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Not on erased paper - P 71 by IR

Overview
X7°N2 72 777 " stated in our 7awn that a vi may not be written on a paper which was
erased. Mo0N qualifies this ruling.
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The ruling of 2"2°7 is valid when the writing of the vx was on paper wich was not
erased, and the witnesses signed on the erased part of the paper; however if both

the 03 and the signatures were on the erasure, the 03 is > -
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As 27 states in the beginning of vwyw> vx P75 that an erasure one time is not
similar to an erasure two times; the difference is discernable.

Summar
One can distinguish between a single erasure and a double erasure.

Thinking it over

What would be (according to 2"2*7) if a woman brings us a v3 where the signatures
are on an erasure, but the v is written on regular (un-erased) paper (where 2"2™
prohibits us from writing such a v3), is she nw7» or not? What would the aon
maintain in such a case?’

! This 'o1n is seemingly referencing the 71wn on 3,%2.

2 In this case we are concerned that the woman (after she received the v3) will erase it and write certain stipulations in
the v3, which are for her benefit. Since the signatures are on an erasure and the new rewritten v3 is also on the erasure,
no one will suspect anything. See ‘Thinking it over’.

3 If everything (the v3 and the signatures) is written on an erased paper, there is no concern that the women may erase
the w3, for it will be apparent that the 03 has been erased since it is recognizable, for it was erased twice, while the
signatures are on a paper which was only erased once.

4 Moo is seemingly arguing with >"'wA on the 91 7"7 2,83 73wn, where >"w1 does not distinguish whether the entire
paper was erased, or only the signature area was erased.

3 See nrawni 92 X"y and 0™ W,
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