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I a mwn: writing 7ow-templates
a if a 190 wants to prepare 0%, he must leave the 97 to be filled in when the specific parties come forward:
i in D*w1 V7 — the man's names, the woman's name and the date
1 M 29: he must also leave out the phrase oTR 53% namn nr "N
2 observation: this follows 8™ (even though he's explicitly mentioned in 82>0) — 173 noN *1Y
(a) therefore: we require nnY? N3
ii  in ARNYN 1YY — the borrower, the lender, the amount of money and the date
iii In npn »ow - the buyer, the seller, the amount of money, the location of the property and the date
b Reason: napnn »an
i Meaning:
1 ymv " help for the nrm0;
(a) follows 8™ who should require 0210 to be written nnwY as a precaution against 91 being pre-written;
(i) However: npnn »an (to make life easier for the 0»1910) he doesn't do so:
(if) nmm " invalidates all as a precaution against pre-writing 91n
(iii) 8™ himself validates all n110W; there is no need for a precaution against writing v improperly
2 wpm: help for domestic tranquility
(a) follows n"™ —who should require nothing be written nnw5 (only nnonn »1y)
(i) However: in order to avoid possiblity of 1910 writing v in advance, and her learning of it and
thinking that her husband directed it, leading to disharmony
3 nnar 1 help to avoid py; could follow either n™y or X™
(a) n™:essentially, even the 97 could be prepared
(i) however: in order to avoid divorcing on the spot due to anger — he requires 97n be written npw5
(b) ®™:essentially, even va1v should require nnwy
(i) however: in order to avoid delaying preparation of a v3 in case he's about to travel, he allows
preparation of the vaw
¢ Dissent: nm 1 invalidates all n170w where even the 1910 was prepared in advanced
d  Dissent: ty9x 1 invalidates only 'mwi »on - cf. v. 1
i Proper meaning: v. 1 only dictates nnw5 9mn; but as a precaution against it, he requires nnw5 vaw also
I Analysis of requirement of jnt on oW1 *07
a  Observation: the Rin doesn't distinguish between divorce from marriage or from po1R
i Understood: according to 13nv "3 — (\)mNR Nn1) — no reason to distinguish
ii ~ However: according to 9" (m7a — which the fiancé doesn’t yet have) — why the need for jnr in a noMIR 0V3?
1 Answer: (from ) — concern lest he marry her then give her the vy and her child (born from the
marriage) will be stigmatized
I Ruling:
a  11-rule like 8™, validating all ny7VW 0210 except for mw1 "0, ("1 - see footnote)
i challenge: »98 "1 would invalidate any Xniwx completed by o177 before the witnesses attest to their signature
1 inference: we are concerned with X1p w3 Rrnon —
2 implication: we should invalidate n1ow prepared in advanced
i block: 1" reported n™ as permitting a v found in the trash, as long as it is signed nnw5
1 Note: even 1111 (including ®") only dissent re: w1 »0’ due to v.1
2 However: regarding other mavov, they agree
3 Support: 3y "1 ruled that a k90 70w that was used once may not be reused because the 7.ayw has been lifted
(a) Implication: if it were not for that reason, it could be reused —i.e. no concern for Xp*w3 RN

1 ymyn: 8™ permits all m70w 70910 except for w1 »v7; 'oIN: 8™ validates pre-filling entire 70w except for 91N of D1 "%
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