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And here they said X7 is preferable — 9TV RTIW 1IN 11&:1

OVERVIEW

The Xn»73, regarding the case where a gift was sent and the intended receiver
passed on, states that X %21 the 2w may do as he pleases. Later the X7
explained this ruling, that the 151 75w 7¥7°w 71 %5 17MKR 1X) maintain X7, It is not
clear what X7 means. mo01n will offer two interpretations.

— (3,70 MAN3) AMDN P92 DIVNPA YAV 11 NIV YI9Y PPRT 0N 13539 PP 1NN
The n'9 infers from the X713 here, that we do not interpret X7 as s"w9

interpreted it in 201277 P95 -
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Regarding the case where both of them were relatives, both of them were

neighbors, or both of them were 1''n in which case the rule is 81977 X7, and >"v

explained there” -
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That °177 XTI means that the judge should scrutinize and find out whom did

the grantor love more and to whom was the grantor’s intent to give it (and the 17

should award it to that party) -
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And ""'w here too explained X7 as he did there in mano.

The n'"1 however infers from this X773, not like >"wA -
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But rather that X7 means that the 337 should give it to whomever he wants,
just like here where the xn>>12 states, ‘the m9w should do whatever he wants’,

and the X713 refers to this option as X7, indicating that X7 means that the 17 (or in
this case the m°%w), may disburse the funds as they see fit.

SUMMARY

'n 9733, see 1831 7"7 2",
? The case there is where someone granted his estate to a person with a specific name, and there were two people
with the same name. We assume that he meant to give it to his relative, or his neighbor, or to a scholar (as opposed
to anyone else with the same name).The question arises where both people were equal (they were either the same
relative, neighbor or scholar). The & na rules there, 177 XTW.
P x7w A"
* See i "7 >"w and XTW "7,
> See “Thinking it over’.
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"9 maintains that X7 requires a judgment call by the 17 as to who was the
intended receiver, while the n" maintains that the 77 has free rein by X7Tw.

THINKING IT OVER

nmooIN proves from our X713 that since we refer to the s'm°%?w doing what he wishes,
as X7, this indicates that X7 has no connection to evaluating the intent of the
giver.® However "1 interprets the phrase mwy® mow 77w 1 to mean how the
oW assesses the intent of the giver. How can moown disprove this interpretation
(besides [merely] stating that the obvious explanation of m°%w nx¥7°w nn does not
lend itself to s""w7 explanation)?’

® See footnote # 5.
" See *"xon.
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