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Ketuvot 10a' — A Man's Credibility to Cost His Wife Her Ketubah
R’ Mordechai Torczyner — torczyner@torontotorah.com

o 138 2

A man's credibility to cost his kallah her ketubah of a betulah
e Rav Yehudah/Shemuel: Saying there were no betulim is sufficient to cost her the ketubah of a betulah! 2
o  Q: Rav Yosef: We already know this!
* We've learned that when a chatan eats with his inlaws in Yehudah, he loses the right to claim
betulim because they are alone together3

» The deduction:
e That's only in Yehudah - so in Galil, he can claim betulim!
e And if we are talking about prohibiting to each other, that should be in Yehudah tool!
e So it must be about costing her the ketuvah of a betulah — and it works!

o A: The Yehudah discussion is re claiming lack of blood, not lack of betulim

e (10q) Is the ketubah biblical or rabbinice4
o View 1: Rav Nachmanr - It's rabbinic, and we believe him, as Rava explains, because we have a

chazakah that he wouldn’t work for the wedding meal and then ruin everything.?
* And it's only collected from land of the worst quality, since it's a rabbinic enactment.
o View 2: Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel - It's biblical
* Q: Does Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel really believe that it's biblical? In a braisa re setting the
knas for seduction, we link it to the 50 shekel paid after rape, and:
e The tanna kama adds that the 50 shekel there is also what is used for ketubah, as seen
in the Torah's text,
e And then Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel says ketubah is rabbinic!®
= Al: Flip the views in that braita. Since on 110b Rabban Gamliel says to pay the ketubah with
valuable Kaputkiya currency, we know he believes this is a biblically binding debt.
» A2: The entire braita is Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel. The reisha is re betulah/biblical, and
the seifa is almanah/rabbinic.”

e Rav Nachman had a fellow whipped when he claimed there were no betulim8
o Q: But Rav Nachman said he is believed!

o Al: Yes — believe him, but whip him for how he learned to tell whether there are betulim

o A2 from Rav Achai: We believe a man who has been married before.
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1 As well as to prohibit them to each other (Tosafot)

2 But why, if there is no evidence? (Rashi, based on Rava 10a; and Tosafot 2077 °x)

3 See above 7b

41f it is the latter, what is the point of the ketubah?

5> Meaning, lose the marriage (Tosafot)

® Note: Tosafot Sotah 27a reads 1210 xon differently

" What is the halachah? (Tosafot 10a am1 27 "X, Rosh Ketuvot 1:19, Rama Even haEzer 66:6, Ketuvot 82a)
8 He must have been with zonot (Rashi); He is lying (Tosafot)
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