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And @w''1 validates it — dWIR Ny 2M

OVERVIEW

w"9 argues with the p"n and maintains that a v3 which was 7°%2 onnay o2 an21 is
Aw3. Our Moo explains why "1 does not consider the various concerns including
79 Xnw and N171°0 among others.

— 'N91)3 9N NANS NAY %Y 1YY
For "2 does not agree that there is a concern that perhaps he will be o1, as

the N9 states -
129N NYYN 13NT M9 Yyab PN VY YYD 10y INMVYN 929p9 N9 919) 99 DIVN)

And on account of »7°2 (which the woman may take away from the X>w mmp9
1779)” there is also no concern, for ¥ maintains that from the time the husband
intends to divorce her, which means from the time of writing the 3, from that

point on the husband has no longer the rights to the n19%5. The woman may rightfully
collect the m17°d from the date of the 172°n>. Therefore since there is no concern of 791> AW or of
Mo, that is why w" is 2°wan by 1%°22 onnn 212 ano1.

nooIN asks:
— oy vy 131 12N HYNRM Syan MNP 119993 AN9) XY YN 99NN ON)

And if you will say; and let us be concerned ([even] according to w"7), perhaps
the v3 was written by night and the husband and wife predated the v, and

wrote the date of the day (instead of the night which is already the following day), they did

this in order -
—>MNpYn by NONIP MVUYY

To perpetrate a swindle on the buyers, and that is why %" should be concerned!*

mMdoIN responds to an anticipated question:’

' On the "2 71y the X3 states that *" admits that w"1 does not agree with the reason of 79m Xnw (because X2 M
RIOOW).
% See previous 2021 171"7 '0n (footnote # 4 [in TIE]).
? The v was written (and signed) the night of 70" '22 M 701 1", however they dated the 3 as of 101 1. According
to W' who maintains N7 Hva% PR 2w WAL 1YY IN1wn, the woman can claim that as of j0°1 11 the Sva forfeits his
rights to the m7'0 and any sale to MmMP? on that day is invalid. However truthfully there was no v7 n2°n3 until j0°1 2
(the night after n"), and the v2 did have the right to sell the M7’ to the nmpP%. The woman will be X*¥% from the
79 ROW MImMpo.
* See “Thinking it over’ # 1 (& 2).
> In order to perpetrate this fraud it is necessary for the husband and wife to be in collusion (they must both agree to
predate the vx); how can we expect them to work together when he is divorcing her?!
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And even though the husband is preparing to divorce her, nevertheless there is
the concern of a X°111p, as the X3 is concerned for a X°1117 in the end of the first
»1p of "3 noon regarding a receipt® -

N1B0IN answers:
— DT PATN PRIV DI1YD PHRIN PR ONYYT 1YY U

And one can say; that the witnesses will never sign a v when it is predated -
2093 It YAV DIV )9 BN NIN
Unless they know that it was written on that date.

SUMMARY

w"1 is not concerned for 791> Xnw, and maintains that the 5va forfeits the M0 from
the time the vi is written, and 27V do not sign a predated v unless the verify that it
was written on that date.

THINKING IT OVER

1. mooin asks that we should be concerned for a ®°1117.° Does n19010 mean that the
vx should be 7109, or that one cannot collect from mmP> unless we know when it
was written?’

2. Why, in moon question, would we assume that 27y will sign a o7p1m 021"

® The case there is where a 92w (receipt) for a 721> was found. If the woman admits that she received the 72102
payment, we return the 7212 to the husband (as proof that he paid up the 721n23). The & n3 there asks how can we
return the 921 to the husband, it is possible that the woman wrote and dated this receipt in 7"vwn j0°1 (perhaps
anticipating a 7213 payment), but did not give it to him until 7"vwn *7wn (when she received the payment), and this
woman sold her 712103 between j0°1 and "wn (for a discount; the buyer may never collect it if the wife predeceases
the husband and is not divorced). When the buyer of the 72105 will come to collect his payment from the husband,
he will show the receipt that he already paid the 712102 in 70°1 (and there was no sale to the buyer since the 7212 was
already paid up). We see that even though the couple is divorcing, nevertheless they may be in collusion to
perpetrate a swindle. (Their avarice may outweigh their misgivings.)
" In our case when they are presented with the v at night and the date is of the (previous) day, they will first
ascertain that it was actually written by day. Therefore there is no concern of X'11p, for since it was written by day,
the husband forfeited his rights to the m7s.
¥ See footnote # 4.
? See n"ma.
1% See Tow MIX "2,
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