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And Rav Papee’s ruling is discredited — oD 2975 1N

OVERVIEW
The X713 concludes that the ruling of 55 27 (that we concerned for Xp°w> *11°n) is
discredited for we see that 1" rule differently. n1901n explores this conclusion.

n1voIN asks:
= 119920 NY 93 29 XIPYT PrONT NN

It is astounding, for the X713 concludes that *5» 17 is discredited, and 29 who

rules like X"9 (that one may write N1MVY *091W) also disagrees with oo 27 -
- 290WN NN DY 1AW /) 333 299 NN 7099 (3,80 97 MAINIT 72 P993)

However in the second P92 of m2wn> noon, the X3 asks from °9 27 on 29

regarding his ruling concerning three 2°1>7 who sat to authenticate a “vw -
=999 9205 XYY 1Y NN 29 9927 9 TINN NN

And because of this question the X7n) amended the words of 239, to say, ‘before

they wrote’, etc., instead of ‘before they signed’. It appears from that X3 that we (including
17) accept the ruling of *99 27; however from our X773 it appears that *55 17 was discredited!

NIDD0IN answers:
= NFYY 299 NDYIN INTIT 9999 v

And one can say that according to 29, certainly ® 21 is discredited (since 27

rules like X" that we may write N10w *0910) -
= 29 99N 302 00N NI RNN 297 NPNIYN MIRPT NIWIHY 7999 onM

There in M21n> the X ) asks (from 95 17) according to the version that this
ruling of 12w '3, was said in the name of X137 29 and does not conclude, 27'
said’ —

moon offers a change in text and content:

' Our text in the X773 reads 7M1 2777 Xn°91' (not 99 277 XN¥9Y). See later in this MooIN.
2 27 ruled there that if three people sat down to be »pn a 70w, two recognized the signatures (and were able to
authenticate them without the witnesses appearing) and one did not recognize the signatures, the two may testify to
third as to the verification of the signatures, only before the two signed but not after they signed (v">¥). It seems
from the X3 there that they may testify even after the (21p) ¥nwX was written. The &3 asked how they could
write the Xn WX before the o1"p when "9 17 prohibits it. The X3 therefore amended the statement of 11 to read,
‘they may testify before it was written’ (not before it was signed).
3 The text there is as follows; X117 27 9K 7°% "R ,XI1T 27 K RN 12 DRAW 72 PAK® 27 K KIAR 727 08 K90 27 9K
131 12ww Awhw 20 MR, According to the second 1w (the 77 *RY') this ruling was made by 27, and according to this
7 there can be no challenge from *59 17 since 21 certainly disagrees with *59 21. The question of the X713 was only
according to the first W% where the ruling was made by X117 27 and the X713 (somehow) assumed that X117 27 agrees
with *99 27. See ‘Thinking it over’.
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= NIPYY NYN 299 2999 NN ©9) NYT 1IN

And there are those whose text does not read '»5o 297% Xn>>Y', but only '8n¥' -
= 9919 19N 29 YANRT RIPIWI STNNIY 129YWN KD MIVVAT “NIVIPD NHYD) 1WI199)

And the explanation of 'Xn>9' according to this X073 is that the question on 21 is
discounted for by nmuw we are not concerned for X w> “1on, for 19 ruled,

etc. -
- S5q0Yn 0P XYY NIPIYI "My IPYUNMH RNIYNI NPT

And it is only specifically by Xnawx that we are concerned for RXp w2 1m»

since this is the authentication of a 9vw, we wish to be extra careful -
= 11991 %9V 7299 $90WN 0PI Y99INT (3,52 97) MAINIT /2 P992)

So therefore in the second 92 of N121n> N2o»n where 17 is discussing Ny LR 2P,
the X723 properly challenges the ruling of 27 from the ruling of >55 21 -

Mmoo responds to an anticipated question:
= EN$DY 93 9INRP 79252 297 1T POAN 1T INNT (3,70 ow) AMIN P92

And in 2577 P95, where after the X923 cites this statement of *95 17 regarding

the ruling of v2°2 29, the X773 there also states 'Sn¥9' -
— N1 15 'wHas vy

We can also explain that X3 as we explained it here, namely that in the case of 27
333: -

$157 1192 1Y YPDAY 19 0NYaAWIY PAMIY RIPIYI 51N NN 919 XYY
There is not that much K9P 2> "9 when the 7"°2 writes that she swore as 7''92
ruled that she should swear.

4 The question on 271 was how he can rule like X" that n1vVW *09W 1°AM3, when according to 59 27 it is XKW .
3> According to this X071, all accept the ruling of > 21 by M uw a1p only, but not by writing maww.
¢ The ruling of 21 there is regarding T0wn 0»P? 12w w ' (see footnote # 2).
" The case there is that a woman was obligated to take an oath in order not to pay her litigant. She asked the 7"»2 that
they should prepare for her (now) a note saying that since she swore she is freed from any further obligations, and
give her the note after she swears. "2°2 17 agreed to write the note for her. *95 27 challenged this ruling of >2°2 27;
how can we write the note now (before she swore) it is Xp*w> *mn.
8 In our Mm3 (in M) it states like it says here; "17an1 2772 XN
9 mooin (in the question) is assuming that the reason there is the concern of X p°w3 *°n by XNWX is because it is
being done in a 7"2. Therefore we seemingly cannot give the same explanation we gave here (that 'Rn°>' means
there is no question), in the case of 222 27, for there it is also being done in a 7"3, so why is there no concern of 1"
X,
19 The difference between XN WX and *2°2 27 may be that by XnwX the purpose is to be o>pn the 70w (that perhaps it
is 7™1n), so how can they write that the q0w is 2™ pn before the 07y testify. However here the 7"2 ruled that she
should swear, and she agrees to swear; she only wants to be sure that once she swears she will have her note,
therefore writing such a note is not that flagrant a violation of X2p*w> *i"a, since presumably she will swear to avoid
paying her litigant, as 7"2 ruled.

2

TosfosInEnglish.com



Xn°71 "7 "0 2,00 Pra .7"0a

SUMMARY
Either *59 17 is completely discredited or his rule applies only to an XnIwX (not
even to a note from 7"2).

THINKING IT OVER

mooIN answered (initially) that 27 disagrees with *95 27 and the X773 in N1210> was
asking from 99 27 only according to the version that the ruling was made by 27
X177 (and not by 27).!! However since we see that 21 disagrees with ¥05 27, how can
the X773 ask from 99 27 on X177 27 (who are both XM nKX), perhaps &1 27 also
disagrees with >op 292112

1 See footnote # 3.
12 See o1 7.
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