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And any name which he has - Y5 wow 2 9o

OVERVIEW
The mIwn states that 3"9 instituted to write in the v3; the names "5 ww oW HO7.
mooIn cites a dispute as to what the 73w» means with 17 w>w 0w 921

SINANINDY D 5YRT NN DIV DY V)2 2INTY T8V 2INI M1 MNP Y PV YOIV
In the standardized y°w>» forms of the 257 it is written that it is necessary to
write in the w3 (the words), ""RInR® %> nOR7T 79%m 2w »21' (and any [other]

name or moniker that I have or my place of residence has) -
—10)3 1PaM5 1N DT PYHY Yaun

It seems that they would write these actual words in the w».

mooin disagree with the 3"7:
— NIPN SV SNNT PINTT O 13°29Y NI PN)

And the n"= does not agree to write in every 03 the phrase "21 ow 93, for

occasionally it can be damaging, for instance in a case -
— 115990 19 PN D12 21NN OY IMN NIN 1Y PRYI

Where he only has the name that is written in the v3 and he has no 112%117 -
— 192N DY 1Y YIY NN DTN DY VN NT AN NN DIV U3 VI2 AMOYD

So when they will write in the ws the words, '72%m 2w %27, it would appear

that this is someone else’s v, one who has a name and a 72°11, but not to the
intended person, since he has no 712°7117.

mooIn offers his view as to what it means that we write 12 w0 2w 953
— 2\’)1‘1’9:1 PMNY 9593990 1°523NN1 NINPT v VIV DIV D9 BN 192399 NN ‘[bb

Therefore it is the view of the n''% that when the mwn» teaches we should write,

Y2 wew 2w Y29, this means to write explicitly all his names (even those names that

are not used that often (but it does not mean to write the phrase Y7 v w o 92).
— 799 79 %P N1 NV 2N 1VI2 2INDY ON 13239 )POM

And the n''1 instituted to write in the v3; ‘I so and so (the proper name) who is
called so an so (the name by which people call him) -

' It appears that the n"1 understood the ruling of the 3";1 (to write 121 @ 921) even in a case where it was not
established that the husband/wife had two names. See 7"*w 0" X"w1an that it will be necessary to explain W& 27
who states that 0w 221 needs to be written only when "»w >7n2 pinny, that he means that it will be 72v>72 2109 if 5
oW was not written, only in a case of AW N2 PIINK, however 77MN37 one must always write W 731.
? See “Thinking it over’ # 1.
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As the X771 states; 792" who was called 2°%’, and X°7:7 92' who was called ™R
9 —

moon offers support to the view of the n":

*05 19°29 WI9295 NP yvn 51)39 99957 WY NINAY 1MV NI 2INPT N
And from this which the X973 cites a 80393 that he should divorce her by writing
his name in 77797, and, together with it, his name in %%%3; this supports
somewhat the explanation of the n''-.

SUMMARY

According to the 2"77 in every v one must write 12 w°w 0w 221 The n"J maintains
that (only) if a person has more the one name all his names must be written in the
0A.

THINKING IT OVER

The n"1 asked on the 3" that if we must always write W 923, then there will be a
72PN in case a person has only one name (exclusively). Seemingly on account of
this question it was not necessary to reject the s'3";1 ruling.” We will write "1 %5
only where it is 2% 702 PIANR, and there will be no .‘i’?pn!g

2. Why does moon write that the proof from 1y %37 owy amimaw 1w is [only]
’nxp ynwn like the N w2

? See shortly before the following 71wn. In our text it reads: 72 w*w 2w 921 2. See following XM 71"7 'o1n. See 7"ax
# 60.
* 19102 8,7 q7. See 7™w 0"An who questions this proof since there we are discussing a verification of a 3, but not
what was written in the 3.
> The ®n>2 is discussing a person who lived both in 77 and 2°%3; and was called by different names in %31 777,
% The X3 did not say he should write 12 W@ D1 931 77w MW, but was rather explicit that he should write W
T and My 92237 ow. See ‘Thinking it over” # 2.
7 See footnote # 2.
¥ See 7" w 0" and 1"nX # 49.
? See footnote # 6.
' See 7"nx # 62.
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