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Perhaps he indeed forged the signatures — 73T RDIT NAD7

OVERVIEW

WX 72 W 27 taught that a 70w may be 0°1pn from two MY provided that
these MIVW were not in the possession of the current holder of the WY to be
o™pn. However if those M1uw were in his possession, then there can be no
0P from those MMvW. There is a concern that since those NMNYY were in his
possession, he forged the signatures on the 20w to be o> pn, by copying them
carefully from the n17vW in his possession. Mo0N will qualify this limitation.

= MIHND 1292319 9N PPNV RI*D NPITT 05 13229 999N
The n''s says that this concern of forgery is specifically only in a case

where we do not recognize the signatures directly; the authenticators are not

familiar with these signatures —
= 1NNNY NPINHND 11T 1> HY NIN

But rather they were 0>pn the 70w by comparing the signature (on the

VW to be a1pn) to the other signature (from the two fields, etc.). In these cases
since the 2m™pn are not intimately familiar with these signatures therefore we are

concerned for the possibility of forgery —
- 1]’)’ NY>202 OX1YN NDINN 99197 NN YaN

However in a situation where the 02>°P» recognize the signatures of the

witnesses by the ‘impression on the eye’; the authenticators are (intimately)
familiar with the signatures. They have no need to compare them to other signed

documents, then —
= 9% RNYT YNNI XD 11 HNN NINK NNNN 1Y WY 9 Uy 9N

Even if the possessor of this 70w has (an)other signature(s) of these (2°)7v,
in his possession; he is in possession of other M VW upon which these o*7v
signed, nevertheless, there is no concern that perhaps the possessor of the

other (N1)70W forged the signature of these 2°7¥ on the current 70w which requires ovp —
2,20%0 99) 790 9227 QN NIIYHNN D217 1109

For since the 2°»»pn recognize the signature innately, if he forged the

signatures it would be well noticeable, to the o»»pn that this is a forged
signature, and not the authentic one. However if 7"°2 is 0*°pn this 20w from other M vw,

" The term 'py ny»av' (usually) refers to the act of recognizing something by sight, without being able to
express explicitly how the item is recognized. For instance one may recognize his (worn out) hat among
many other similar hats. However he could not transmit to someone else the identifying features of his hat.
* See “Thinking it over’ # 3.
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without knowing the actual signatures of the 07y, a small deviation will not be noticed.

SUMMARY

The rule prohibiting w3 o1p from MAVY which are in the possession of the
Twwn Sva is only if the ovrp is done by comparison; but not if it is
accomplished through Py ny-av.

THINKING IT OVER

1. If the quwn 9¥2 is in possession of MIVY in which the same 0>7¥ (as are on
his 7w to be o™pn) signed, can we, nevertheless be opn the WY from
other MAvYY which are not in his possession?

2. In the case of ¥ ny"2v, is it necessary at all to compare the 07V NP°NA to
(two) other n1ww; or is the v Ny v itself sufficient?

3. Why indeed can a forgery be detected (only) by ¥ ny*av and not by
comparison?’

? See (footnote # 2 and) 2"¥1 X,7op 77 2"2.
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