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And it is necessary to protest at the end of each three years

OVERVIEW

%" ruled (in the name of X15p 12) that there must be a 7xm» within each three year
cycle. A fRmn cannot be effective for more than three years. m»oIn discusses the
reasons for this ruling, and the validity of this ruling.
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It cannot be explained that the reason why '3 93 7102 Mm% 79X is in order that

the 117 should not claim, ‘I bought it from you after the 18m%’; this cannot be the

reason -
—>Dna NN N9 NN RY ARNM ONP RIPIYNT N1 N3 997 1193 20900970 W75

As the 0"2w1 negated this explanation, for since perforce the 112 admits that
initially before the first 7% he entered the field without buying it -

— *5571939 19 59NN 9119 )N PR
He is not believed to claim I bought it afterwards.

mooin offers another reason to negate this interpretation:
— 5191 %Y 99D 999 19 ORT NI

And in addition if indeed this is the concern, so it is proper for him to be called
a ol

" If the ¥y made a ixmn and four years later he comes again, the P> can claim that he bought the field sometime
after the nXmn and was p i for three years and lost the vw. The 7v7y» would then (seemingly) lose the field;
therefore it is incumbent on the 7¥7¥» to be w7 yn within three years of his last 7iXnn, so that the P> should never
have a 7pim. This ruling would then be more like an 7210 7¥Y to the v7vn.
% See (19102) 9" MR 71"7 2" AW
* We are concerned that if the 7w y» was not 7mn for three years after his first 7xm», the prmn may claim that I
bought it after the (first) fXm and made a 7P for three years after the (first) xrn. This should be of no concern.
We know that the 1 was in the field the first year, for the 7v7v» made a 7Xn» based on the s'P11n occupation of
his field in the presence of o*7v. If the p°mn will subsequently claim that he bought it in year two (for instance), it
will be understood that in year one he was in the field illegally. Once it is established that he was there illegally, a
7P will not be sufficient to establish the field in his possession. See ‘Thinking it over’.
* Once someone is established as a 1213 in a field he cannot rely on a 77p1r, but must have a 1ow. See X, p5.
35" ruled that the 7xm» must be made within three years, for otherwise (according to this explanation) the P> will
be 71577 by claiming, ‘I bought it from you after the 7xmn’. The X na cites that 73m° " disagreed with this ruling (that
the p>rn will have a nprn if there is no 1Xm» within three years) and said, ‘but can a 1213 have a npm’. Seemingly >
was referring to this p>1nn as a 1713, The X3 asked why does *"1 refer to this p°1rn as a 1773 just because there was an
7v7y; nothing was proven yet. However according to this explanation that the p>1in admits that he was in the field
illegally the first year (he bought the field after the 7I8nn), then >"7 is right by calling the P> a 1713, What was the
'R question!
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mMooIN continues to give the correct interpretation:
— ND I ARNNN NN NP0V YWIPN 90710 123V NTNT DIVN DIVNPH YWIDTI NNIYL NIN

But rather the reason why a 7Xnn is required every three years is as the 0"awn
explained it," because a person is careful to watch his =uw for three years after

the n8m%, but no longer than three years. Therefore if the 7wwn will wait longer than three
years between Mxmn, the p>mn will claim that (he bought the field initially before the first xmn,
but) since three years passed without a 7xn» (he assumed it to be frivolous) and he lost the 0w.

mooIn notes a contradiction from another ruling:
— 5110 N9YTY ANRNM 79 PR 19IY 1Y AN AN (x5 91 DIYY INT RN RPDYY INNYDY

And according to this reason (that a IXm» must be made every three years for
otherwise the p>1n does not keep his 70w), that which the X n3 stated previously,
‘but if he consumed the M0 for (only) six years, there is no 78n% greater than

this’, that xna -
— 75 55 MNPY 79981 NPT XINT TN N9

Argues with that which is stated here, namely that he is required to be mmn»
every three years.

mooIn concludes:
— Y 9IRP RIIHNT NINDT RNV NINNT AN

And it is the view of o010 that the 1719%7 is like that previous X723, for the X223
there stated it anonymously -

® See footnote # 2.
7 See footnote # 10.
8 The (details of the) case there (which are relevant to us) is that the vwn brought a vw that he bought this field
four years ago from the same 72 from which the 11 (who has no 7ww) claims he bought the field. The ruling is
that if the P> can bring 0>7v that he made a 7P beginning three years prior to the QW of the 7v7vn, which is
seven years prior to the current date (so that by the time the 7y7v» allegedly bought the field the p1rn already had
his o21w '3 7Pt and need not keep his 7vw), the field remains by the P1n. However if the °11n can only bring proof
that he was p>1mn for two years prior to the alleged sale to the qv7vn (six_years before the current date), the field is
given to the 7y7yn. We consider this 70w which is dated four years ago (at which point the p>i» was there for only
two years and did not have a 1Pt and presumably still had his qvw) as a proper axn» (on part of the 131), which
should have caused the 1 to keep his 70w, until now. Even though the 11 made an additional 711 for four
years after the alleged sale to the vy, nevertheless (it seems from that &773) that once the 7Xn» was made (with
this 70w from four years ago) the P’ must keep his 70w (indefinitely or until he settles with the 2y yn). This
contradicts our X3 which requires the 7v7v» to make a nXnn every three years, and in that case since four years
passed since the axnn (with his 77751 qvw) the field should have remained by the p>1n.
? See (1) n"an Mt who cites the w"XA that there is no contradiction between these two M n. See n"m 71"7 2,7 0"awA
who offers another explanation why there is no contradiction (see »"m3).
1% See X"wan that according to the 15> PX there will be no difficulty, because since in the case of n°w 793X the
P 1 never claimed nRMAT NR "NNpY, therefore he loses the field, however generally we are concerned that he may
claim nxnn7 R °nnpY, therefore he should be M every three years.
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And not like the n''n who ruled that the ;75957 is like X™5 =2 that a 7x%n»n must be
every three years, but rather one 1Xmn» is sufficient.

SUMMARY
A 71 must be made every three years for otherwise that P11 will not keep the
Tww. The 7277 however (according to MooIn) is that it is not necessary.

THINKING IT OVER

Moo explained that we are not concerned that the P11 will claim that I bought it
from you after the nXmn, because then he will have entered the field initially
illegally and he cannot have a np1 (because he is a 1713) and the field will revert to
the qv7yn. Seemingly the p°1m can reply that in truth I bought it before the nIxmx,
but after you made the 7Xm72 I decided to buy it from you again so there will be no
complaints. We find'' this to be a valid argument previously!'?

' See 2,5 where X2 states, 7°2°7 17317 IR T2y
2 See n"ma.
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