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If this is so then the husband should also be required to say 1"92.

OVERVIEW

The %3 previously concluded that (according to 727) even 1722w X% and
even by a XmOW X977 Xn2°n one is required to say 1"92. If that is so, that 1"52
must always be said, then (the X3 asks) why does the H¥2 not have to say
1"92 when he delivers the va.

It seems from the entire X713, that only according to 7127, is the requirement
to say 1"92 somewhat diminished 1725w 2nX?. However, according to 821 this
requirement retains its original status. Therefore we find questions only on
727 why is 1"92 required in certain situations (by ?12°, by nwx). These
questions do not apply to X279, for it is understood that his requirement to say
1"92 is applicable unequivocally to all cases. Therefore it seems somewhat
unusual, that the X713 asks a question in which according to 727 there should
be a requirement to say 1"93, and according to X279 there is no requirement.
Mmoo will explain this apparent inconsistency.!

- 41Y WNMY XOYY HYA 119Y 551999 294 NNY NaYY
According to X21 it is understandable that the husband who brings a va
""7771 is not required to say 1"92 (nor to have 201°p), for when the husband

brings the 03 there can be no concern of forgery; he himself is bringing it.
How can he claim that it is a forgery?! The only other possible option is that (he will
claim that) the witnesses that he signed on the v are 7109; that he forged them himself.

This, however, is no real concern -
= 1995192 NHPVINY MYN IINT

for he is not suspect to intentionally harm her.? He would never give her such

a v3, that he himself knows that it is 2109. There is no reason to have him say 1"52.
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However, according to 7729, who maintains that 1"92 is still required for
7awh on account of 19P%P% 127 Tum Xnw let us also be concerned if the
husband brought the v3, to have him say 1"93, in order that he will not
challenge the authenticity of the v3, by saying that originally he did not

!'See [also] 71787 X"wAmn.
2 See: ‘Thinking it over’.
3 See (19102) 7PNRT A"7 2,297 'O,
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know that there is a requirement of 7122 by a v3. Now that he realized it, he is
coming to notify 73, of his inadvertent mistake that the vx was written (or signed) X>w
nnw. This is the question that the X773 asks on 729, that *»1 5¥2 *577 °X; his saying 152 will

remove any possibility of Myy.
= P20 VPN NYUN)

And the X3 answers; ‘He is bringing it with his own hand’, so how can he

possibly be 7vavn. Our maoin will explain the meaning of the answer the X713 gives:
= WY NON 1N DT IYIYT 1909

Since this challenge that the husband will level against the va (that it was

written 72W% ROW), is not taken seriously; it is merely only gossip. We do not
suspect that the V3 was written w9 X5w, even if the husband claims so. The X7
previously taught us; that since 77 1°X°2 217 and 713 237 9177 X190 anNo, there is no real
wwn of mnw? X>w. Therefore -
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There is no concern that he will challenge the 03 since he is holding it.*

SUMMARY

If a va, brings a v3 to the nwX from "7, he is not required to say 1"92.
According to X127 it is obvious that it would be impossible for him to be
7y vn that he did not write it. He is also not suspect to intentionally forge the
signatures of the 7 *7¥. According to 727 we do not suspect that he will
later be y7yn. The entire 7YY is merely a 192; there is no real concern for
the va7 Mw2. When he himself delivers the v3, he will not challenge it.

THINKING IT OVER

MvoIN states that 7%°wor% Twn 1R It seems that if 72°wor? 7w, we would
require the v2 to say 1"932. However if n%°w>1% 7wn, what would 1"52
accomplish?!

4 The reason why in general we are concerned that the va will be 7¥7wn is since he did not give the v
directly to his wife; he sent it with a m>w. At that point the va 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
(unjustly) that it was not written 72w%, and she is legally still married to him. This concern is valid when he
sent the v with a 7°%w. In this case, however, the husband himself is giving the v 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 v3 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 nnw? 85w (because
191 1°X°pa 217) and not for 1. (See 1"1 on the 20121 7"7 8,2 77 7™, See previous ('277) *92 7"7 2,2 77 '01N).

5 See footnote # 2.
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