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However if the v3 is being delivered from both their hands it is w>

OVERVIEW

The mwn stated if one said 2021 192 and the other said anmi °153, the va is 2109.
"2 in the name of 13M° " limited this ruling to a case where only one of them
was actually a m5w to deliver the v3; however if they were both Mm% to deliver
the vi it is 7w> ([even] if the said nothing). Md0N explains what is meant by XX 3
Dn°w >7° Nnnn, and the consequences of this ruling.

NddIN cites *"YI’D on QFPIY T NNNA:
— NPYTIND 12 PPYIN 1159WY T0900P WY A

That which '@ explained that 271w >7° nnnn means literally that they were

both holding on to the v, is not precise -
—10)2 ONINY DXPYTIN NNV VNN PIOY 798 PNV

For it is not necessary that both of them should be actually clutching and

holding on to the w3 -
— 79 5¥ PMYVY 1NV NYY JYANY DYININ DINIVYY NON

But rather it is sufficient if both of them say that the husband made them

1mvw for this purpose of delivering the s -
—99%a0 7NRYN2 TANRN N SNYNRY V) 199N DINY DAY MIN)

And the husband said to them, ‘both of you deliver this v to my wife’, and one

of them gave it to the wife in the presence of the other, this is sufficient -
— O YA P9 TN 199991 09I (3,10 971np%) TAPNN 9102 1ININTD

As the Xn»2 states in the end of »apni p1o, if the husband said to a number of
people, ‘all of you deliver this v» to my wife’, one delivers it in the presence of
all of them.

Mmoo discusses a different case:
— Ny 129909 992310 VIN NN JYAN I 12393Y 1IN NYWNI NYIY TANN ON)

And if only one was a mb® to deliver the v and the second person who
accompanied him testifies that the husband gave the v in his presence to his

friend (the n°%v) to deliver it to his wife; however the second person was not appointed
to be a MW at all; he merely witnessed the appointment of the m>5w -

! nnnn ™.
2 12387 is the MW and 1wnw testifies that the husband gave the v3 to 721%7 in his (s'Wwnw) presence.
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According to X239 the v is 2w (even if the %W did not say anything) because of
the reason of, what would be if these two would state, ‘he divorced her in our

presence’, she would be divorced, and therefore the v3 is valid -
— DXNMYY DY PRY 1923 9PWINY PN “y1195w ANNY 129N N2y Yan

However according to 7727 even 1725w 218> we cannot validate this v since

both of them are not 2°m%w; only one is a 5w -
— 11299 W7 (.X,D 97 YY) NP P92 139N DINYY )1%IWAa NPYTT

For only when both are asm»w did we say in the first P22 that the v is w2
(even) according to 72" -

IND NI INDID AN NOD TNNIY NYT NNDIM KOS SNHNT 591 527 DIUN
Because it is an unusual occurrence for two people to bring a v» as m>w;

however in this manner (where only one is a m>w) it is not a xmow 877 xn>» and
therefore 1"521 192 needs to be said (by the m°%w) because of the 123P9P2 227 I XAW 777,

SUMMARY

Q7AW 7 NNk KXY V) means they were both appointed 2°m>w , even though only
one is actually delivering the v3. When only one is a %% and the other testifies
that the husband gave it to the m°%w, according to X271 it is a Ww> v, but not
according to 1727 (since this is not a Xow X7 XN?MN).

THINKING IT OVER

Mmoo previously (22 7"7 x,7)° stated that there is no difference between 727 and
X217 in a case of *n "2 171°nX. However, according to our ma01n there is a difference
when the second person is not a 77w but testifies that the husband made his friend
a MW, where it is w3 according to X217 but not according to 727!

? X271 maintains the reason for saying 1921 1"93 is in order to be @»pn the va. In this case we know for sure the
husband sent the v3, for both the 75w and his friend are testifying that the husband sent the 3.
* This is the reason X171 27 gave (on X,7 A7) to explain why if two Pm>w brought a va they are not required to say
1"192. We know with certainty that he made them Pmbw, for they can even effectuate the divorce.
> 127 maintains the reason for saying 1"5211"92 is (for a1p and also) to verify that the v3 was prepared 7mw5.
8 yabw nxY refers to the time when the people of "1 were aware and observed the laws of 7mw* by b3, nevertheless
the 73PN of 1"92 remained (on account of 7nwY) because of the concern of 121777 227 > XAW.
" By a Xmow X97 8non, the 2o were not 1 that 191p9p% 727 N1 Raw.
¥ See TIE there footnote # 1.
? See 1"nx # 94.
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