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I  Continued discussion of laws of n”>w mann from jnN1 "3 YW WITH 2
a  If: someone gifts a tree to one and the ma to another, is there a 9w in the first gift to allow the m™a to be gifted?

i If: we don’t allow for room for another to get ma, what if he left them for himself?

ii  Answer (277 ow3a X17): he leaves room for himself — everyone leaves for himself generously

iii Note (»wn 75 2N 77): comment was learned as a gloss on Y"av~:

1 572w if someone sells a house contingent upon keeping the upper balcony - valid
(a) If: he sells a house and the nv5y RV to another — is there “room” for the XvYT to be sold separately?
(b) Answer (71 owa X37): even if there isn’t room to sell Y"1 to another, " yin is a 1w (as above)
(i) And:according to 7'ar "1 (above Xv), he may put out beams from the »™
b If: n">v assigned all of his property

i If: he was dividing it up
1 If: he dies — valid
2 If: he recovers — gets it all back

ii  But if he changed his mind (from one recipient to the next)

1 If: he dies — valid
2 If: he recovers — can only reclaim last gift
(@) C hallenge: perhaps he wasn’t rethinking but considering to whom to give
(b) Answer: in a usual case of n”v, he thinks it out first before beginning to give away his estate
¢ If:an"v assigned everything and then recovered — doesn’t retract gift (

i Reason: we suspect that he may have property elsewhere
1 Challenge: our mwn
2 Answer: our mwn is a case where he said yv31 93 OR where we have witnesses that he has no other property

I  Series of questions about n”2v ninn
a  If:an"v, who gave everything away, recanted part of the gift — does that retract the entire gift?
i Proof: if he gave all to A, then gave some to B — B gets that portion, A gets nothing
1 Isn't this: a case where he died? (proving that n%152 n7rn nn n¥pna np)
2 Rejection: this is a case where he recovered - proved from rao:
(a) If: he gave some to A then all to B — A gets his part and B gets nothing
(i) But:if he died, both should get their part (B should get everything beyond A’s part)
(b) Block (7072 7): he could have recovered - since partial nn=full n7n, that’s why B gets (in xv7)
(i) But:if partial namn ~=full n7n, it should be considered like pynn and no one should get
ii  Final analysis: partial narn=full n9mm; Xw» could be either recovered or dead; ®a>o could only be case of recovery
b If:he was w»pn everything, or made it all 9pan or gave it all to npT¥ and then recovered — is there 7/n3? yp'n
II Valid formulations for "> mnn
a  pww " mpr i noe 5w —all valid; (Rn7a - n pone also valid - if the recipient is an heir, as per 2”27)
i Question: is 102 M, 102 IR, 112 TN, 101 1YY’ — a valid ninn pwH? 1pon
IV Further questions about n”s>v
a  If: he sold (instead of gifting) his entire estate and recovered — can he retract the sale?
i 37 pwa 71777 37 sometimes said he may, sometimes that he may not
i Resolution: if the cash is still around, he may retract; if he sold to pay off a debt, he may not retract
b Is: an admission (nk1I0) of a n”w satisfactory for a pip?

i Proof: story of X7 MR whose son, 1 17, was conceived before m1o°k converted (not a v1v) and had depos-
ited coins with 821, who wanted to acquire them at 17o'X’s death; he considered the various ways *n "3 could
get them ("In 19 was at the n2w), elsewhere, at the time)

1 Avry—notanur 12

07w mnp- only applies to someone who is a "W19 73, as per 0NN NIPN
712°wp —he’s not there to perform nywn
/?9?5n1— cannot acquire coins via 1991 (’9°oNa NP1 Yaovn PrR)
218 27— Mok doesn’t own any land to use as the anchor for the 23x 1p
(0 77,8171 NN ,K37) 1nwsw Ty — K11 would refuse to go
(a) oK 777 18272 X’K 71 why not have Mo>R admit that they are owned by »n "3 (nkmin)

(i) Indeed: that’s what they did, and 817 was upset that people coached m1o’% and caused him to lose
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