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And only on a potsherd exclusively — RPOMIN KPP

OVERVIEW

The X773 states that if one desires to tender his signature to 72 for (future)
verification purposes, he should sign only Xo0mnX. Otherwise if he signs it on
a parchment and an unscrupulous person will find it, he may write above the
signature whatever he pleases causing (great) loss to the signer. However if
he signs on a X507 there is no such concern. For by a X501, since it can be
forged, any claim on a %9017 (even with a signature) will be disregarded. It
would seem from this X723 that a 70w cannot be written on a Xpon. However
mooin will cite MAna that permit NMIVW to be written on a Xdon. This MoOIN
will resolve this difficulty.

There are two types of M1vw, namely PIp *"Ww and 7RI VY. A M1 W is
a X1 WW; it proves that the Mm% borrowed money from the m>n. It does not
create a loan; it (merely) proves that a loan took place. A v is a PIp ww. It
creates the divorce. It severs the bond between husband and wife; and makes
the wife a divorcee.

mooin offers another option for presenting 7"°2 with a signature:
= (0w 13,07 97 X9na x33) VIV VI 9INRTI RNDMINT NYIIN 1211 NI

And similarly one may write his signature on the heading of a scroll; at
the very top of the parchment as the X773 states in @D v P73,

= YY) WNMNY NIY1
For there is nothing at all to be concerned about, if he signs (either X50nx or)
RN?2T KWK, A X90M is 2109 for a qww, since any forgery on a X90m is not apparent. Even
if something were written above his signature, no one would be able to claim anything if
it is written on a X¥oom. If he signs Xn%°317 XWX no one can write anything above his
signature, to cause any loss.

Mmoo anticipates a difficulty with the above mentioned presumption that a 20w which is
written XD0MX is not valid:

— (@VIN,L 97 PVITPT NP P92 NINT N

And that which we learnt in a X092 in the first =2 of 1wY7P N20n; if a person -

— 91559 NVYNHPN TN OINN DY IN 923N Yy and

wrote on a paper or on pottery ‘your daughter is betrothed to me, etc.’;

! This appears to be incorrect; it should read x,1op.
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and presented it to the father of this girl, the rule is that the daughter is betrothed to him
(if she is not a n7A2) -

= 1199919 N1 990 9910 VINN DY IN 992310 DY NI (x5 ow) NTY 22) 19
And similarly concerning a field, if a person wrote on a paper or on

pottery, etc. that my field is sold to you; the ruling is that the field is sold.
It is evident from those m72a that a "vw is valid (even) if it is written on a 0711 (which is
the equivalent of a ¥5017). This seems to contradict our X713 that anything written on a
Xo0m has no validity since it can be forged, without being noticed.

mooIn responds:
— )95 NYPUN MY MINT MNYIN 2295 NINNT NN

It seems that those nn»72 follow the ruling of X''S who maintains that
the witnesses who observe the transference of the "vw (from one party to

the other), make the 0w effective.” It is only according to X"~ who maintains *7v
’n7> 7707 that these MW which are written on something that can be forged (such as a
™1 or a o7n) are effective’ (when the 7vom >y testify that they were properly
transferred). This would (seemingly) resolve the contradiction. [If there are 77on >y
(and if we maintain that >n75 77°07% *7Y) then there is no concern of forgery; for the 7V
7on will testify to the veracity of the Tw0w.’]

moon will prove his contention that the aforementioned nin>72 follow the view of X" -
— 999D D199W 927 LY 23NN R AN NNINN ST 1195 NN a9D4

For according to »''" who maintains that the witnesses who sign on the
oY make it effective, a "vw which is written on something that can be
forged is not a valid “ww. According to »"7 who maintains >n13 72°nm >7y, a Vi (or
any W) which was written on a 7»717% 212°0w 727 is invalid [even at the point of the
transaction® (and even if the 07y certify that nothing was changed on the v3)]. For a ww

to be effective, it is necessary (according to 'mooin) that the veracity of the Jvw be
ascertained (only) through the signatures (*n73 72°nn >7v); however since it is 77177 712,

* The word *n13 actually means to cut off. This refers to a vx which cuts the bonds between husband and
wife. This term is used because the npY2nn between »"T X"1 was originally stated concerning w3,
However it affects all n1ow.

? It would seem that (even) according to X"1 one may tender his signature on a Xoor. There are no 2>7v at
all, only his signature. Anyone who will write anything above the signature will not have any 0>7v to verify
that it is not forged (7">w 0"77n). However, see N19010 in (202 7,7 X,0) Y172 where MooIn (seemingly) states
that this X773 of X90nX X171 is (only) according to 2. See (T17X7) X"WAM and 50 NIX DY MIdWA.

“A %3P W on a A>T 712°w 127 is WD according to X' who maintains *n1> 77700 V.

> Presently the bracketed sentence is not necessary. There can be no concern of forgery at the moment of
1w17pR or at the point of sale. All parties are present. See later in this N120N.

% See footnote # 5.

! See n190N there in &1 7"7 R,20 PO,

2

TosfosInEnglish.com



RP171 7"7 "0 K,XD M2 .7"02

nothing can be ascertained by the signatures (only though oral testimony). It is possible
that the "vw was altered. The signatures cannot tell us if there was a forgery or not.
Therefore, according to »n"9, it cannot be a valid "ww. This applies by all other nnvw as
well; since °n12 72°0n >7Y, they are not valid on a §°7177% 715°w 927, Therefore those Mn*92
cannot follow the view of »"9 and must follow the view of X".

modIN proves this point that a 771777 715°w 1272 W is WS only "2 and not n"17:

— 1995991 095N 9913 999310 DY KD 12259 PN (0w 3,85 97 120N 72 PI93 9INTD
As the mwn states in the second p=p of °ws» noon: a vl is not written,
neither on erased paper, etc., because it can be forged; however the a%2omn
permit it’ -

— 9TYON %29 DION NN N91233 W91
And the x923 explains; who are these 2°»51, who permit writing a ©3 on a
7vw that can be forged? It is R''S who maintains that >n73 77701 *79. According to
X"7 who maintains that °n73 77°0n *7¥ the effectiveness of a 7w depends on the 77°0n *7v;
not on the 7n°nn *7v. The V) becomes effective at the moment of 77°0n (where there is no
concern of 711). [Therefore if the 77701 »7v (or even the n°nn *7Y) testify that this is the
original v) (it was not tampered with), it is effective and the woman has the status of a
divorcee.] The same would (seemingly) apply to other n1avw. Those Nn*>72 by w17R and
151 follow the view of X"A.

mooIn anticipates a difficulty with this last assumption that according to X" it is
permissible to write a YW on a f**71? 212°W 127 on MIVY other than a v:
— NY M0V INYA AN P2 KIX ATYIN %39 9PWaN XY “onn 1INT 32 5Y 9N)

And even though the X723 states there that X''% did not permit to write on

a 771 910w 127 except by 1w however by other mmuww he did not
permit to write them on a 57177 912°w 127. The difficulty is; how is it W2 to write a 0w
TYITP or a 717’1 WY on a A»TII? 21w 127, they are not 1PuA?!

mooIn responds:
— FNRID P12IY PRY MDY 139907 1NINITI PV NIN NWIYD 9N

This is the explanation of the phrase ‘only by 1Pw%’; that means by 1°v°3 and

their counterparts, which means nyauw that are not intended for proof -
— Y YN 1A MNP NIN MUY 1IRY 1IN 1D

for instance those M vw that are not written in order to retain proof of a
transaction; but rather that are used to acquire a woman or a field. The “vw

¥ %2097
?3,33 PO
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effects the transaction at the moment of transference -

=93 YD NYY 29D 1IUIY PPV YD
Similar to v’ which are used for the moment as an instrument of
divorce; similarly the 7o Pw1Tp 0w which the mn»12 are discussing are PP 0w
and not X1 *vw. When the X713 said Pvea2 X9X R PWwon K, the X713 meant the types of
MY which are similar to 3. A i is a 73 JVW; it actualizes the divorce. Similarly a
TWITP Tvw actualizes the betrothal, and the 77721 VW actualizes the sale of the property.
In all these cases X" permits writing them on a 571777 212°w 2n2. The purpose of all these
71 LW is to actualize the transaction presently (in the presence of 777°0n 7). There can
be no concern of forgery, for both parties (and the 71°0n >7v) are present. '

Mmoo anticipates a difficulty

— NRIY DIIINY 1P DY H0YN DI1DPW 29 by 9N
Even though the 17 9uw can be utilized as a proof of the transaction; the
person who bought the field can use the 13 0w of 77721 as a proof of purchase. Similarly
the woman can use the 1"217p "W as proof of marriage. How can mo01n say previously that
the 701 VW PYNTR W are (merely) 11 Yvw, when they can be used as a "X 0w.

mooIn responds:
= (0w §,M 1) NYIND NIZT NP P92 (3,09 97 1p%) AN 9INTI DINY 9199 VIN D)

The w3 can also be utilized as a 7°81 "W that she i1s divorced; as the X
states in an1277 279 and in the first P99 of »''2 n>on -

= 11932 Y2YDIONRD NIIYA NIYIPI NN )
And if you will say that we should rip up the v3 after it has been given to
the woman and the 721> was collected''; this is not proper because the

woman can argue that ‘I need it to remarry’; it serves her as a proof of her
divorcee status. We see that a v can also be used as a 7°X1 0w, and nevertheless the X
clearly states that by a va it is permitted to write it on a 7271777 212°w 927. The same applies
to the 701 WY PYTR "TVW; for even though they can be used as a X7 VW -

— VY 799 NY 1990V NON
However, that which distinguishes w3 (and 29m WP 0W), is that

initially they were not written for the purpose of 71 but rather to perform the
1°Ip. Therefore they can be written on a 5”717 715°w 127. They may be used (also) as a
°R7 W only if the 77701 *7¥ (or 7N »7v) will testify to the authenticity of the Tvw.

1% According to "9, however, a 7P 0w is 97172 212w 7272 9109; even though, there is no concern of AT
It is 2109 since N1 7°nn > and it is not >N 7Y TNk 7oA that it was not tampered with.

' The xm3 there is discussing a place where they do not write ma1n3. The women collect their man3 on the
basis of the vi. The issue at hand is what should be done with the v, once the 72102 was collected, in order
to prevent the woman from collecting again.
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mooIn explains what the X713 excludes when is refers to n1VW WRW:
— %39 03 TNYY PIVY IINRIY IOV MIVY NON LYNN R

And the X3 does not wish to exclude all "YW besides w3, but rather
only those n1avw that are initially written for proof and are made to last

many days. Those "W cannot be made on a 77172 15°w 727 for it defeats its purpose -
£ Y9N 2553 ONNN RIP 0NN INMNT

as the X773 there cites the ?102 (as a proof that by n1nvw XY it cannot be on
a 97 9w 127): ‘and you shall place the qvw in an earthenware

utensil, etc. in order that it should last for many days’. The idea of keeping it for many
days is inherently applicable to a 7’1 qvw only.'?

SUMMARY

Signatures may be submitted ¥50rR and on Xn?°an7 X, According to X",
TP MWW may be written on a A»TiY P12w 727, but not X1 ww.”
According to n"9, neither may be written on a 77172 912w 127,

THINKING IT OVER

1. What would be the 17 (according to X" or n") if a &7 0w (for a M»» or
a 77°on) is written on a A»7A? 2w 127 and the 7n°nA 7Y (or 770N OTY)
testify that it is not 7>1; would it be a valid W or not?

2. Is there any connection between the beginning of m»oin (that a 7n°N can
be tendered Xn?°317 XwR) and the rest of NMooIN?

3. What would be the 17 if a purported buyer of a property presented a
document written on a 7717 212°w 127, signed by the seller (the signature
was authenticated) that the field was sold to the buyer; and the seller claims I
never sold it to you, nor did I ever give you such a document?"

12 Those cannot be written on a a»71% 712°w 127 even if we maintain that *n13 77001 *7v; for since they are
held for o°17 o> the original 77°0n >7¥ may no longer be available, and we may rely on the 0>7vi ni»nn,
which cannot vouch for the authenticity of the quw since it is 971779 91

B The 1P W are effective to actualize the 11p; for it is a valid W since °n72 77°0n *7v. These 1Ip MY
can also be used in the future as a X7 provided that the 77°0n 7 or the 7°nn 7y testify (orally) to the
authenticity of the 7vw. However &1 "W which are initially made to last a long time (beyond the scope
of oral testimony), cannot be written on a 771772 212°w 127.

' According to »"7 a 70w must be 121 nam that it is 7w>. There is no evidence in the 7ww that can
guarantee its authenticity. Therefore it does not have the power of a “vw.

1% See footnote # 3.
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