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— 9 JINIRY VAT LY 29NN QYTY
Witnesses, who are signed on a v}, and their names, etc.

OVERVIEW

WP w1 posed a query to 13 "M; what is the rule by a vx whose 0*7v have
names which sound like 2"2y nnw (but not 2’2 MRY), 1s it WD or not.
mooIn explains the query as well as the subsequent discussion in the X773,

— 29195 9399 N9PDN 31U IN PND 5399 TU) 1193 IRIYIT 195NN M 1wy’
The explanation of the query (regarding 121 17°nMWY VAT ¥ DMINMT DY) is
whether we assume that the signers are Jewish and the ©) is =w>
according to »' (who maintains *n7> 1"v)’ or according to X' it is w3

with 779907 7. The reason it is W2 is -
— ©%2995 Y7121Y AV INTIA Y17 19 ON NIN 02595 Y7219 11D 199N NOY

Because we do not assume that the signers are 2'"12y unless it is known

with certainty that they are 2"y -
— %1133 ©23915 ¥72)Y MNNIY KNYN NPIY RYT

For it is unusual that 2'"15y should sign on a v, this is one side of the query -
— 111393 ©%2915 »72IY NIV 13WN 02919 »T2IY MNYI 1PMNYT 1990 NIDT IN

Or perhaps, since their names are like the names of 2'9y we are

concerned that perhaps the signers are 2'"12y -
— 611)’}:\’) 2499 19299 “ATYIN 9395 1501 $1¥A 1959N 9WINN NI

And the v will not be "w> even with »'"y according to X'"9, and even

according to w'9 it will not be 7w for we are concerned that perhaps we will use
these 0*7y for 77°0n 7Y -
— PPN PNY MNY 0N NN PPN MNYA NIX YN XY NI

For ¥"7 is not =>wa» by 2°w1 *v°3 only by pram nmnw (names which are

' Moo may be negating Y 7"72 *"wrs, that the question is whether we can be 2"wan this v with n"v;
however N19OIN maintains that according to this side of the query it would be Ww> even with 1"y (alone
according to n"M). See following footnote # 3. See X171 MR "9,

% See “Thinking it over’ # (1 &) 3.

* We can depend on the 079 which signed the 3 even though they have names which are similar to nuw
ooy, since (as MoOIN states shortly) it is unusual that they would allow 2™>¥ to sign on a va.

* See “Thinking it over’ # 2.

> It will certainly be 9109 according to »"3 who maintains *n73 1"y since the signers are 0"12y.

6 "9 maintains (see previous 73w» and XN on the 'X TmY) that all agree by w1 *wa that it is always w2
(even by nmwrTh) if there are n"v.

! By 7pii2m mnw, there is no concern that they will be used for n"y (for we know that they are o"1oy).
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surely 0"2v), however here the names of the signers are 19272172 PRR NAw.

mooIn explains why we assume that the query is by PP PRW Mnw:
—IND N DN D291 Y721y IN 1I2PODN NNT

For we are doubtful whether the signers are 2'"¥ or not, therefore it must
be PPAAM PRY MAY -
— 11 ©2919 ST2IWT NVIWST Y1909 NI*Y PPN mnva)

For by 1°pr12y» nyaw there is no doubt, for we are certain that they are
2"y -

—1N9Y 710 INNR RNJT 1PWIN KXY N7 D3 NI4T
since in all cases of PPi212 MY we are not concerned that perhaps we

will depend on them (for »"v), for there is no doubt that they are 2"2y. Therefore,
since here there is a doubt (for that is the thrust of the query), we must be discussing Mnw
72121 PRY. This concludes the explanation of the query.

mooIn continues with the explanation of the answer of 7171 "
— 1PPN2M MNY NNT DIVN 1IVYIN DI DIPIY XIN 11D N NI 9N

And 7111 " replied that only the names of ©32% and 2% came before us

and we ruled the v to be "w> (with n"Y), since these are P21 nnw -
— PPNV 2295 9199 7Y INN K

And no one will depend on using them as 77°0» 7y as @' rules -
—135W9N 17333 ©2993 T2 SNTY INDT PPN PNRY MNYa Yax

However, nn»w that are Ppra» 1°NX, where we are not certain whether
they are 2''1op, we are concerned that we may use them for »"v and they are 7109.

mooIn continues with the explanation of the X n3:
— 5915 050 NPTHN PPRAN PO 7599 NP
And the X3 challenges this ruling of 131 " from the following Xn>>72
which states, ‘3Pwes that come from overseas, etc.” The xn»72 concludes that
even though the names of the 0>7v are 2"y MnW>, nevertheless it is WD -
98P XNT PPRYT RPYD KD
And the X773 assumed that this which the xn»2 taught -
— ©2999 Y72 MNYI J1PMNY YINY YINAY HNIY? 219
that the majority of Jews in ®'"'17 have names like the names of 2"y -
— NP DN NN NPT PYINY XY

8 Seemingly there is no contradiction from the Xn>92 (which is 2"12 wan) to *"1 (who is 0% in >"X) as the
X773 subsequently answers. mao1n explains why the 7wpn thought there is a contradiction
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It did not intend to be 2>w>» only the 1) from overseas (") -
— ©%3999 721y MNPV IRIYS PUNT NXIN MI)9T 9390 DYV M) NON

But rather he is giving a reason for a general ruling (that 7°v°3 which have
signers whose names are like 0"y, are WD), because it is common that

the Jews use 2'"'72» names -
— ©2219 72)¥ MNYI 1217 YINY YINa 291V

For we see that in %'y the majority of Jews have names like the 2"y -
— 10 052995 »121¥ NNIY WINY PN ) INIY? NINA 70N

Therefore also in "X we should not be concerned that perhaps the

signers are 2'"13¥ (even though the majority of Jews in *"X are not called with nnw

0"™>av, nevertheless we should not be concerned) -
— P02 02519 *7121Y DINNY MY PNRY

since it is not usual to sign 2''19Y on a WA, Therefore most likely the signers are
Jewish (but they merely have 0™3y mnw [just as a majority of Jews in "1 have nmnw
D”Dy]).9 The &n>>72 therefore contradicts >".

— 59991m YINY YINM PN KPIT 23UN)

And the X723 answered that the Xn»721 is specifically 9°w>» only when the
703 come from %" (because of the 121 21M), however in *"X (unless it is Maw
TPA2M), names which are similar to 2™y nmw render the 3 to be 7109."!

TPNYY 1993499 N9 5
This is the view of the >''1.

SUMMARY
1% which come from %"y with 2™2¥ sounding names are Iw>; however not
from °"X.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Regarding the query of "1 of "2 omnni1 07y which mooIn discusses; is

? If we would not be aware that Jews use 219y Mnw, then even though it is unusual to have 2™y sign a b3,
nevertheless since the signers have 0"y Mnw we must assume that they are 2"15y. However, now that we
see that it is common for Jews to have 2"y nnw (to the extent that 2"12 even a majority of Jews have
0"y Mnw); therefore we can rely on the fact that it is unusual for 2"15¥ to sign on a i to render these 70’3
o w> even though the names are 0™1>y M.

10 Regarding 5", where there is a P%7w> 211 who are called with 0"y MW, we can assume that these
witnesses are P72 since it is unusual that 0"3Y sign on a v3. The fact that they are 0">y nww is of no
concern, for X2 217 have 0"y nmw. However in "X even though it is unusual to sign 2"2Y on a w3,
nevertheless since the names of the signers are 0"y nww this indicates that it is possible that they are
indeed 0"y, for in *"X most Jews do not have 22y mnw.

"1t is not pPpram Mnw, therefore it may be an 2™>2y and we may mistakenly use them for n"y.
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this regarding a ©v3 which was already given to the woman and we are
verifying its validity, or are we discussing a vi which came before us in
order to give it to the woman, and the query is whether we can give it to
her?'?

2. mpoIN states that it is unusual to have 0"2¥ sign a v3."> Does Moo mean
specifically a v (however it is not unusual for them to sign other (money)
Mo, or does NMo0IN mean that it is generally unusual for 2"1¥ to sign on
Jewish M11vw; he mention v3, because in this instance we are discussing a2

3. Mmoo mentions that the query of "1 is (also) according to X" where
there are 5% n"v."” Seemingly if we assume that the 07y are 0"2¥, then
the n"v will not help (since it is not 7272 NW), and if we assume that the
0*7v are X7, then there is no need for »"y, for presumably it was given in
the presence of Pxw* n"y?'°

2 See [(7" ¥ yap2) p NI TRA] X" and B,
13 See footnote # 4.

14 See n"ma.

15 See footnote # 2.

1 See m"ax # 19.
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