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No one ever said anything to me — @9IWR 927 BTN %D MK RYW

OVERVIEW

The 71wn teaches that a 71vv 72 7PRY P17 (which 1s not considered a 191) 1s where
the prmn claims his rights to the property by the virtue that no one (during these
three years) ever complained to me that I am on their property. N0 mentions
another case of 7w 7Y PRY 7P and explains why the 71wn chose this specific case.
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And the law would also be the same even if the P11 claimed, ‘I bought it from

him, who bought it from you’; that this is not considered to be a P -
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Unless the P11 claims, ‘you sold it to me’, as the mwn states in the Xpv0.

mooIn explains why the 73wn chose the case of DTX *2 K XY instead of 7% 73317 FPNPaT No3von:>
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The mawn rather preferred to mention the case of 2217 927 5% 92K XYW -
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To inform us that (even) in this case the concept of ‘open your mouth on behalf
of the mute’, does not apply, as stated in the X92a.

SUMMARY
The advantage of stating 07X °2 X X is not a 7P, instead of 7°n1ar R°199n, is
because there is the w1717 that we do not say a%X? 7% rino.

"t is not a ap1, since the P inn does not claim that he knows that the seller bought it from the v7yn» (or that the
seller was Xn1> 71112 77). See previously > 7"71N2 Qw1 K,5.

* Seemingly there is a greater W7 in 7°n1ar X190n where he at least makes some claim of purchase (albeit an
unacceptable claim), as opposed to 121 *7 InKk X2 where he has no claim at all.

3 (n,X% *wn) o@xY o mnd (in limited circumstances) allows 7"3, in a case where one of the litigants is confused or
unsure and cannot make a proper claim, to speak on his behalf or encourage him that perhaps he meant something
else. In the case of 07X *2 MK X9, we are concerned that perhaps the p°1n did buy it, however since he lost his W,
he assumes that if he will say 2 n75» 7nX and he cannot provide a 7w, we will assume him to be a 7713; however if
he claims 078 *7 7K X2, we may accept his claim (see the X113 and »X 1"7 '01n). However when he claims &°1997
31 7N, there can be no acceptable reason why he is claiming 7°n1ar R°1991 instead of 7°n1ar qrn (or 77 1P
x127), for in all situations he has no W (from the p"») and will be considered (in his mind) a 7213 [Alternately, we
may say 0?X? 7' nind where indeed he is an 07X as in the case of o7& > 7K X? which is no claim at all (and he is
afraid to claim °% n73n 1nX), however in the case of 7°n12a1 ®°21997, he is not an o9X; he is making (what he thinks) is a
valid claim. 7"2 will not encourage someone to change his claim (and say 7°n1°a7 7°n). See “Thinking it over’.]
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THINKING IT OVER
Why is there no w17°n by 7°n1°ar X°1991 that 7"2 does not say (7°9 nnd and) that
perhaps it was 797 "ap (or X2 71 772 17),” and you forgot to mention it?

* See footnote # 3. In that case 7" is merely reminding him that he may have forgotten a detail, but are not
changing his claim.
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