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Intro
Today we will 7"pa learn n”np 97 of X102 X132 NHOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the Mishnah'’s distinction of

DIARY 103159 20w Y0 1Ov

RITW 52 VPIp WY

YR IMNn

If a dying person assigned all his assets to someone but
kept for himself a small parcel of land, if he recovers he
cannot reclaim the gift. However,

RITW 53 VPP 77w RS

PRI PR

If he did not keep any land and he recovers, he can reclaim
the gift.

The question of

T MRS PO TIRD ST

If ayIn 25w owned a palm tree, and he first assigned the
actual tree to one person and then assigned the rights to
the fruits to a second person, does he keep the branches
for himself and ninm 10N, or not?

The distinction between

oMM DR

Y

192900

If a v 25w assigned all his assets to several people over
time and he recovers, he can reclaim his assets from both.

However,

15132 DR

PINRA ROR TN IR THY

Ifhe gave away only part of his assets to one person, and
he then reconsidered and gave the rest to the second
person, he can only reclaim the assets from the last
person.

RrT Yo PIT
A v 20w has the ability to retract from the mnm at any
time as long as he's alive.

The question of

nIpPAINN

79193 79 0

RDIR

Ifa vy 25w gave all his assets to one person, and he then
retracted and gave part of those assets to a second person,
does he retract from the entire mn» of the first person and
there was a 9w in the min» of the second person, or not?

The questions of

M THY PO DD wIpn

M P2 5 PRon

R 0705 1021 5 PR

Whether a y7 25w who recovers can reclaim all his
assets that he gave to w7pn, or made them all ownerless, or
gave them all to the poor?
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah taught

DPINRS D215 N5V YD 1OV

RINW 53 YPIp 77w

YR IMNN

If a dying person assigned all his assets to others but kept
for himself a small parcel of land, if he recovers he cannot
reclaim the gift, because as the Rashbam explains

DI TP IIRTH ROWT

Since he kept something for himself, he apparently still
hoped to recover, and he gave the gift unconditionally
regardless of whether he dies or not.

However

RITW 92 VRIR W RS

YR ININN PR

Ifhe did not keep any land and he recovers, he can reclaim
the gift, because

[ia}AniziaBalaiaiaits

Since he did not keep anything for himself, he apparently
had no hope of recovering, and there is an X3 TIR, an
assumption, that he gave the gift only on condition if he
dies, but not if he recovers.
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2R 1053 b5 answ s 3o
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If a dying person assigned all his assets to others
but kept for himself a small parcel of land,
if he recovers he cannot reclaim the gift, because

1D O PAOTN HOET
Since he kept something for himself, he apparently still
/w/»e&/ ty recover, and he gave the %f Wn/dwm[[?/
regw//@ o% wheither he

ey or not.

N 9 ypp M 8b
ialalipRinhintaly )
If he did not keep any land and he recovers, he can
reclaim the gift, because

1D OHM HHNNE

Since he did nat é r
he apparently had mﬂmﬁo%
and there & am g, an Lo,
that he gave the M m[?/ on condition % he dies,

but not % he recovers.
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The Gemara inquires

MO RDIR

T MRS PO TR SpT

What is the Halachah if a »9» 25w owned a palm tree, and
he first assigned the actual tree to one person and then
assigned the rights to the fruits to a second person?

Do we say

O DOPHN PV

NN ININM

The v 25w intended to give the first person only the tree
but not the branches from where the fruits grow, and to the
second person only the actual fruits, but he kept for
himself the branches which are considered like »j>3p, and
therefore, even if he recovers the ninn is effective?

OR

PO OIPH W RS

TN ININN PR

The vy 25w gave the first person the entire tree WITH its
branches, and to the second person the actual fruits, but he
did not keep anything for himself, and therefore, ifhe
recovers the mnn is not effective?

And even if we are to assume that

IR

WY IR

Ifhe gave the fruits to a stranger, we assume that he gave
the first person the entire tree with its branches, and
therefore

THY DX

73NN NN PR

What would the Halachah be in the case of

MIY5

If the v 275w kept the fruits for himself, does he also
keep the branches for himself, and therefore

TNV DR

phigtaRinhinta

OR he gives the branches to the first person along with the
tree, and since he did not retain any v p for himself, only
the fruits, therefore

TNV DR

73NN NN PR

P4

N RWNR
1NN INR PMID TNRD HpPT

What is the Halachah if a vy 25w owned a palm tree,
and he first assigned the actual tree to one person
and then assigned the rights to the fruits to a second person?

Dy we say

D DIPN MW XY
NANN IMINN PR

The v 15w gave the first
person the tree with its
branches, and to the second
person the actual fruits,
but he did not keep anything
for himself, and therefore,
if he recovers the nann
is not effective?

*PD DIPH MV
NINN 1NN

The v 10w intended to give
the first person only the tree
but not the branches,
and to the second person
only the actual fruits, but he
kept the branches which are
like vpap, and therefore,
even if he recovers the nonn
is effective?

/frw/eum%w&@mfo absume that

NN
MY NN RY

If he gave the fruits to a stranger,
we assume that he gave the first person the entire tree
with its branches,

a//w/f/w%ar@
02NN 1NN PR - TRY DR

What wold the Halachah be in the case of

MxYH
If thev 15w kept the fruits for himself,

He gives the branches to the
first person along with the
tree, and since he did not
retain any vpIp for himself,
only the fruits, therefore
TNY OR
A0 11NN PR
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Does he also keep the
branches for himself,
and therefore

Y OR
NN 1ININN

Bava Basra 128-3



M5 T NN N33

The Rashbam mentions yet a second Xo7), a second
version to the Gemara’s question;

M PO PIN

If the vy 2>w added to his initial statement and said;
TARS PIYYON YIN ST

IR PO

nn

The first person shall get the whole tree except for its
fruits and the second person shall get the fruits;

Do we say

RV RIWH

Mm3YH PN s

The yn 1ow’s additional words were to imply that he
keeps the branches for himself, and therefore

THY DX

binteRiahigla)

OR

YR

He did not keep the branches for himself, and therefore
THY DR

N ININD PR

1327 concludes

VO DIPH PV

He definitely kept the branches for himself, because
WO O 5

PUN N9 PVl

Regarding himself, he is more generous. And therefore
TV DR

ahigtsRinhinisl
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The Rashbam mentions yet w second o,
w second version ty the Yemara'y Www
DD PRVOD YN
L the yow 20 added to hiy initial statement and said;
TNRS »m»OD vIn bpT
INRD PMID)

N
W%«LW‘MMM/MW the whole tree W/ar ity
/m&r‘ym/ the second person shall get the %&’Wfi/

Do we say...
NP Rowd
mEpb Dipn Mwd

The v 10w’s additional words
were to imply that he keeps
the branches for himself,
and therefore

TP DN
NINY 1NIND

MY RS

mEpd Dipn
He did not keep the
branches for himself,
and therefore

TP DN
10200 PN
nany

\ 4
W concludes
PO DIPN MY
He definitely kept the branches for himself,

\ 4
because

WD 7229 9
979N ND? PYa
Regarding himself, he is more generous.
v
And therefore

Y OXR
NN 1NINN
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The Gemara continues with several Halachos based on
the Mishnah'’s distinction between 7w and 77w X5.

1.

M3 27 IR PN 12 90P 17 IR

DR Y3353 205w YN 1OV

If a dying person assigned all his assets to several people
over time and he recovers;

PRI

Whether he can reclaim his assets depends on the
following;

PonPa DR

Ty

9102 9mn

Ifit appears that his initial intention was to give away all
his assets and to leave nothing for himself, he can reclaim
his assets from them all, because all the gifts are consid-
ered vIn 0w NNy, because

PO N>

At the time of the mm» he did not keep anything for
himself.

POPIAOR

Y

AR ROR M IR

If it appears that his initial intention was to give away
only part of his assets to some, and then he reconsidered
and gave away the rest of his assets, he can only reclaim
the assets from the last recipient, because only his gift is
considered a y7n 25w NNy, because

PV N>

At the time of his 71301 he did not keep anything.

But he cannot reclaim the assets from the earlier
recipients, because those gifts are not considered ninn»
V71 270w, because

»

At the time of his 77301 to them, he did keep some assets
for himself.

Several Halachos on the distinction between
MW and MW NS.

1

W) P WE MY IR 5190/' P IV
DINKRY 17021 91 2NdW YIN 2OV
If a dying person assigned all his assets
to several people over time - and he recovers;

PRI
If he can reclaim his assets depends on the following:
7°m12 DR Ponna or
my ™mYy
0N R 12152 971N
]11]']&3 NYR Ifit appears that his initial

intention was to give away
all his assets and to leave
nothing for himself,
he can reclaim his assets
from themall,

Ifit appears that his initial
intention was to give away
only part of his assets to some,
and then he reconsidered and
gave away the rest of his assets,
he can only reclaim the assets
from the last recipient,

because only his gift is
considered a vy 22w NIND,
because - mw N5 - at the time
of his nanp he did not keep
anything.
But he cannot reclaim the assets from the earlier
recipients, because those gifts are not considered nann
I 1O, because - M - at the time of his nanp to them,
he did keep some assets for himself.
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2.

The Gemara proceeds to quote a ruling by Rav Nachman
which apparently seems to contradict our Mishnah:

PN 27 IR PP T2 RAR 27 IR

TRV DMINRD Y021 93 ANV YN 5V

MMIPR

DINR 17772 003115 W ROV J707N

If a dying person assigned all his assets to others and then
recovered, he cannot reclaim his assets, because we are
concerned that he might have assets in another country
which he kept for himself.

However, our Mishnah rules

RITW 52 YR W RS

NN PR

And

N Ty

If the v 2w kept nothing for himself and he recovers,
he CAN reclaim his assets?

The Gemara answers that our Mishnah refers to one the
following cases:

1.

Either

D21 53 MN

If the yn 2>w specified “ALL my assets,” in which he
definitely kept nothing for himself;

OR

iR siagpRrlinilon}

It is established that the v 25w does not have other
assets, and he kept nothing for himself.

DafHachaim.org

2

MY PI WE NN IR A P IME
DYINKRY 17091 9O 2ANO5W YIN 2OV
Y
9TIN 1R

DONR NITHA D'DII 1D W NHW ARV

If a dying person assigned all his assets to others
and then recovered, he cannot reclaim his assets,
because we are concerned that he might have assets
in another country which he kept for himself.

However, our Wishnah rales
RINW 90 YPIP 1MV RY

nnN»pRININN PR
nn TNy

If the vy 20w kept nothing for himself and he recovers,
he can reclaim his assets.

v
Our Mishnah refers to one the following cases:

]9 PTMN2 IVINI
-))!) m5T D3I b>

It is established If the vy oW specified
that the v 1w “ALL my assets,”
does not have other assets, in which he definitely
and he kept nothing kept nothing
for himself. for himself;
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The Gemara continues and inquires;

1Y RYIR

nIpPATIN

N2 IR 12193 79N "0

A vy 20w mini can be retracted by the v 20w at any
time as long as he’s alive.

Therefore, the Gemara asks;

What is the Halachah if a y» 25w gave all his assets to
one person, and he then retracted and gave a portion of
those assets to a second person?

As the Rashbam explains;

Do we say

PWRIZ NI D037 53 NN R

The vy 25w retracted from all the assets that he gave to
the first person, and then gave part of it to the second
person and kept the rest for himself.

Therefore, the pwx, the first person

THY PANN P

P RS

He does not acquire any assets regardless of whether the
v 15w died or recovered, because

NI YO P NTT

A »n 20w has the ability to retract from the mnn.

While regarding the *1v, the second person,

THY PAI P

mp

He acquires his part of the assets regardless of whether
the y» 25w died or recovered, because

MWW RPN

At the time of his nin» the »71» 25w kept part of the assets
for himself, and the Mishnah taught

RITW 53 VP W

R ININD

OR

PRI TN RIARD

The 1 25w did not retract from the assets that he left
with the first person.

Therefore, regarding both the pwx1 and 3w

n» DR

mp

Ifhe died they each acquire their part of the assets.
THY DR

P RS

If he recovers neither one acquires the assets, because
MO R

The vy 25w did not keep anything for himself.

DafHachaim.org

Py

/Q/A"}/D'A’
nxpra NN
XY IR NY1D2 NITH N

A v 15w nnw can be retracted by the v 10w at any time
as long as he’s alive.

Therefore, the Gemara asks;
What if a vy 20w gave all his assets to one person,
and he then retracted
and gave a portion of those assets
to a second person?

Do we
NEHTS IHNE DPID 503 DI HNO
The yyp 50 refracted %mrn/ all the assety that he gave
to the first person, and them gave part of it to the
second person and kept the rest /or /M/M@%
Therefore, the first person While regarding the 1,
O HS = TNV P3 DY P O — 7HY P3P P3
/‘/w/owmz‘acW@me He rey hiy part of the

reg;wf/fmz % whether the »o0  assety re?ar/f@w of whether

yw died or recovered, the yw >0l died or recovered,
because because
MPNT7 DOV PHN7 e HOH
A yow 200 has the aéz}d'f?/ At the time o//u@m
1o retract from the syp. the: yow ot kept part of the
assetsy for wi )
and the ?ﬁm%
POE 55 VPP ME
DD NN

OR
PWRI2 NN RND RY

The v 20w did not retract from the assets
that he left with the first person.

Therefore, regarding both the pjwny and 1w

TDD DN nH DR
nIp RS np

If he recovers neither one  If he died they each acquire
acquires the assets, their part of the assets.

because
MWW RS

The v 25w did not keep anything for himself.
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The Gemara brings proof from a Braisa that
nRPPIA NN
19192 79N RN

The Braisa states

WS NI ORI 191D

mp v

Ip RS POR

If ayn 25w first gave all his assets to the pwx7, and he
then retracted and gave some assets to the "3, only the 3w
acquires the mann, but the pwra does not acquire the inn.
However, if vice versa

WY I PURIZ NP

P POURY

P RY W

If he first gave only some of his assets to the pwx, and
then he gave all the rest of his assets to the "1v;

Only the pwra acquires the 73n», but the »3w does not
acquire the 7inn.

The Gemara questions the Xw™ of the Braisa
WY INIPP PRI 1D

AP RAI)

1P RS PORI

NIPHA NN DIOROR

19122 1A R RS

If we are to assume that the Y91 25w does not retract from
the mnn to the pwrs;

If the Rw 7 refers to a case of

nnw3, the van 25w died;

Why doesn’t the pwr acquire the mnmw, if there was no
nn?

And if this is a case of

THYW3, the Y 205w recovered;

Why does the 3w acquire the min» if there was no nn?
WY RYH RN

The vy 25w did not keep anything for himself?

Therefore, we must say that the Braisa holds

79101 7N RN NRPI AN

The vn 25w does retract completely from the i he
gave to the pURY;

Therfore

75 nnown Rw™

THYW PANNY P2

The xw¥'s ruling is both where he died or recovered, and
1P RS PORI

Because he retracted

While

P Y

Because there was a 7w, since he retracted from the
PORY

Dedicated By:
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NP NN
N5152 NHTH NN

@//)p

PORIY RPN
199 11N
Mp PRI

Mp XY Y
If he first gave only
some of his assets to the pwm,
and then he gave the rest of
his assets to theyw;
Only thepwn acquires
the mn.

ORI 191D
VY INXPM
mp MW
Mp R POKRI
Ifavyp 10w first gave
all his assets to the pwm,
and he then retracted and
gave some assets to the aw;

Only the»w acquires
the nan.

)
VY NRPN - PORIH 91D
mp "Nw
NP RY PORI
?

4

NNPP2 MTN NMPN N
12122 MITN NI R

Ifwe are to assume that the v 1w does not retract
from the nann to the pwn»;

And if this is a case of

THPLY2

the vy 10w recovered;

Ifthe nwn refers to a case of

npwa
thevyp 10w died;
Why doesn’t the pwm»
acquire the nanp,

WY N1 R if there was no mm?

v
W@%am, we: must say that the Braisa holds
N9192 NN RMN NRXPH2 NN

The vyn 20w does retract completely
from the nanp he gave to the pwn»;
and

ND NNOWH NWNM
TRYY P2 DY P2
The nw's ruling is both where he died or recovered,
While Therefore
mp "Nw mp X NOUKRI
Because there was aw, since  Because he retracted
he retracted from the pwr;
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However, the xo°0 of the Braisa
WY 12191 PURIZ INBPD

mIp PURY

P RS 1w

> NNown K>

TOVWI ROR

The xo0’s ruling can only be where he recovered, and
3P POURI

Because there was a W

While

mIp RS W

Because there was no w;

However, nnwa, if he died,
P I PURY
Because he was not amm;

DafHachaim.org

Loro
1V 17101 - PWKRIY INRPN
NP NORI
mp XY NV

N5 nnown Nb NoD
THOVWD NRON

The nop’s ruling can only be where he recovered,
While Therefore
Mp XY N NP NOKRI

Because there was no ww Because there was a ww

However - NNW)D - if he died,
NP 22V PORI

Because he was not nn.
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