PyIpn a7 '0IN 2,0 Pua 702

We tear a blank paper for them - Phn 1 anh YRR

OVERVIEW
There is a dispute between >"w1 and Moo as to how the process of PyIpn'
'Pon 71 on actually takes place.
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>'"w9 explains that the term 7v7p» should be understood as ‘scraping’. The
names of the 07V were scraped (or scored) on the document, and the witnesses signed, on
their scored names.

m»ooIn wonders:
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Even though the rule is that engraving is considered writing, as we find
the statement: ‘He wrote the 20w upon a tablet or a board®. The writing there
was done by engraving, and nevertheless we consider it a valid writing. Nonetheless -
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Here in our case, it is not considered as writing upon a writing, which we
invalidate in the second P95. Wherever writing is required, if it is written over a
previous writing, it is not considered valid writing’. Mmoo is asking that similarly here
this scoring should be considered the first writing. The signing by the witness on top of
the scoring is writing upon writing. This should make the 7105 701,

moon explains, we are not concerned that the scoring should be being considered
‘writing” -
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For here the scoring is not exactly writing as in the case of X%2v 2"y an2,
rather they mark the paper slightly in order that the witnesses should
sign, over the mark. The scoring is not the usual manner in which things are written

and recorded (it may become illegible in a while); as opposed to engraving on a tablet,
which is the usual and customary manner to record certain data.

NN bolsters his answer.
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" See x,5 q7. See “Thinking it over’ # 2.
* In that particular case the 72y was freed with this 1w “0w.
? The X3 there quotes "1 *"1 if one writes with ink over previously written letters in ink on naw he is not
21; it is a 22 2"y and. The same holds true by writing a vi. The second writing is not considered writing.
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And furthermore even if one writes with regular ink on red dye it is

considered, later in the second P9p, as writing in regards to naw. If one
writes N2w2a X12°0 A"y 1°72 he is 2. It is a valid an>.
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Even though that writing with X930 only, is also considered writing. The
reason is because the second 2n> with 17 is different and an improvement on the original
an> of X7p°0. In our case the signing of the °7¥ is certainly different and better than the
original markings. It is therefore considered a *an>. This concludes mpon defense of
K 7a R 7anki>h

mooIn has, however, another question on "w".
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However the expression 'pPyapn', which means tearing, does not support
s'>"w9 explanation for according to °"w9, the X3 should have said
'Punen', we scratch (score). This would have been the appropriate word.

mooIn offers his explanation:
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And the n'"9 explains the process of 1y7pn; that we take a blank paper
and we tear out of the paper through and through, the names of the

witnesses. A stencil is made with the names of the witnesses cut out —
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And we place this stencil over the parchment upon which the u3 is

written. The stencil with the cut out names, is placed below the actual v3; over the area

where the 0°7y usually sign —
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And the witnesses come and fill in the cutouts with ink and the written
names are observed upon the wa.

Moo poses a question to his explanation’
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The X723 in b9 7aon asks: But is this not the first handwriting?! The

* Actually the X3 there (X,1°) questions whether X77°0 3"y 17 is a 20> concerning 1w} and therefore
disqualifies it. Nonetheless m»oin answer is to be understood as follows: If by X0 3"y 7 where the X p°0
is a Mm3 2n2 nevertheless concerning N2w the X7p 0 3"y 17 it is (definitely) considered a 2n3, and by 71073 it
is (at least) doubtful whether it is a 2n3, then certainly by writing on a nv0 which is merely an
insignificant marking, the following 77°nf is certainly a 2N even by 13 See w"X17 MooIN.
3 See 7™w 0"
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explanation of the s"»%w Tmon question is: The wx cannot be

authenticated by its signatories; since it is not the handwriting of the witnesses.
The witnesses are merely filling in the cutouts on the stencil. We cannot recognize their
signature. The signatures will appear in the shape that the first and original preparers of
the stencil formed.®
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And the "n%v17° 770 answers that he made the cutouts very wide for
them and the witnesses are instructed not to fill in completely the entire

width of the cutout. We can therefore recognize the uniqueness of their signature in
the manner they fill in the cutouts.

SUMMARY

There is a dispute between >"w7 and MooN as to the explanation of PypPnR'
"1 3%, According to *"wM it means that the 3 itself is scored in the place
where the 07y sign. The 2°7¥ sign on the actual scoring. This is not
considered 2n> 3"y 2n3 since the scoring is merely a marking not an actual
an>o.

mMoon argues that term 7°97pP» is inappropriate according to >"w7. The term
70707 should have been used.

MooIN maintains that their names were cut out on a stencil. The stencil was
placed over the v3. The o> filled in the cutout. According to the 25w the
cutouts were made wide so the 0>7V filled in the cutouts only partially. This
enabled 7"°2 to be 0 pn their N nn.

THINKING IT OVER
What does the term 'p5n 22 signify; according to *"w1? mooin?’

2. mooin discusses whether the 2°nm is a an3 3"y an2.® However since we
maintain that >n73 77°01 7Y, why is there a concern that it is a 203 A"y ana?’

"

6 Perhaps MooIN is quoting the 2w to prove that his interpretation, as opposed to s*"w1 is the correct
one. According to *"w9 where the 07y write upon the scored names, the s"n?w17 question is not quite
understood. When writing over the scored names there can be a marked difference in the manner it is
overwritten. According to NMvoIN explanation where the 07y merely fill in the cutout, there can be no
distinction.
7 See "X # 51.
¥ See footnote # 1.
? See 1"nx # 48.
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