit his daughter
1. addendum: ntn needed to exclude D2’ from rubric of 7 Dw RN
b. tangent on credibility: if a woman avers that she is married, then says she is not — believed
i. challenge: she already made herself into a X10'RT n2'nN
ii. defense: if she gave a reasonable explanation (R9nnR) for her first claim (e.g. if she wanted to dissuade
unfit suitors)
c.  applied question: YRmw >17: if she claims she is "knY then says she is NMNY
answer: also believed here (with X9nnr) — but YR1nw wouldn't rule that way in practice
e. tangent on credibility: 2 (0*1v) v. 2 (death or divorce) — she may not marry; if she did marry
i. 7227 no need to separate
ii. ’0» 73 prap 77 must separate (only if she married after the witnesses came)
1. Challenge: 2 v. 2 should = 0 (=pav) and her new husband (& her) should be »5n nwra 1»n
2. Defense: if she married one of the witnesses (who claims: 1)
3. Challenge: but she still has n>n owxa arn
4.  Defense: she also claims *» "2 that he is dead/he divorced me
iii.  Variant ruling (737 77): 2 v. 2 re: death — R¥n RY; 2 v. 2 re: divorce — R¥n
1. challenge: justify the difference
2. answerl (to N®»7): not 2 v. 2; rather 1 v. 1 (1 is believed for nmn; anti-1 isn't believed)
a. challenge: why not marry n%nna%
b. answer: due to v. 2 — (avoid being the object of bad rumors)
3. answer2 (8970): 13NV "7 accepted *ov 92 M 7 only in re divorce
a. Reasonl: re divorce: if he counter-claims, she can hold her position
i. Challenge: nptn that a woman doesn't claim »nw1a to her husband
ii. Answer: that nptn only applies if she has no supportive witnesses
b. Reason2: case where 07y said divorce/death happened today
i. Difference: have her show vi (death can't necessarily be substantiated)
iv.  Variant ruling (817773): 2v2 re nWTpN — may not marry, but R¥n RY; 2v2 re NWHINI — R¥N
1. justification for difference
a. 7an:1vl; in Rwn, 2 testify she was nms; in Rao, 2 testify that she was wr nwr
b. swx 27 switch rulings: 2 say "we saw her accept pwviTp" and 2 say "we didn't see
her" — xxn
i. challenge: obviously — testimony of absence is meaningless
ii. defense: case where they live in one courtyard — they wouldv'e known
iii. 9’0 2 say "we saw her divorced", 2 say "we didn't" — r¥n R
iv.  wrpm 8" people perform pwyTp privately, but po» are always public —
5"np that even pw11) might be done privately
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