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Because they are not well versed in the requirement of 7aw®

OVERVIEW
It would seem from the X773 that 727 is of the opinion that the ™7 °13, are
not 7MWY 1PX°P2 and therefore we are (seriously) concerned that this v3 from
%" may not be written 1w, Our MdOIN quotes a XN*92 that will disprove
this concern.

mooIn asks:
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There is a difficulty; for later in the X773 there is a Xn>392 which states, ‘if

the husband himself brought his w3 for his wife from "> and intends to divorce
her now -
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He is not required to say 1''921 1''92’. This concludes the citation from the Xn>92.
Mmoo asks:
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How is he different than if his m°®w brought the v, if we are concerned

that perhaps the v3 was not prepared 72w9?! In either case, whether it is the

%W who brings the 03 or the husband, they should both be required to say 1"92 to assure
us that the V3 was written 7nW?, since our concern is TRW? PRPA PRY.

mooIn offers a possible solution and rejects it;
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And the reason which the X713 says later, concerning this very Xn»92; why
does not the husband have to say 1"92 if he himself brought the v from
"717n, because since he is holding the v in his own hand, which obviously

tells us that he wants to divorce his wife, will he come later to contest this
va!? Therefore the X713 concludes that if the v himself brings the v3 from *"7177 he is not
required to say 1"93, because he will not be 7¥7vn later. This seems to be the same issue
which Mdo1n is raising, and the X3 answers it as just stated.

mooIN is not satisfied with this explanation and Mdo1N asks:

" The 3 was written in 2" and the husband brought it to >"x to divorce his wife.
* The husband seemingly would look foolish if he contests the very va that he himself gave to his wife.
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Why should he not contest the validity of the v if originally he did not

know the requirement of *72w5, and now he knows, and he realizes that there
is no v3?* The question remains why if the 9¥2 himself brings the v, is he exempt from
saying 1"91?

ND0IN answers:
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The "1 says that the X113 shortly concludes® that most people are aware
of the nnw5 requirement and it is assumable that the scribes are

knowledgeable in the mnw" requirement, therefore it is highly unlikely that the v was
written ®mawb Xow. If this is the case, then why according to 7727 must one say 193 since
there is no real wwn of Mnw? X>w? NN continues:
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And the only concern is of loose gossip’. In the event that the husband will
claim that it was written nw% 89w, people will gossip that she is still an nwX
wX. However we are not concerned that it is really a 909 v, for

presumably his contention will be unjustified, for as we just said there is no
real wwn of w» x5w, only 139.°
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However here in the case where the husband himself brings the v3, there
is no need to be concerned even for 1¥®, for he will not pursue to be

? See “Thinking it over’ # 2.

* He will be 73v» either because he is an honest man and does not want his wife to be 12 on the Mo°X
WX NWR, since she is not divorced, or because he actually changed his mind and wants to return to his wife,
etc.
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6 Since 17 PX’p2 21 we can safely assume that the husband will not give her a vx that he found, in which it
was mnwd aew mwd M, and likewise it is not probable that the 7910 will give them a v that was not written
nwS. See previous ('R) °9% 7"7 'oIN.

" See 7 "7 8,2 AT L7127 "7 2,2 "o

¥ The reason why we are concerned that the 72 will be 7w is since he did not give the v directly to his
wife, for he sent it with a m>w. At that point the 5¥2 may have not realized the finality of his action, that he
is divorcing his wife. He may think that he could still change his mind later. When it finally dawns on him
that he is no longer married, he may reconsider and attempt to regain his wife by claiming (falsely) that it
was not written 7w%, and she is legally still married to him. We are not seriously concerned that his 2wy
is actually true, for as mentioned >7°3 *390 QN0 17 PR°P2 210. We are concerned however that people will
gossip concerning this woman and any future children she may have from another man, and say that her
divorce was in doubt, and the status of her children is questionable. Therefore the °%w says 192 to remove
all doubt and allegations made by the husband.
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VYR on this v -
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as the X713 will shortly say, ‘he himself is holding the v3 in his hand etc.,
will he be contentious about it!”’

SUMMARY

There is no real wwn of WY X5W, since PPX°P2 217 and 713 190 oND, we are
only concerned that the Hv2, who sent the v through a 77w, may reconsider
and want to invalidate the v) by claiming that it was not written 72w%, and
even though we will not accept his claim, nevertheless there will be a nxx»3
192 on this women and the subsequent children she may bear, therefore the
D°1on were JpNA to say 192 to prevent this V5.

On the occasion that the 9¥2 himself brought the v and is personally giving
it to his wife there is no concern that he will reconsider and want to be v7yn
on this v3. Therefore there is no need for him to say 1"92.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Why does n1201n ask his question here? It would seem more logical to ask
the question later when the X7n3 teaches us the 17 of 10" X227w My x17.'°

2. Why does m»oin limit his question on the statement 7°7°2 72 ©°p1 VPN
"91, that he will still be “v7wn,'" when the question seemingly should be,
even if he is not 7¥7vn, but we — 7"°2 — have to verify that it was written
w2

3. Why if the ¥a claims with definiteness that the v was written 72w ROW,
do we not believe him; he is a °X71 and we are seemingly a po0?

? In this case the husband himself is giving the 3 to his wife. There is no doubt as to the finality of this
matter. His mind is made up. The husband has no intention at all of staying married to this woman. He will
presumably never come to contest this ©3 in an attempt to win his wife back. Therefore there is no need to
say 1"93, for we are not concerned neither that it was 7nw? X7 (because 121 PR°p2 217) and not for 135.
10'See 2py> nxon.

' See footnote # 3.

12 See 117 n20 ,7"w 0" and 1" # 119.
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