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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn v"5 47 of X9n2 X312 noown.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

NN

The Gemara discusses many details of a valid protest,
including:

ANAN DTN

Which statements constitute a valid protest?

The Gemara also discusses

MINRY

RMW 125 219711 RS

If the protester said not to spread the news; or if the
witnesses said that they will not spread it, whether this
invalidates the protest.

1191 ROV IRAN
Whether 77 °27 agrees that the owner does not need to
protest in the presence of the occupant?

192 RN
Before how many witnesses must he lodge his protest?

The Gemara relates this question to the concept of
KMo 9K

The license to repeat vn Wb if it was already said in the
presence of three people;

APRY 1
Whether the protester must continue to protest regularly?
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So let's review...

The Gemara earlier concluded that the X»p Xin holds

1302 ROW IRMAN

RN RN

And the Gemara now elaborates

RN DT 7

How must the previous owner protest when he is not in the
presence of the occupant?

RN RIZN NI

ARMD R RS

Simply saying, “The occupant is a thief,“ is not a valid
protest, because he is not claiming that the land is his, he is
simply maligning the occupant. However,

RN RIZN N9

RPN RYIRD 75 P17

RY71 75 RIyan N

RN RN

Ifhe says, “The occupant is a thief and has unlawfully
taken my land, and I plan on taking him to court;” thisis a
valid protest.

The Rashbam explains that he does not need to actually
state that he will take him to court.

The Gemara now discusses how various declarations
affect a protest:

1.

IR

751N RS

If the owner protested in front of witnesses, but told them
“Do not tell the occupant,” it is a np>mm:

2727 IR

75 110 R IRP R

This is not a valid nxmn, because the occupant will not
hear of it since he told them not to repeat it.

IR RO 17

YN R T

12 MR OVINRG

This is a valid nxm, because he only meant they should
not tell him directly, but they should tell others; and since
75 PR X730 7720

75 PR R332 79207 X7

The news will eventually reach the occupant.

DafHachaim.org

AP
17102 XYW NIRND
DRDN RN

The Gemara now elaborates

NNDY T 10M)
How must the previous owner protest when he is
not in the presence of the occupant?

D g

v X

NIN X197 R19D RN RIOTA R1YD
WMYIRY NY VIPIT  NIRNN RN RO
RMAYTI2 Simply saying,
n,l, NIvan TﬂD"’ “The occupant is a thief”

is not a valid protest,
X172 because he is not claiming
ARNN NN that the land is his,

Ifhe says, “The occupant he is simply maligning
is a thief and has unlawfully the occupant

taken my land, and I plan

on taking him to court;”
this is a valid protest.

How various declarations affect a protest

1

TINHNX
7% 1N R

Ifthe owner protested in front of witnesses, but told them
“Do not tell the occupant”

W £OO P
5 o NS mTd
N5 YN 2INND

This is a valid nNnp,
because he only meant they
should not tell him directly, but
they should tell others; and since
b PR RN NaD
m> MR NN ANT NI
The news will eventually
reach the occupant.

RS P IME
INP NN
M5 nmpn R

This is not a valid nNn»
because the occupant
will not hear of it
since he told them
not to repeat it.

)
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2.

2 1R

7Y MR RS

If the owner protested normally, and the witnesses
responded by saying, “We will not tell him;*

721 27 IR

79 IR RP N7

7Y MR RS

This is not a valid nxn», because the occupant will not
hear of it since they said they will not tell him about it.
IR RO 217

79 IR RS T

M2 IR PINRS

This is a valid nxmn, because they only meant that they
will not tell him directly, but they will tell others, and so
75 PR X731 7730

75 IR 120 179207 X712

The news will eventually reach the occupant.

3,

M2 MR

RMW 125 7191 RS

If the owner protested, and then said, “Do not let a word
leave your mouth,*

RMW 195 21911 R I0RP R

All agree that this is not a valid nxnn, because this clearly
means that they should not tell anyone, and so the
occupant certainly will not hear of it.

4.
RV 17Po0 RS 75 1R

If he protested normally, and the witnesses responded,
“Not a word will leave our mouths;*

ROD 17 IONR

RO 11PO0 KD 779 MIORP R

This is not a valid nxmn, because they clearly said that they
will not tell anyone, and so the occupant will not hear of it.
However, ywi 2777772 X7 27 argues

WPRT Y RITRYTRODD 5O

PRYTRINDI 12 MR

This is a valid nxm», because people usually inadvertently
reveal information that they were not specifically
instructed to keep private and is not detrimental. There-
fore, it will become known to the occupant.
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2

M 1INR
MY 1R RY
If the owner protested normally,
and the witnesses responded by saying
“We will not tell him”

W £ PI R4 AI W
D IPNR RO MTTD b NN Rp NN
D MDRIINRD b )N RS

This is a valid nNnp, This is not a valid nNnp,
because they only meant that ~ because the occupant will
they will not tell him directly, not hear of it since they

but they will tell others,and so  said they will not tell him
M IR N2 2N about it
75 N NN 2ADT RN
The news will eventually
reach the occupant.

3

Y MR
RMW 119 71D N RO

Ifthe owner protested, and then said,
“Do not let a word leave your mouth,”

NP 125 mon RS NP R0
All agree that this is not a valid nvnw,
because this clearly means that they should not tell anyone,
and so the occupant certainly will not hear of it.

4

79 1R
RMW J1°pDN XY

If he protested normally, and the witnesses responded,
“Not a word will leave our mouths”

YU’ 223 D9 £)/D PI
N'DY ROT Rnbw 5o
WINRT by
PNDTN IND b DN

This is a valid nnnp, because
people usually inadvertently
reveal information that they
were not specifically instructed
to keep private and is not
detrimental. Therefore, it will
become known to the occupant.

£OO P IME

D MDRP RN

NP |2P9D RD
This is not a valid nNnp,

because they clearly said

that they will not tell

anyone, and so
the occupant will not
hear of it.
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The Gemara earlier established

1191 ROV ARMN

RPP RN

NN R

iR Rp]

IRMD RN RO

According to X»p Rin, the owner does not need to protest
in the presence of the occupant, while 777 17 maintains
that he does, and he therefore rules

ROR D0 WHW 1R KD

R'DOORI RPW 7D

W P

I MY T 09

DINR WY R

Three years are necessary to allow time for the news of the
occupancy to reach the owner, and for him to return and
protest.

However, 1mn1 17 explains that 7 °27 also agrees that
1191 ROV ARMN

ARMAD R

Rather,

5Mop 7210 118Y

PO RYIN DIPON T

He is only advising the owner to return immediately,
because if he comes back later it will be difficult to take
back the land and to collect for the produce the occupant
consumed in the interim. However, he can protest from
afar, and the three years are so others can return and tell
the occupant of the protest.
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17192 ROW NRNN

AP ,&jﬁ/
NRNN XRMN
D3/ /,37/

ARNN RN XD
2 P2

>3 9 agrees that NDN DDW A DR RS
1202 N5W NN NDPODN2 N 11D
NNNY NN nw prmm
Rather, MW MY 155
>"Dp N2 Y MINR MWD N
D) NDIN :7),71’)3) MMT  Threeyears are necessary
Heis only advising the owner  to allow time for the news of
to return immediately, the occupancy to reach the
because if he comes back later  owner, and for him to return
it will be difficult to take back and protest.
the land and collect the produce
the occupant consumed.
However, he can protest from afar, and the three years are
so others can return and tell the occupant of the protest.
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The Gemara now cites two versions of a ruling by 13127
concerning

12 IRAN

Before how many witnesses must he lodge his protest?
NV IR RARIARA M

DIV 391 INMD

He must protest in front of two witnesses.

PP IR ITIR T

bW 1192 IRAD

He must protest in front of three witnesses.

The Gemara offers several explanations for this npomm:
1.

RXN17 72720 rules

RNYM ORI RIDROHT RNPH 53

RWI RIS DN 11 mh

One may repeat a disparaging statement made in front of
three witnesses and there is no prohibition of v77 Wb,
because it's assumed that it will certainly become public
knowledge. Accordingly,

DI I01 TN

NI 7T O 5

The first opinion argues, and maintains that even two
witnesses suffice to spread news.

3210277

N31317927297 D R

The second opinion agrees, and requires three witnesses
to spread news.

2.

RnHY 5157

R1131792 729700 IR

All agree that news only spreads through three witnesses.
920p DIV 192 7"

1192 ROW INMD

RPN R RO

The first opinion holds that he must protest in front of the
occupant. Therefore, the witnesses only serve to confirm
that he protested, and so two witnesses suffice.

9320p 32192 7'M

1192 ROW INMD

RN RN

The second opinion holds that he does not need to protest
in front of the occupant. Therefore, the witnesses also
serve to spread the news, and so we require three
witnesses.
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ﬂﬁ/ 7 Q)

11922 ARNN

Before how many witnesses must he lodge his protest?

Pe

/2 9 W /DL D
NRMNN
NWOYY "11D2

He must protest in front of
three witnesses.

YOV MR P L )
RN

071WY 7192
He must protest in front of

two witnesses.

,9/3 A7 9P DRI

RNO5N DR RIMRNNT RNYMD O
RW?2 X1V MWN N2 N

One may repeat a disparaging statement
made in front of three witnesses and there is no prohibition
of vIn pwb, because it’s assumed that it will certainly
become public knowledge. Accordingly,

wbhw 191 7'M DY 191 T'D
5 MmN b mb
NN NDT RN DN NNT

The second opinion agrees, The first opinion argues,
and requires three and maintains that even
witnesses to spread news. two witnesses suffice
to spread news.

@

Np5Y BT
NJIN 2) 72 N2OT DD IR

All agree that news only spreads through three witnesses.

72D ‘21392 T7D)
P92 RSW ANNY 1D Rbw NNND
NNRND NN DNDD RN NS

He does not need to protestin  He must protest in front of the
front of the occupant. occupant. Therefore, the
Therefore, the witnesses also witnesses only serve to
serve to spread the news, and so confirm that he protested, and
we require three witnesses. so two witnesses suffice.

72Dp 2292 TN
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3.

V"7

1191 ROV ARAN

RN R

All agree that the owner does not need to protest in front
ofthe occupant.

92027192 7"D

1PYaRMTIO

The first opinion holds that we require him to protest in
front of two witnesses, since they can testify that he
protested, and we allow for the possibility that the
occupant heard of it.

920P '3 7192 MORT IRM)

PYARNYD M9

The second opinion holds that we require him to protest in

front of three witnesses, so that the news will spread and
most likely reach the occupant.

6

V7T
P92 Rbw NNNN
NRDD NN

All agree that the owner does not need to protest
in front of the occupant.

72D 21091 T"N)
Jv2 RNDM Mb2
We require him to protest in
front of three witnesses,
so that the news will spread
and MOST LIKELY reach
the occupant.
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72D 21391 T"D
]2’V2 NIMTND

We require him to protest in
front of two witnesses,
since they can testify that he
protested, and we allow for
the POSSIBILITY that
the occupant heard of it.
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The Gemara discusses the duration of a protest’s validity:
290K

ANWRI TIW AW 11D

mnns TIIPR IV

Once the owner protests during the first year of
occupancy, he no longer needs to protest during the
second or third year.

On the other hand,

RIOP N DWDN 579 R

125 poa mmdb IR’

He must protest once every three years.

However, 130y )27 argues

ZAaRPAVAR PiPRe)

Once the owner protests and accuses the occupant of
being a thief, he should keep the deed to the property
forever, or he forfeits his claim Therefore, the owner does
not need to protest more than once.

N1 rules

N1

N353 poa mmdb IR’

The owner must protest once every three years.

X797 73, who holds 31 %3 52 o3 minn5 773’ adds:

W

W NN

W NN

When the owner protests every three years, or as the
Rashbam adds, even several years consecutively within
the three years;

IV ANWRT VO DM OR

D PR

If he consistently maintains the same claim; for example,
that the occupant stole his property, the nxn» invalidates
the npn.

RS OR

bW

Ifhe changes his claim; for example, he first claimed that
the occupant stole the property and then protested a
second time and claimed that he gave the property to the
occupant as collateral, he lost his credibility and it's as if
he never protested at all. Therefore, since there is no xm»,
the occupant establishes a ipin.
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P 3 Py /o i
mnno Ix
2173 95 Mo
He must protest
once every three years.

P IME
nNMW D
NNVRI MY

PIN R W
mnnY

2 Once the owner protests
Y during the first year
]')‘(33 ) of occupancy, he no longer
np‘(n RO needs to protest during the

Once the owner protests and second or third year.
accuses the occupant of being
a thief, he should keep the
deed to the property forever,
or he forfeits his claim.
Therefore, the owner
does not need to protest
more than once.

AP
RNOYN
mnn I
‘2172 91 o2
He must protest once

every three yeary.

£I19p 37
ADIVIOTH — HDIVIOITDH - IDID

When the owner protests every three years
or even several years consecutively within the three years;

IDID NMIYNI NIV NPNY DN
NPT 1D PN
If he consistently maintains the same claim;

for example, that the occupant stole his property,
the nnnp invalidates the nprn.

IND DN
PN D W

and then protested a second time and claimed that he gave
the property to the occupant as collateral,
he lost his credibility and it’s as if he never protested at all.
Therefore, since there is no nNny,
the occupant establishes a nptn.
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