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For we require his name and her name — e M yopa N

OVERVIEW

701 17 rules that a n"o cannot be used for 7"¥17% and even if the husband paid the
7910 to write the 7w of 1WA for the purpose of divorcing his wife, nevertheless
it will not be a valid v3 since we require the husband’s and wife’s names in the va.
Our MooIn discusses the 7109 of not writing the proper names in a v3.

mooIn anticipates the following question:
— 2N MY NPYT oe 97 p%) PN PIDT INNINNT 2) DY 9N

Even though that regarding the 712% in P97 95, where ‘he changed his name

and her name’ (in the v3) the X3 there -
— 951 9399 91 1990 IXNT 1Y 19PN

Establishes that which the 71wn concludes (that if it was 72w 1w 71°w) the child

is a 9tn, this ruling is according to »'' -
— 19397 X910 NYN MY N1PWA M1 KY “passr yawn

Indicating that according to the 3339, the case of 1w 7192 is only j3397% 105 -
— 51929412 959N WA Y59 1305 X217 YN Y99 1309 XY 0PI X9 N1Y VDI

And since the 71w» mentioned 35w, but it did not mention a case where no
name was written at all, this indicates that where they did not write any

name(s) at all in the V1 is "> even 12971, so what is A0 27 stating that the n"o is not a
valid v since there are no names, when from the &72) later it appears that a v without names is
aWw3 even 112777 -

mooIn responds:
— NN )9 DIV NN 2299 DU 13N KD TNHD YT XNYY XN

This is not so (that a v3 without names is 7w2), for perforce according to 2'9 if
they did not write the names at all it is 7770577 32 9195 (not only 1312777) -

" In our nm the text reads 7RWY YW APW 1Y KA. See X A7 "W and X"x7 mixA. See “Thinking it over’.
? The mawn there (beginning on 2,u¥) mentions many cases where the v was not written properly (for instance he
wrote the date of a N7 APRY M3971) including this case of mnw mw mw. In all the cases the mawn rules a1 7 XN
72 19K 0°2777 921, meaning that even if the woman remarried after receiving one of these 1v"3 she must leave her
new ‘husband’ and she cannot rejoin her original husband, and any children she has from either husband (after this
improper divorce and ‘marriage’) are o°man.
? See ‘Appendix’.
* See qo1 N0 who deletes the word 1312777 and reads: '11277 X109 X9R MW 717w M7 89T ynwn'. See also 2"'mn.
> It is obvious that writing a false name in the 3 is more 7w X7 than writing no name at all.
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— °m993 PPN 595 1309 XYY YN NX WA NINY 19990 N9 RNOY 19993 NAT
Because it must be evident from the v that he is divorcing his wife and if they
did not write the names there is no evidence at all -

Nv0IN now resolves this issue:
— VUNN MY NIWA 29991 NYT PNY 19929 99N NON

Rather, states the >''9 that the 71wn is not discussing a case where he actually

changed his name (he wrote a false name) -
— N 1399 SIDST Y95 13N XY DAY MY AN 19 ONT

For if indeed the mwn meant a false name, then the 71w» should have rather
mentioned the case where they did not write any names which is 105 according
ton'" -

=90 NI "NT 7o:n‘n 129INTI NN 229 PPHNINNNT
For that mw» is according to »''9 as the X713 states there, therefore instead of
mentioning a case of a false name the mwn should have discussed a case of no

name at all, which is a greater novelty (that it is 2109, than a false name), therefore we
must conclude that 7w 71w does not mean a false name (for that is Xn»2X72 9109) -
— 59991753 95931 DY ANY 1357 NV NPY NN

But rather 2w 7w means that he wrote the name that he is called in 9993, he

wrote it in the v that he was giving in 777%7 (where he is not known by that name) -
— N2 NNIYIY 1Y 1IPa XN 999V XIN MNP XYM

And now A0 11 rightfully states here, ‘but we require that the 772w @ in the
A are to be the local names used here, and if it is lacking, the v is 7100 -

199097 NIN 999 92N XY (19 999)
[So certainly] if they did not write any name at all, it is ®1o5.

SUMMARY
WY MW 73 means he wrote 7770 YW MW in 9995, If there are no names in the V) it
is RN»MKRT7 7109 according to »"1 (and also if it is a false name).

61" is of the opinion that °n72 71 N 7y, the 77°nn >7v validate the va (not the 77°0n *7¥), therefore it is necessary
that it be evident from the v (which the 1"y signed) who is divorcing whom. If there are no names in the v (even
though the 77°0n *7v saw the transfer of the v3) it is 2105 since it is not 191 1o, See 131271 3"7 2,2 M2OIN on K,
7 Granted that the case of 2105 7w ww 7w is also according to the 7327, but it is certainly also according to »"9. The
X713 states there that "% o°mon 071 regarding 7w WY AW, indicating that basically it is the view of 2"1 and the
2 mon also agree in this case.
¥ This obviously is a *ov &n121 (that it is 2109) than writing no name, for here he actually wrote his real name (albeit
in 9°73), and nevertheless it is 7105.
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THINKING IT OVER

Is 7RWY MW 727w O3 NIDOIN in our “X13 or he omits the word 71w?'°

APPENDIX

The X773 there actually states n'"7 3727 7 27 92K 7"7 MR X" MR (referring to the
other cases of the 71wn such as NINT 7R MY QW 202, etc.), DINIR QMO0 PR
qw> 7917 (in the aforementioned cases), 121 ARWY MW AW ORW A"I2 2130 207
atan 70w, This seemingly contradicts entirely that which Mo is stating that 79177
q1an by aRw MW A°Y is (only) according to 2.

Many commentaries'' explain Mmoo in the following manner; all the 02105 in that
mwn (besides nnwy MW n1w) are according to »"1 only, because he maintains 55
AR M ROXY VA2 0°20 WIAVW ¥aunn mwn.'? This indicates that this rule of
qtan 193 is only 132777 (but not RN™MIRTA), as the expression of yawnn mawna 9o
7122 0121 WY indicates. It therefore appears that when the X713 states regarding
Y MY A1 that the 0°ndn are 771 to 1" that Amn 7217, this means it is a 2Tn
112777 (for in this case [as opposed to the others] the 2°n5m are 777 to n'"7, who
always maintains [132777] 212 7237). In conclusion both n"9 and the 2o agree
that by 1w Ww 71w the 791 is a 7mn only 11277»; indicating that in a case of no
name at all (which is less 7nw? X5w) there is not even a 71277 109.

It will be necessary to say that when M50 writes: 71°WT P PIDT IN°INNAT 23 HY AR
TR 272 N T ORAT 79 1P 7AW MW, he is referring to the entire mwn as the
mwn of 7w mw 71w (which includes other cases as well), but not (only) to the
specific case of w1 MW 71°w; for (even though the entire rest of the 71wn is only
according to n"7, nevertheless) the case of 7w 1w 71w is both according to n'"A
and the o nom.

? See footnote # 1.

10 See n"m.

M amy o™ 0" 2" waan, et al (except for the X"wAmn).

12 See the Xm3 there on X,5 which states 2mn T2 121 93 n"IRT T0y0h 2" PX.
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