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And if he allowed him for n19°2; what could he have done

OVERVIEW

7°27 21 ruled that if the 2y7va claims 1°n717 M99 he is believed [even if XX 797 997
"1’57]; but only within the first three years, however after three years he is not
believed to claim Yn7717 M0, and the P 17 retains the field (even if there was no
97 RIX 7°7 °97). WX 27 asked (X175 27), what is one to do if the PnTIn M1vES
contract was for more than three years. mo01n clarifies what WX 27 intended to ask.

— 20509970 1179595 9195 NI D9IYST 930 SUN 297 WI9Y PN
One should not assume that X''9 maintained that the 7v7v» is always believed

to claim T°nT7377 NY1795Y (even after three years) and he argues with 721 21 -
— 09 D DNV YWHY YT 19297 NNIYL INN YUN 29D NYP 15 ONY

For if this is indeed so that one is believed to claim 7°n77177 M%7 even after three
years, there is a difficulty according to X''9; what is the reason of the 3129 in our

mwn who require three full years from day to day -
- 31";7‘1ﬁ Y92 N9 W97 919910 NI 11919 NNT

For according to X"7 we cannot say that the reason of the 1127 is like N29

explained it in the beginning of our ?95, namely -
— 9071 XY 290 NYHIVYA YWIPN DTN DIV YOV 17

That a person is careful with his "vw up to three years, but after three years he

is no longer careful with his q0w; this is not true according to X" -
— *25511990 $719595 9N 19 199YY TN B9IYY NNT

For a person must guard his "vw forever, lest the 2y v» claim 7207717 n1dY!

moon offers an additional proof that X" does not maintain that one can claim 7°n77 M7

! Others amend this to read °X.

? One may interpret the question of X" as follows. He disagrees with 1"7, who maintains that after three years the
qyyn cannot claim 7°NT7Y7 MY, but rather the 7wy can always claim 70707 M7°9Y, even after three years. X"
disagrees with 1" and proves that he is correct, for otherwise what can one do if he sells his n17°® for more than
three years. Obviously he must be believed. n1d01n rejects this explanation. See ‘Thinking it over® # 2.

3 x,00.

* If we assume that X"1 maintains that a 1y v» can always claim 7°>n717 M7°9% (and unless the p°1nn presents the 0w
77°on, the 7y n will retake the field, even after the p i was there for three years), we can no longer use the
explanation of X2 that since a person keeps his 7vw for no longer than three years therefore the 0°»21 were jpnn that
after three years it is a 1p17; for a person must keep his 10w forever out of concern that the 2ywn will claim n1°97
7°n71177 and will be believed to retake the field, anipna a°non 12°»177 71 (according to this understanding of X"9).
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after three years:
—"INNY YD SPYAINT 9N NN RV INT 9INP 9391 19 ONT N

And in addition; if indeed it is so that X"9 argues with 1"7 and maintains that one
is believed to claim 7°n7171 M°0% even after three years, how did X375 27 answer

x";° that if you (x"1) will not agree that the 7v7v» should have protested -
— PITND M9 1Y 91927 DN DN INPINT SMNNY S¥a XY NYN

But rather you (X"9) maintain that the 7¥79¥» need not protest, for the ;P11 of the
P17 is not a fPIn, since the Ty7v» can claim 190797 19895 in order to disprove this

line of reasoning, 2" —
—RMOT RMDYUNN N

Cites the case of R™2T RnIOW”R to disprove X" -
- 8‘[’3’\‘1"”?1 M99 999 D192 R0 NI 1IN YN 29 99275 ON NATTIN 211991 SN

But what proof is >"7 bringing from X707 Xn12wn, on the contrary, if R'"9 is
correct; there can no longer be any loss to the MY, for he can claim to the m»
that 790727 nY19ps!

mooIn bought two proofs that X" never maintained that N7 M7°0Y is effective after three

years. Mo0I1N will now explain the question of &"".
— PHTNIN MY 9N OX /) NN 1INNNY N2 XD YWUN 297 DNYAN 12 PYNY 122299 AR

And it is the view of the X'"'2w= that X''% did not intend that we should believe

the 2y yn if he claims 7207777 N> after three years (as mooin just proved that this

cannot be the intention of X"9) -
— NN DY WHY 9NNRY 91999 D99 XOW NYNNN MUY YW NIPN 1IN NIV NON

But rather X"1 was (merely) asking what provision can we initially make (for
one who is leasing his field for n17°9) so that the P°11n should not be able to say

> We are now assuming that X" (argues with "1 and) maintains the 957y» can always claim N7 M°0%, because
otherwise how can one protect himself if he leases out his field for more than three years. 3" rejects this proof, for
in reality one cannot claim 7°n7117 M9 after three years, and if one leased for more than three years he should
protest (in order to protect himself) within three years, saying that this field which is in the possession of the p°1mn
has only been leased to him and not sold (so if it was indeed sold the P11 should keep his 717701 70w, and if it was
not sold, the 7v7vn is in no danger of losing his field). This was the refutation of 3" to the proof of X"1.

6 3" proves his point that this type of Axm» where the 2w w1 claims T M0Y (within three years) is a valid 78
(equal to the aRnn of X7 RIPTA X2179), from the case of ROT Xn1dWn (see following footnote # 7). If the xR of ML
N7 is not a proper XM, how can the 0 7 institute a XMO7 XN1DWnH which may cause the mM? to lose his field?! This
proves that there is no concern, for the Mm% can be m that N7 M1°0% (within three years.). N190IN now challenges
that 5" did not disprove X" at all (if we assume that X" maintains that 1°n77 N7°07 is valid even after three years).

7 A XM07 XNIWn is where the M and MY agree that (instead of the m% repaying the loan with money at a given
date) the M9 will eat the M0 of the s'm? field for a set amount of time (regardless whether the amount of o will
exceed the loan or be less than the loan), and after this time the field will revert back to the 7.

% X" will maintain that there never was a problem by X110 &n1own, for the M2 can claim at the end of the Xn1own that
1717 M707 (and he need not be 3mn within three years; the claim of »n77 N17%07 is sufficient).
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after three years, ‘it is mine’, in a case -
— M9 YNNIV

Where the 1172 was allowed just for n19°8. >wx 17 asked this question -
— N,NIYTIA INYIND DIAN RPT NI NIJ) N2IDO 9NWI NON ANNM 211 KDY 9204

Because he thought that a nxn» is effective only when the v vn said, ‘that

person is a 7213 for he is consuming my land illegally’ -
— o039 W99 191 91 $INNY ¥ KY MDY AINNNT XM

But where the 2v7vn brought down the P> for ny2°5 (only), he cannot make
such a a8 of "1 K17 K191 X0199; for the o1 is legally consuming the M0, and

the 0"2w" explains the X713 in a similar fashion.
— NI OND 22 ANNN NINNT RIIDT NNDVNN 99V 2N RNV

And now indeed >" brings a proper proof from X107 Xniown» that this type of

aRma (of 1PNTT N7°oY) ds a valid nxmn (provided it is made within three years).
$[99 9N DINNNN 297 K, 0P NYINN NI2 MADIN 1IW)]

SUMMARY
All agree that N7 M7°9% can [only] be claimed within three years.

THINKING IT OVER

1. Why did "wX 27 assume that only the nxnn of X7 X1713 X°199 is a valid axnn;
however the axnn of 1°N7717 M°HY is not a valid nxnn (even if it is made within the
first three years'')?"?

2. Mmoo goes through much effort to disprove the 'wnoH PXR', and explains the "3
according to the 0"aw x"awn."> What would lead us initially to reject the "
0"2w"1 and (mistakenly) assume the w199 1PX?!

3. According to the w197 X, why is it that if the “y7vn claims (after three years)
17 72113 7 7Y he is not believed, but if he claims (after three years) 1n717 M°97
he is believed?'*

? X" presumed that making a 7% of ™NTM M7 (even within the first three years) will not be effective after three
years; even if the p>11n has no 70w he will still retain the ypp. See “Thinking it over’ # 1. [Obviously during the first
three years it will not be a 111, for he has no qww; it is not because of the axm» of 777 M1°95.]

' See >x7 "7 0"2w".

' See footnote # 9.

1 See ",

1 See footnote # 2.

" See 1-737 MK "o,
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