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Rabi Elozor validates them all — 19192 TWan MYYN 927

OVERVIEW

The mwn states that one who writes the' 091 of various documents (including 703
and npn 1vw, etc.) should leave blank the names of the parties and all the other
relevant information,” to be inserted later. 3777° '3 rules that this is not valid, while
X" maintains it is valid by other documents, but not by o°w1 *vi. There is a dispute
between "7 and Mo0IN as to the view of X"1.

- 1550 PR NPV 7a93) *or09Pa Y
>'"'w9 explained the view of X"7 that he is MYY “Rw2 won provided that he
leaves blank these places to insert the names, etc.

nsooIN asks on *"wAo:
- MIVYA 1PN VAN *ATYIN 399 39 70 NINNAT PN 135395 DY

And the >''1 has a difficulty with >"w"9, for 29 in the X973 rules like X'' (of our
mawn), and the X3 states, did 27 mean that the 7097 is like X" even by =Rw

MV (where he permits it), but that cannot be -
- 'NYDYUS 51NN M) NN RIPIYS 3TN NIYR 9919 199 29 91N

For spp 29 stated, etc.; it is evident that we are concerned if something appears

to be false, here too it appears to be false. This concludes the citation from the 8723,

and MooIN continues with his question on *"¥" -
= NO'N NP 2NN NN MIHIVYYT D91V NIN ITYIN %29 99U XY IN)

But if (as *"w7 maintains) that X''S was 2>wa» only to write the o2 of XV

nwuw, but not the 47N, how is this X9Psw> 3117, nothing meaningful was written -
- Smynny MM mvnn DYPNI NNV INNNI

" The 0o is the text of the document which is the same regardless of who the parties are.

% This is called the An.

BRI T R o

fam.

> That by o*w1 *v) it is 9109 if they wrote the 091 without the 3.

® 55 3 ruled that when a 7" is notarizing the witnesses’ signatures on a 70w (this is called °1*77 XnWX or 5I7),
they should not write this 2177 before the o°7y testify that it is their signature, for it appears to be false (X7p*w3 "11°n);
how can they write that these signatures are notarized if at this point they do not know whether these are proper
signatures.

" How can one write a note of debt, since no loan has taken place yet; it is Xp°w> “mmn?!

¥ In the ruling of *9 21 where 7"2 writes that this 70w is notarized that is X1p>w3 >1nn, for as of now we do not yet
know that the signatures are authentic, but here nothing meaningful was written, since there are no names and no
amount of money, etc. it is merely the verbiage of a common loan document.
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Since he left space to insert the lender, and the borrower and the money?!

mMooIn has an additional question:
- 09199N 9295 DYDY DIVN NN 599 297 7599 NYT $1UN “1y)

And additionally, it seems that there is a question from the ruling of ''1 only

because 21 ruled like X''9, it therefore seems that -
= 159 XN N7 19295 920 7N ON YaN

If, however, 27 would agree with the 3139 (that one may write the 0910 by all

NMvY even 2°W1 °v3), it would be understood -
=999 299 YYPN 19299 920 129N NIPIYI 11NN DIV TV IN)

But if X9p>w> st applies even by just writing the o991, so even if 239 would
agree to the 3129, there would still be the difficulty with spp 29!

moon offers his interpretation of X"A:
- 299910 19598 MI0YWA YN RYIN 5397 PNY 139399 AN

And it is the view of the >''1 that X''9 validates by nymuw “Xw even if he writes

the 50 also -
= MY XD 1293 2019919 NID 2109 AMOY RIPIYI 1IN NNYM

So now (we can understand the X*wp from °9d 27, for) it is RS> 179% when he
writes that someone borrowed from someone, but in truth he did not borrow

yet. m»ooin continues explaining the view of X"7 namely, that by M vw XY one may even write
the 771N -

= D9V 1299N DYDY DIV YV \IN
Except for asw: susx where X" disqualifies the v even if only the o210 was

written. We know this -
- N7 NI 290 DIV Y03 09T ¥NRUN NY AN 1INV DIV Fnpm

’ The 7w is adding that even if you can somehow explain that just writing the oo is also Xp*w> *mnn (21),
nevertheless there is still a difficulty with *"w"s.

10 The sequence of the X3 on the '3 7Y is that first 27 ruled that the 73%7 is like X", The & n3 then asked, this
seems to mean that the 7377 is like X"7 even NMMvw RWw3a (which means [according to *"wA] that you may write the
0910 before the 771n), but this is XIP W 1 according to "9 27. The question from 99 27 is predicated that 27 ruled
like X"9; indicating that if 21 ruled like the 7127, there would be no question from °55 27, but this is inherently not so,
for the 1127 and X"9 do not argue MALYW XW3, both maintain that one may write the 091 without the 771, therefore
the same question that there is according to X" is just as valid according to the 127!

' See “Thinking it over.

"2 moon needs to prove that X" is 2010 even writing the Dw1 *v™x2 oM, for since Moo just concluded that
according to RX"9 by nMuw TXw it is permitted to write even the 7710, so when the 72w states >0 Y 12192 °won R
o°w1, we could interpret it to mean that by 1712 one may write even the 7710 but not by 2°w1 *v3, where one may only
write the 090. Therefore N19OIN proves that this is not so, for if X" maintains like the p"n by 2°w1 *v) that one may
write the 09w, why give a reason 717 2031 MKW there is no need to give this reason since we see the p"n also
maintains that one may only write the 0910 without giving any reason. Therefore we must conclude that 8" is citing
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Since the mw» states, as a reason why w1 "0l is the exception, ‘because it is
written "> 2n21'"’; this indicates that X" is %919 by 2°w1 *us more than the p''n.”?

nooIN asks:
- %599 29710 9997 9N 1IN MIOYWA YN ANYIN 5397 XN 199 N 2NN ON)

And if you will say, but how does the X923 know that X'' permits writing even

the 770 by mmuw, so it can challenge this ruling from the ruling of o2 29 -
= 99U NPT MHIVYT DIV NNYT

Perhaps X" is only 9°w>% writing the 991 by MW but not the 57n.

N1B0IN answers:
- NP NID NN ANTYIN 39 927 $125Y 99 750 D9V NIN PWN NYT RIPK ORT 1Y W

And one can say; if indeed this is so that X"2 only permits writing the o2, the

mwn should have set the words of X''v immediately after the p''n -
- 9193 519 717 799 PEOWI Y0933 HDID TYIN 329 MY 9875 19 19

And the 71wn should have taught us briefly (after stating the view of the 2"n) that

R''7 is %05 (to write the 091W) by 2% w3 and >''1 is ¥21 (to write the 0910) by all
naoY —

Mmoo offers another reason why the 71wn should be in this order:
- T15395W1 905 1NN HIW DT 9702 MY NI 1D BN

And it is also proper to teach the 71w» in this order where each view is stricter

than the previous one; this would be so if X" only permits writing the 0910 -
= NA2 99N 199N MDY YNIVWIANRD NNN 9TYHN 29 N DaN

However if R''S comes to permit by mvw to write even the 70 (as NvOIN

maintains), the order of the m1wn is properly understood -
= 09102 YIINT NP NINN NPT QIVN 9T NTIN2 229 927 NanT

the P09 of 1% 231 to teach us that everything must be written 7w even the 09w. [Had we learnt not like noon but
rather that X" is 7°w2n by n"vw XY only the 0910 then obviously without any proof we know that by 0°w1 *vi one
cannot write even the 090 since the mIwn states 12122 7°won K" (to write only the 09W) D°W1 *vA» PN, where one
cannot (obviously) write even the 0910.]

" The p"n equates w3 *v) with MW W that in all cases one may write the 0910 without the an. However, X"
argues with the p"n both by m7vuw XY where he permits even writing the 7710 before the loan took place, and he
also disagrees by 0°w1 *v3 that one may not even write the 0919, unless the husband is prepared to give a va.

4 We know that X"7 is 1wan the A0, only because the X713 asked from *59 27 (that it is X p*w> *1°n), but how did
the X713, who asked from *95 27, know that this is the view of R".

' There is no need to say that X" is w2n by Mww W, since that is the view of the p"n as well.

' In actuality however, the mawn first cites the view of >"1 after the p"n and finally it elaborates (slightly) when citing
the view of X"1.

" The p"n always permits writing the 01 and X"9 permits it by M uw but not by 2w *v3, and *" prohibits it in all
cases.
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For the m1wn cited the view of >''1 before X", since %''9 is referencing the p''n

who is discussing the 21 only (that the 2°09W of all NMuY may be written and >3 argues
that no 2°0910 may be written), and then we have the view of X"7 introducing a novel concept that
by mvw IRWw even the 170 may be written -

$990 D09 PPV)2) NNP NINN 29V 9WIN MHIVYAI HTYON 2N

So it turns out that X''9 is more lenient than the ?''n by nyuw (since he allows

even the 170 and they only allow the 9910), but by °© he is more stringent (for
they allow the 091 and X" allows nothing).

SUMMARY

According to °"w9, X" only permits writing the 0910 by n1ivw Rw, however
according to Moo, X" permits even writing the 77N by MAvw Rw (therefore it
may be XIP°w> *11n), but by 0°w1 03 he may not write even the 090.

THINKING IT OVER

1. How can we explain (according to maown) the nponn between X" (who
maintains that by MIvw XY one may even write the 170 as well as the oo),'® and
the "n (who maintains that one may only write the 091, but not the 771n)?

2. According to NM»dOIN one may even write the 77N before there is a loan
(according to X")."” The AN also includes the date of the loan, so how can they
write the date when the loan will take place later so it will be a predated W,
which is 9109, since the % will collect from the 1772 Xow mmph?1*°

18 See footnote # 11.
19 See footnote # 11.
2 See 7"w 0"n and awn nbm.
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