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Ink on top of ink; he is exempt — WD 17 %28 By 197

OVERVIEW

9" °"3 both maintain that writing with ink over existing ink is not considered
writing (regarding naw). Our Nvo1N distinguishes between two types of i"¥ 2n>
2n2.

nooIn asks:
— DAY PIYY NI DITD KD 197 %20 DY 111 ¥WUN XONT I0N

It is astounding! For it appears from the X713 here that 197 A"y 7 is not writing

at all regarding naw 917°1 (that one is not [Xn>>1X7%] N2w “omn if he writes 17 3"y 1772) -
— 2097 INI NIYIT ¥RV NavH 1‘[1}303 27127 V) 23¥Y P11 NI

And the same ruling applies to "5 which the X712 shortly compares to naw,

and it seems that no one argues with this ruling -
— N1RYY DN 1YY 9290 NNPYY XYY 1N 199N o5 97 AP

However, later X701 21 stated if he wrote the m»w® 85w v3, and then wrote over

the v3 with a quill ;2w2», a second time —
—a15 M0 AN’ 52957 21329 AN 339 NPIHNY 1IN

We have arrived to the dispute between "1 and the 3221, for according to >''-
it is a proper writing; indicating that 2"y an3 is w3 (according to >") -

— Y5 N7 V) 22 1 1929 1PaNT 41):‘,73 72012 NAN 297 T
And furthermore R''9 concludes later that even the 3139 agree that it is "w> by

a W3 in the case of 1"1. Why is it that our 723 here maintains (even) by 70 that a 202 3"y and is
208,

nmoon answers and differentiates between the case of 1" and our Xn3:
— NNRYYINYIY VYN AN NNYY RXIY NN PYNIN ANIY INT 1DPDT PNK 13929 919IN)

And the >''1 says; that certainly later where the first writing was awb X% (by

the vx and n"0) and the second overwriting makes it 772w, this is -
— 1) %2) AN 2PYN NA9Y IR RNN 299 NN 229D ans 2Yun

! Regarding the case of Dnm> D7 PRW 7.
% 7327 *"1 argue in a case where a person was to write the name of own, but he had intention instead to write the
word 7717, however he did omitted the '7, so the name of awn was written albeit without the proper 71115, which
renders it 709, According to "1 you may write over the original awsn with 713 and it will be w2, while the o°non
maintain that it is not 27 1M oW,
? The ruling in the case of 7" will depend on the opinions of 73271 >".
4 X" on X,2 07 distinguishes between a n"o where 2n3 3"¥ 2n3 is I2M7 1 DWW PR because we require 1IN *H-X 77,
and by 7°v*3 where 2n2 3"y 203 is w2 even according to the 7137.
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Considered a proper writing according to >''% (by n"o and v3), and according to

X' it is considered a proper writing by v even according to the 3339 (who argue
with >"1 by n"o because of 171K *9-X 17) -
— a9 YN X9T NI AN %29 19%9K *DIYS 1700 199N %W ANIW NN YaN

However here in our X7 where the second writing is not improving anything
(it is merely 1°7 3"V 1°7) even 3''1 agrees that it is not considered a 2n>.

mooIn anticipates the following difficulty:
— 909 2N5 *2) HY AN PNT (2,77 97 naw) NN P9

And in 711277 P99 where we learnt in a 7w that if one wrote on top of writing,

he is 77D (because 2n> 3"y 203 is not considered writing) -
— N0 %295 N9v 192NN RTON 29 99N

And n''9 said there in the X713 that our 7w (which is 7019 by 203 3"y 2nd) is not

according to >''9 (of D7p 19y 77avn who maintains that it is a 203); so 1" -
— 72119 19987 NI AN 229 1959RT DIV 19NN YN AN PRYI MNPINY S¥a NY

Did not want to establish that 7iw»n in a case where the second an> is not
improving anything, in which case even °''7 admits that it is not a an> -

mooin replies, the reason is:
— 34909 123Y D937 1Y YHIWN PHINNT DIVYN

Because it seemed to 11" that the 71w rules 912 in any case of 2n> 2"y 2n> -

19399 571 5519 NNRYY DN NAYA 1YY Ay NNPYY XYY 1IN 990 IN V) AN 1IN
Even if he initially wrote a ©s or m»w> X>@ n"® and then overwrote it with a
quill ;aw®, it is still 1o, therefore r1'"1 establishes the 71wn according to the 332

(and "1 will disagree with XnX 27 and not differentiate according to the 7127 between 3 and n'"0)-
— 1239 Y92 PNINN NNPINHI XY TN95 by APy 92 NAN 29D Yan

However according to "2 X' perforce the /712 in 71127 cannot be established

in any situation (even when he initially wrote the W 87w 03 and then overwrote it 72w?)
— AN MNNT YN 1929 I999N VIA NPT
For by v even the 3129 admit that it is a 2n> if the first 203 was 72w% X2w and the
second was 1w (according to *"aRM) -
10995 2WN AN JPHN IINY 1N AN 5299 3193 PPNINN NINN N1

> See “Thinking it over’ # 3.
6 Regarding naw there was already something written and he merely overwrote it without any (significant) change in
the writing or in the intent of the writing. Regarding v’ see “Thinking it over’ # 1.
7 Why was it necessary for 1" to state that the 73w» is not according to *", when the 73wn can follow *" in a case
where 0175 1pnn 1R?!
¥ See “Thinking it over’ # 2.
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And according to °"aX7 the mwn is according to °''9 as well, for instance in a
case where the second 202 is not improving at all the first 2n>.

SUMMARY

If the second 2n3> made no improvement on the first 202 it is not a AN according to
everybody. If the second an> made an improvement (the first an> was w5 Xow
and the second nnwY) according to °" it is always a 2n> (by v’ and n"o) and
according to the 1127 1s not a an3 regarding N"o, and regarding 7°v°) it is not a 2n>
according to 1" and it is a 2n3 according to >"axX".

THINKING IT OVER

1. M»oIN maintains that if the second an> is Jpnn (it was written 7nwY), it is a good
an> according to °"7 in all cases, and according to the 7127 by vi (according to
*"aR7). When the X723 discusses whether we can first write X72°02 (which will be
7MWY X9W), can the 7y sign on top with 17 (which will be maw?);” seemingly it
should be allowed (even according to the 1127 [in the view of >"ax7])! 10

2. Regarding the 71wn in N2W that 202 3"V 202 is 7WVD, MBOOIN states that it is YW~
that w9 11y 9237;"" however regarding 17 3"y 7 in our X7n3, there Moo states
that it is only @123 Jpn» PRWD; why is there a difference?!'?

3. When maoin states that it is a and when he is 1pnn,"” does that mean the first an3
is a an> or the second 2n3 is a 2n3?*

? See footnote # 6.
19 See n"my,[TR7] X" and 3n0 DK A,
' See footnote # 8.
2 See [11x71] X" and »"'m
13 See footnote # 5.
14 See v nn.
3

TosfosInEnglish.com



