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7"01
Intro

Today we will 7"pa learn 73 97 of X91n2 X322 nNoON
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The two explanations to the Machlokes in the Mishnah
regarding the case of

YD 1OV 112N0 R

If a person assigned all his assets to someone in a will, but
he did not indicate in the will whether he was a y» 25w or
anNml

PR 27 holds

PR VI OVW PRI RITD IR

The 5apn, the recipient, gets the assets, unless the jm
proves otherwise that he was in fact a v 2°5w.

While the omom hold

PRI POV 1720 ROV

The ), the grantor, keeps his assets, unless the Y171
proves otherwise that the jm1 was in fact a 72,

And the Machlokes in whether the o'non require
DTV1RI

A proof of witnesses who affirm that the jm1 was a R12;
OR merely

VR ORI ITRI

A proof that the will was authentic;

The Machlokes regarding

12AN0W WA TN

If one who admits to have written a 70w but then seeks to
invalidate the 70w with another claim, whether m»p5 713,
the 70w must be validated.

The incident of

DM PARDIID DNW TNR2

A son who sold the assets that he had inherited from his
father and then the son died but it was uncertain whether
he was a 917 or a jop at the time of the sale;

The Machlokes in the 0'»>m’s opinion of

12N0W WA RTIN

mPY TR PR

Whether or not this also applies to "7, if the m> admitted
to have written the 70w, and then two witnesses wish to
disqualify the Jvow.

DafHachaim.org

YIN 22OV N2 2ANO XY
N D)
MR R22ND PN
NN YIN 2DVYW

PPN
NIRIN 1POY 172NN RININN

the DYDON require

NN R
JowWN OPP2 DYTY]

The Machlokes regarding
120W VW2 NTIN
MMPY PN

TNNR2

172X 70212 DNWYW
nm

The Machlokes
in the pw>on’s opinion of

12NOW VW2 ATIN
M1PH PR PR
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So let'sreview ...

In the previous Mishnah there was a Machlokes regarding
the case of

Y W 72N R

If a person assigned all his assets to someone in a will, but
he did not indicate in the will whether he was a y» 25w or
a N1 at the time, and some time later when he is certainly
a3, adispute arises:

The 1, the grantor, claims

TRYIN OV

The assets belong to me, because I was a dying person at
the time, and a Y1 25w who recovers can retract.

While the 5apn, the recipient, claims

DaNA]

The assets belong to me, because you were a healthy
person at the time, and a X721 cannot retract.

R» 27 holds

PRINIA PIZ IO

YN OV

The 53pn, the recipient, gets the assets, unless the jm
proves otherwise that he was in fact a v 2ow.
While the o'»on hold

PRI YOV 172 RO

The 013, the grantor, keeps his assets, unless the 5apn
proves otherwise that the jm31 was in fact a ™32

The Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes in the understand-
ing of the o'»on’s opinion:

IR NI

DTY1PRI

IR RN 1T TN RTON DT

VA DYPLITRI

And the Gemara explains:

R117727 says

D7V 7PN

Both X1 17 and the omomn require both the 13 and the
Sapn to prove with witnesses their respective claims of the
1mY's condition, because

103727 3PP 2277 RONDO M09 R

They disagree in the previously mentioned Machlokes
regarding the very same case.

R 17 and 1030317 hold

VI 2IVW PRI RITY IR 10

In order for the 111 to keep his assets he must prove with
o7p that he was in fact a ym 25w

And if he does not, the 5ap» gets them, because ®

P9IR RNWA 9N

We consider the jm2's current status of X321 as an assump-
tion that he was always a X2, which supports the Sapn;

While the o'nom and 2py *27 hold

PRI POV 172 RN

In order for the Y171 to get the assets he must prove with
o7 that the jm1 was in fact a X972

And if he does not, the jm1 keeps them, because ®

7790 NPINA RN PIN

We consider the jmy's previously established status of
being in possession of the assets, which obviously
supports the jm.

DafHachaim.org

P 2% 113 3N5 NS

If a person assigned all his assets to someone in a will,
but he did not indicate in the will
whether he was a v 25w or a N2 at the time...

The ), the grantor, The 52pn, the recipient,
claims claims

NN DI DY nn NI
The assets belong to me, The assets belong to me,
because I was a dying person  because you were a healthy
at the time, and a v» 10w person at the time, and a RnM2
who recovers can retract. cannot retract.

PN VEN 7R)
1200 NN N N ™
ANT 1’59 MY PR 20w

PN
93 XA
Ay RN

IWE YD PI IR DRV £Z0n )
J0WN O1pP2 PRI

WE LD P
D»TYa NXI

WE LD P
0>7ya AR

Bothynn121 and the pnon
require both the)ma and the 5apn to prove with witnesses
their respective claims of the)ma’s condition,
because

29D RP
112 227 2pY? 2277 RNAHYD2

They disagree in the previously mentioned Machlokes
regarding the very same case.

ppon and 3y ) hold MWW D) éjj » hotd
]

NIND NXIDN PR) N2ND PIN )HD
MNIN POY N VI DOYY

The 5app must prove withoty  The)md must prove with D1y
that the)m was a n2; that he was in fact a v 20w;

because because
DY HPN3 HNNH PO 19515 HHED I3
We: consider the Yy We: consider the Yy
W@AWWW/MW current statuy o/,m
i possession 0/5 the assets, that he was @W& @ pn,
WWWN‘J/ the W) wMWm‘y the: fypp.
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R177317 927727 R70M 27 say

W OPPA PRI

As the Rashbam explains;

According to the 0»on’s ruling

PRI 1Y 172 RO

In order for the Yapn to get the assets,

He does not have to prove with 07 that the jmiwas a
NI

All he has to do is 7own oyp, to prove with o*7p that the
will is authentic.

And ifhe does so, he gets the assets, because he has a valid
Jow;

And as far as the question whether the jm1 was a X721 or
VI» 0w at the time, in this the »om agree with R 727
and 10117 that

IPOIR RNW N3

That he was a 73

But if the Yap» does not do 7wwn orp, he does not get the
assets, because he does not have a valid qov, as the
Gemara will explain;

And 195 Rnwi 02 does not help him, because he has no
Jow atall.

However, according to R 13, even if the 511 does not
do 7vwn orp he gets the assets, because according to 17
r» he does have a valid qow, as the Gemara will explain;
Plus 19918 Rnwi N3

DafHachaim.org

I g/s) P7 D DRV £70N P)

0WH OPPa R

Rashboam W/%m ;
/fccor/m?/ to the ppon 'y mﬁm7
OO 1OY 13NN HBINO
I order /ar the fpw to get the assetsy,
He: does not have ty prove with pry that the ) was a £,
Al he has tv do 3 200> PIP.
If he does so, But if the 5apn
he gets the assets, does not do yvwin brp,
because he has a valid yww; he does not get the assets
And )»51R RPWN N2
does not help him,

because he has
noww at all.

19515 HHED D3

However, according to 1in 7,
even % the 5/7/1/ does not do 106> PIP he Wy the assety,
because Wr/m?/ ty w1 he doess have a valid 40,
Pluy
P51H HHED O3
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And the Gemara elaborates;

o'pom PR1 17 disagree in the Halachah of

M7P5 PIRIANIW WA TN

Whether one who admits to have written a Jow can
invalidate the 70w by another claim, and yown oyp would
be required by the y21n, the plaintiff.

R 27 holds

1ANOW WA NN

WP PIVIIR

The 173, who admits to have written the Jow, cannot
invalidate the svw with his claim of *n»73 v1» 25w, because
as the Rashbam explains;

DW1 0737797 MIVY DNoT

R RY MAVWI

PNAW 7197 K17 IORY 7197

1Hooh

A 7vw has an assumption of being valid.

Therefore, 70wn oy is not required by the >apn, and
without any additional proof by either side, the Hapn
would get the assets based on the qvw;

And as far as the question whether the jm3 was a X112 or
VI 25w at the time,

IP9IR ROWA 9N

That he was a x3;

Therefore, Px» 17 rules

PRI NI PIZ O

7Y 1IVW

Which means

DTV PRI

The 11 must prove with o7 that he was a yn 20w.

Dedicated By:
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v
PNON VRN D)
/’M?rwmz%& Halachah 0%
M1PY PIN 12ANOW TOW2 NTIN

Whether one who admits to have written a ww
can invalidate the yow by another claim,
and ywn prp would be required by the van - the plaintiff.

N DI
1270W VWA NTIN
MPY I IR
The)m, who admits to have written the yww,
cannot invalidate the yow with his claim of n»n v 1oV,

because ay the Rashbam explaing;
OMES OO 0 PHYE ONHP7
MHIE DD HID IPHE DO HN Hd PHVERN
Piel>}

A~ww has an assumption of being valid.
Therefore, own b is not required by the 5apn,
and without any additional proof by either side,
the bapn would get the assets;

And ay far ay the question whether the py
Way & gnp or Y >l att the time,
15tH HHED I3
That he was £,

v
W%W&, N D) rules
MR X209 PR
NN YIN 2DVY

Which means

D>XTD] N'N)

The)m must prove with pvTv that he was a v 2ow.
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While the o'»on hold

12N0W 0w TN

MY IR

The jm3, who admits to have written the 0w, CAN
invalidate the 70w with his claim of ’n1 vyIn 2OV,
because

PNIW 7957 NI IORW 797

IORW 19571

The jm1 who confirmed the authenticity of the 70w by
admitting ynans, [ wrote it;

PNRW 097 RI7

He can invalidate the 70w, by claiming 'n>n vn 2ow.

Therefore, 7own ovp is required by the Hapmn, so that it will
no longer be a case of 7oXw 197, because it's not the 3,
but the 07y, who authenticate the qow.

Therefore, the onon rule

PRI PHY 17 RORION

Which means

IOWN ORI PRI

As follows;

If the Yap» does Jown ovp, the ;M is not believed, because
there is no 7nw 157 YORW 7197, and without any
additional proof by either side as to the status of the jm1 at
the time of manm, the Sapn gets the assets based on the Jow
and 1P9IR RNW N3

However, if the 521 does not do qown ovp, the 1M IS
believed, because it is

NI 797 IORYW 197

And without any additional proof by either side as to the
status of the 11 at the time of 730, the 1m1 keeps his
assets, because the >apn does not have a valid wow.

Dedicated By:
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PPN
12N0W VW2 ATIN
MPPY PN
Them, who admits to have written the yow,

can invalidate the yow with his claim of i VIV 20V,
because

PNHNY NON NI IDNRY NON

Ho can The g who confirmed
owalidate the '8,  the authenticity o/ the »00
éy W éy/ a/m#m? 1,
w3 Y Pl 7 wrote it;
Therefore, yvwn b is required by the 5apy,
so that it will no longer be a case of "}DRw noM,

because it’s not the)my, but the D11y,
who authenticate the yww.

v

Therefore, the ppon rule
nPRIN 1P5Y 172NN RN

Which means

DWN DPPa PR
As follows:
Ifthe 5apn does yown Dy, However, if the >apn
the)ma is not believed, does not do ywn brp,
because there is no the ) is believed, because

IDNY N5N IDNY N5N
PNNY NON PNNY NON

And without any additional ~ And without any additional
proof by either side proof by either side
as to the status of the)ma as to the status of the|ma
at the time of nann, at the time of nann,
the bapn gets the assets the)mn keeps his assets,
based on theyww and because the bapn does not
J9DTR RPWN IN2. have a valid ww.
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The Gemara continues that wp5 w1 13mv 17 also argued
in the same Machlokes

IR PN T

DTY2 NI

AR WPY 12 PYPY 2N

OWN OrPI PRI

And the Gemara proceeds with a Machlokes w3 13nv 119
wpbregarding

1AN5W VWA NN

MRS IR IR

In x99p 72's Halachah of

DV RTW NPT R AT SIR P 0

ROT5W W5 WY TR POV R

If a person had possession of a field, and someone
claimed that the field belongs to him;

WND IR DR R

TINP 2 AN IR ANINY

And the p1mn provided a document of sale or gift;

X797 72 holds

O2WN 71 JOWI TN PR IR DR

PRMNA VI 0PI

If the 7vv1 claims that the "ow is a forgery, the pimm
must do 7vwn orp, and if he does not do so, the v
takes the field. However,

% NI D09 JOW IR OR

oPT°5 NI R 9 NN TR TOW IR

If the 9»7v» admits that the 70w is authentic, but he claims
that the 70w was written merely for the pimn to appear
wealthy, or for a potential sale, but there was no actual
sale;

07V IR o0 DTV W DR

OV IR O IR DR

The 9v7v» must prove with o7 that the field belongs to
him, and if he does not do so, the pimn keeps the field
based on the Jow.

DafHachaim.org

!79/!0/ YR
alyo WM i the same Wachlokey

I é'/o//p S
J0WN O1Pa PRI

WE Y1 P
0Ty NRI

with a Machlokes between wip5 w an» 23 regarding
)D"pb TPIX N 2NOW W2 NTID

n P R’y H@&M&%
R DTV YR NNV N
YW RNW NPTN2
R0 DV MY WY TAR POY RIP

If a person had possession of a field,
and someone claimed that the field belongs to him;

TIMY 1R DR DT RN
NANN2 Y NINMW IR 29 INPDNHY

And the prmn provided a document of sale or gift;

©0p 9 holdy

00D VW IR OX 77N YR IORKR OR
NIOR TOW N DN NT TOWI
12 *NPNY T0WN DM”pPn’
M7 *% NN RN PHMN2
If the wywn admits Ifthe vy claims
that the yow is authentic, that theyww is a forgery,
but he claims that it was the prmn must do Yowi by,
written merely for the prmp and if he does not do so,
to appear wealthy, the vy takes the field.
or for a potential sale,
but there was no actual sale;

DYTD INN ']51') DTV ¥’ DN

WWN INR PN IRL DN
The wv» must prove with o1 that the field belongs to him,
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wpb WM said X19p 72 concurs only with 7R» *27 who
holds

1ANoW WA AT

MP5 PIRIPR

Therefore, once the 9v7v» admits to have written the 0w
he cannot invalidate the 70w with another claim, and oyp
“vwn is not required. Therefore,

D7V NN '[17ﬂ DY v’ DN

VW IR 151 IR OR)

However, according to the o»on who hold

1AN5W VWA NN

mwPs IR

Even though the 7v7v» admits to have written the 70w he
CAN invalidate the 70w, the Halachah should be

PHMNA VN DRI

The pymn» must do svwn ovp, and if he does not do so, the
2v7wn takes the field.

10 227 however said, X719 92 concurs even with the
o»on, because only in the case of

0 RITIPT AN IIRY OV

177 DONR DIR

If the m> admitted to have written the 70w, and then the
ominnn 07 testified that they were disqualified to
testify, only there the oom hold

1ANOW WA NN

MRH IR

Because

oY

RIOW PN OR

The testimony of 07 to invalidate the Yow is stronger
than the m>’s admission.

However, in our case, where the 7v71 says

T RIT D09 VW VN DR

D175 NIRRT "NIOPY IR TOW IR

The o'mom agree that

1AN0W WA AN

WP IR PR

Because the 7v7v1’s claim to invalidate the 0w is not
stronger than his own admission;

Dedicated By:
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Zf/f)/én

However, according
to the pwon who hold

1270W 0VWa NTIN
MNP PN
Even though the ywHvp
admits to have written the yvw
he can invalidate the yw,
the Halachah should be

PHRNIN2 DY DIPI
The prmin» must do ywwn prp,
and if he does not do so, the

MWWy takes the field.

N9 72 concurs only
with »N» 27 who holds

0w AT
12NOW
MMPH PINIIOR

DY INNR 151 DTV W' DN
W INN 1510 IND DN

YR
N9 72 concurs even with the pwon, because

However, in our case
IMNKXR OX
NT R1N 00D VY
NINR VW IR
12 *NPNY
0'nT *» NM XM
The Don agree that
1200w "DWI NN
WD IN PN
Because the wvn’s claim
to invalidate the yw

is not stronger
than his own admission.

Only in the case of
1IMRY D*TYN
Nt RIN 1T 21D
12970 DYONR Yar

If the pminni D7D testified
that they were disqualified to
testify, only there the pwon hold

12NOW MW NTIN
WD PN
Because
NIDY IV DR DTV
The testimony of DT
to invalidate the yww is stronger
than the mb’s admission.
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