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I Discussion of extending our ruling to a X2

a

b

N27's question: did 2”27 allow directing a w11 to a single heir for a 821 as well?
Answer (8?®7®p 77): from 9210 1M "1’s observation to 17 about MmNy Mwn (re: 1737 112 N2INI):
i mwsfollows: 2”2
ii  »27 originally responded that nywn should read nav’ (given as gift, not as nwy)
1 Later: recanted; if it were a gift, the 7957 112 would be able to seize from o 1ap1WN
iii Implication: follows 2”271 — and this is regarding a 872 ninn (72103 *RiN)
X995 7. asked »ar about difference between 13n77/1120’ — in neither case should it work, since "15v7 mpn R"R
i Note: even n"y wouldn’t allow acaquisition of »"25w7 here, since the recipient (121 12) isn’t in existence
ii  Answer (9”7): must be since 7”1 *Rin is unique = could even follow 1127 (disproving Rw7wn ')
iii  Retort (»an): it is because of the use of nw11 NYY that allows a »"72%w7 to be designated to a y”525v7
1 Recant:japm 131 n2na, which is a gift; since the mipn were made together, it is considered as 7”an and even
1117 agree that it is valid (no longer associated with 2”27, contra *521n 1M "7 and ®WwN "7’s solution)
2 Challenge: perhaps the npn were made at different times
3 Defense: can’t be, as per "w1Tn” of ”ar7 in N11’a B, using juxtaposition of Mapn
(a) Block: could be 274 nipn was made by a later 7”3, patterned after the first

II  9xnv’s ruling about a n”>w who assigns the entire estate to the wife:

a

He intended to make her a trustee; same applies if he assigns it to an adult son
i Question: if he assigns to minor son — does he intend to give him the entire estate or make him trustee?
ii  Answer: YRnW — even if he is in the crib, he is only making him a trustee
1 Tangent: if he gifted all to an outsider and to his son — % is a gift (to outsider) and son is ©1917019K8 OVer %2
2 Same: if he assigns all to wife and outsider
(a) But:if the wife is either his fiancée or ex-wife — her portion is a gift (wouldn’t make her oiamar)
3 Question: if he assigns to a daughter (and there are sons) or a wife (and there are brothers) or a wife (and
the husband has sons) — is she an ©1a101aR or outright recipient?
(a) 37 pw2 N237.in all cases, she is an VIAIVIAR except for the NVIIN NOMIR
(b) ~27 pwa &7 7. in all cases, she keeps the money except for a wife if the husband has sons (Xa11019R)
iii  Question (#27): does this also work for a 82? (or do we assume them all to be n71m3 NINN?)
1 Answer: ruling that if a man assigns the m¥9 of his property to his wife, this doesn’t deplete her namn>
(a) But:if he wrote a percentage of his property over — she collects her n11n from the rest
(b) And: if he assigned her all of his property and a 21 70w (from before the gift, after the marriage) was
produced:
(i) ~”r she should destroy the ninn 9vw and hold onto the (land for) namn>
(ii) oo she should tear up her n21n3 and hold on to the gift — and lose on both sides
1. Story: mnmn N 7 had this happen to his daughter-in-law and they ruled onon>
(c) Upshot: she does acquire — must be 83, since if he were a n”sv, she’d be a trustee
(i) Rejection: could be n"avw, as per the exceptions above (X317 — ex-wife etc.; 811y "1 — most of the list)
(if) Ruling (279): she should destroy her namn, keep the niann 9vw and lose both
1. Challenge: 11 always considers the donor’s intent, as per ruling re: assigning property to oth-
ers when he heard that his son died and it turns out that he is alive (n”av1/02n5n)
2. Answer: in this case, he’d rather have his wife keep ninn; enhances her reputation that he
gifted her all of his property
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