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The first buyer may testify for the second buyer

OVERVIEW'
The Xn»12 teaches that the WX nP17 can testify on behalf of the *aw np1» against a
TyIvn if *nonR RYIR 2 N°X. Our Moo questions the need for a “1w np1>.

n1voIN asks:
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The X'"2w" has a difficulty, why did not the Xn>>12 state that the n?¥» can testify

for the seller -
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Provided that the 70 has another field besides the one being contested; this
question is both according to (>''w=p) [2'"2w=p] and also according to the ''95.

SUMMARY
Why do we need a *1w np17; the same rule can apply by the 1211 b,

THINKING IT OVER
What is the advantage of m501n case over the s'kn*>72 case?

!'See ‘Overview; to the previous ('R7T) AP1? 7"7 'O

2 This means that if the seller has another field (besides the one he sold to the m1?), and someone is contesting the
ownership, the 17 may testify against the 2v1v» for the benefit of the 1om.

3 Others amend this to read a"aw"57 (instead of >"w19Y).

4 This means that the concern of the np17 is that perhaps the seller owes someone money and the n1"va will collect
from the np17 if the 957 has no other field.

5> The concern of the np17 is perhaps the field he bought was stolen, and if the 151 has no other field, the np1? will
not have from where to collect.

¢ noo1n does not answer his question. See ([M2°N3M] MEPR awa) Twn N9
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