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— RUOWD 2PN N27 7R Y MK 1&‘?27
For nobody ever told me anything; it is obvious!

OVERVIEW

The X3 cites the 7awn that if the 1172 claims the land is his because no one ever
complained, it is not a 717, and asks but this is obvious that it is not a 7P, why is
it necessary for the mwn to teach this ruling. moon discusses this question and
explains what X0*w? is referring to.

MooIN asks:
— RVYYD 799 'N1T (1)NWn 29N 9995 nup

The 2'"'97m has a difficulty; why does the X713 ask, X@w» that this is obvious -
— 10 NIYV NNY PRY NPIN NNYNI RIN RINI) 7299 (3,02 91 DIY9 XN

But previously the X923 asked, ‘but now that we derive 7p11 from 79 W, the

law should be that a mapw 7Y 198W P17, etc. should be a valid apm’. This concludes the
citation of the relevant X n3 -
— 999 B9 927 DN Y [99R RYW] 90K IPPART X Y1929 Zmavina ow w9

And mpoin there in the [first] explanation states that the meaning of 7XW 7pIm
71vY 7ay there, is even if the P 12 said, ‘@91pn 227 278 9 MR XYY, even in such a

case the X2 asked that it should be a 7pm. It is evident that the X3 entertained this thought
that there is a possibility that 29191 727 078 °% K X2Ww should be a valid 7pmn, why therefore does
the X712 assume here that it is X>w» that it is not a 1p1?!

N1D0IN answers:
— NOYO N7 *1319 AN

And it seems to [the 0"7772] that it is from the inference of the X2 -
—"RDYWA 7999 *NPIN NN XY NPT 39 NIATT 9319910 H19IONT YWUNRT

Which implies that even if [he claimed], ‘I bought it from him who brought it
from you’, it is not a 7p117; it is on account of this implication that the X773 asks,

' This moo1n should (seemingly) precede the *nx 77 'o1n.
2 3ptn Anyn X9R 772
3 The n"37 M7 amends this to read NWRIY WID.
* The 1271 N3 amends this to read *» (instead of 7m%); referring seemingly to the 2"
> The 127 Nx7 amends this to read 11751 9K B 12087,
% The xo°0 states that a valid 7pm is (only) when the P> claims °2 N1 70X, indicating that 7n1°ar n 71317 119917 is
not a valid fpim.
" Once we can infer from the x9°0 that [even] n1ar 73 13217 "N997 is not a PN (see previous footnote # 6), then it
is X wo that 121 o7& % R &2 (which is a lesser claim) is definitely not a 7711, so why mention this in the mwn.
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Nwwp!

mdoIN is not satisfied with this interpretation of Xv wo:
— NOYONM 290 NYIIN T2 119D N4 8‘,71'\1‘1 Y2 AN

And it appears to NM1501n that this explanation is awkward, for from where does
the X773 derive to ask on the X291 more than on the X0 -

— MY 8901 190 7199591 'NI9IN DPINY NN NYWI NNT
For from the X we can infer the opposite, so the X773 should rather ask from
the [Xw"1 on the x2°9]?!

mooin offers his explanation:
— PN 799 PYVIT NN 0N XY NYUPNIT Y AN

And it seems to Moo that the one who asked Xvw», it never entered his mind

that we would claim on his behalf that the 7v1v» either sold of forfeited the field to him -
— NIYV NPNT NI NN N1 NIt *NoSws 7999 90

So therefore the wpn asked Rw w» that it is not a 13211, since a P17 alone cannot

be effective without a claim -
— 59113 1N 19 999 INTY DY WHY NN RIT 11997 PPN 1YY PYVIT PNYT RPYDT S3W0)

And the X713 answered that we may have thought (if not for the miwn) that we
(the 7"2) should argue on his behalf [and similarly previously (on 2,73) when
the X771 asked that a myw any PR 791 should be a valid 1P, the X3 meant
that 72 should claim on his behalf'’] that since he did not protest for three
years he certainly sold it to him or forfeited the property to the p>rmn.

8 The n"2n1 Mmmx7 amends this to read pmT A7 78N
? The Xw™ teaches that the ineffective Ty oy TRV 711 is when he claims 21 278 °% R R?; indicating if he would
offer the better claim of 131 72°n 7217 *17997, then it would be a valid pm.
' The question should be since the implication of the Xw™ is that the claim if 21 1 1217 1197 is a valid 7pm (see
footnote # 9), why does the X0 state that a valid 1P is (only) if he claims °2 n73n 70X, when in fact it is a valid
claim even if he states 131 2% 7217 1990, The advantage of this question is that we first infer from the Xw> (which
we study first) and then ask why the X9°0 does not coincide with the Xw>, but we do not first infer from the X9°0
(which is studied last) to ask on the Xw™. [Alternately the X3 should have asked that here is a contradiction
between the Rw>7 Xp1>7 (that 17217 X°1797 is a valid 7pm7) and X9°07 X7 (that it is not).]
"' The n"21 N amends this to read X5°09 Xw™n (instead of Xw™" X9°0n).
12 The n"21 N3 amends this to read ?°0R (instead of p>on).
"> The xm3 shortly answers that we may have thought that it is a case of 22X T2 nn2 and we would claim on his
behalf; however the 7wpn did not entertain such an idea that 7"*2 would claim on his behalf.
' The n"31 nAan amends this to read 7YY K32 NYYIN AR KT TPIAT XLWD.
15 The n"21 N amends this to read 7mn ROW 11707 138 7799 1IWWIT T AR V1IN TA0Y IRY PR IR 10D D K.
' See “Thinking it over’ # 1.
' If he claims 0917 727 *2 MK X9 (s0 even though we cannot say 12 19n Xaw, nevertheless) 7'2 should claim on his
behalf perhaps 12 7n which is in accordance with his claim of 271w 127 % 7R X7w. See > MR 7"'210.
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mooIn offers an alternate explanation:
— Px0owa 1999 *99un 299 N9T INWIYS 5397 132997 915 U NI

And in addition one can say; that the question Xuv>w? is according to the 7139
who argue with 5''1 and do not derive 772117 from [T77] W,

Mmoo has a difficulty with this explanation:
— 5w %295 123019 1324 199NN KD PHINNIT HYP DaN

However there is a difficulty for the 3139 are not mentioned in our mw», and
our ;mwn is (perhaps) according to >''1 —

mooIn gives a final answer:

1090970 WD NP 99 23NDT N2 SN I PIPINDT AN D11 NPINN 7997 AN
And it seems to N1d01N that the X3 asks Xvwo, regarding a P of (only) one
day, which our 73w is also discussing as the 0"2w1 explained,” since the ;w»
states 711 ®2 (indicating that we also discussing a TrX 17 7pTI).

SUMMARY

The question Xvwd can be referencing the X9°07 X21°7; or the Awpn never assumed
that % WLl IR; alternately it may be only according to the °"37 3127 or it is
referring to a XY 17 ApI.

THINKING IT OVER
1. nm»doIN here writes that we may have thought that we would claim on behalf of
the i that the 9y7yn was 5mn 1 12 791> Previously (on 2,72) Moo writes only

' The n"271 A3 amends this to read 779 T MW,
19 According to *"1 who derives 021w 3 npi from 737 MW there is room to consider that even a mIvw Any RV AR
should be a npmn similar to 797 MW (see mpM INYN K2R 7"7 MO on 2,10); however according to the 0°mon who
maintain the reason of 2°1@ '3 NP1 is because no one holds a 7vw for more than three years and the 77?77 is in place of
the "vw, so obviously he must claim n73» 70X and I lost the 7wWw so therefore it is XYW that a 7IYY 7MWY PRV AP0 is
no I,
%0 Therefore we cannot say that the question on the 713w» is (only) according to the *"37 1327, for our 7w» may be
according to *", according to whom there is reason to assume that 7P X177 7190 72y PRY P!
2l See the X,1 X2 and "Ry 7"7 2,1 '0n that there are certain Mpin (like Pw nwn npim) that can be accomplished in one
day if the owner was not “y7yn. Regarding these mpir it is Xu*wd that without a 71vv there can be no 1PN as opposed
to a 02w '3 NP1 where one may think that since the p"» was not 77 for so long (three years) he was surely 2mn; this
does not apply by 7x a1 npin. The &7 n3 answered that because of 07%? '8 nd we may argue that (even though
there is no 77’mn, but) perhaps he sold him the pwnwn npin. See ‘Thinking it over’ # 2. [Alternately, the Xn)
answers that even though it is Xv°wd by Pw »wn nNp1n but it is not XYWd regarding w"3 Npin.]
255 1" "anma.
 See footnote # 16.
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1 Srinw; why did not moon write there as well 12 5rn 1 1% 120w ?>

2. According to moon final answer that we are discussing a ¥»1° 717 7pim;> what is
the meaning of 7w "NX, since by 7w »wn npin we do not write a W for
otherwise there would be a requirement of w"x NP1 since there is the XMy>1 of 1N
Tow?!1*

2 See X"w1mm and "M
2 See footnote # 21.
% See n'"m.
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