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I. 7 mwn: oMo on a j27p on V™Y
a. v’ may bring n'n%w (w/o N2no) but not My
b. /772 may bring both and perform n>no
II.  Scope of dispute
a. w5 dispute only regarding nnnw/nn m5w 7RI N9y, all agree that maT are not brought
b.  Dispute: revolves around v1; v”a — only i (not n5); n"a —'n% — anything that is 'n%
i. Challenge (8”7aw7): dispute only about 10 DY n%Y and nam MY
ii. Answerl: reread ®"2w1 “dispute only about v n%y”
iii. Answer2: the scope of the dispute is a DRI NPYNN (supporting Xn’»11)
iv. Following: 3-way dispute re: bringing (n271=) "n 129p on %":
1. 7’ nTn may not be brought on mxn (ynn) or myaw (v"?) but may be brought on mao
a. o2 even on T so as not to minimize use of DWTP (>Y109)
b. 3w he maintains V12 MaTH DT PRAAN PR
c.  mao.n"nn
2. »77(02): MENN AN MNDN AN MMAYN N (Dmay not be brought then)
a. Context: NRN Y2 MOR; V" says that if it could not have been brought on noa
(wasn’t promised by then), isn’t brought on M2 m»aw (because you have until
the next m”v to bring it)
3. ©’7ax7. may be brought on m2v and fulfill "nnw but not na7n
a.  Even on: 0" — maintains M2 07T are brought on v"»
i. w7an7 holds that "nxrn Ya kicks in after one 521
b.  May not: be used for nyin — even if he separated it for that purpose
III. Interpretation of v. 3 — vawn teaches that naT1 NYY->n2N0:NN NNY->NIND
a.  Nax 72 pny 1. must be "1, who don’t otherwise infer n2m "M5w from naT1 MMHY
b.  Challenge: perhaps n”a don’t infer N2 5w from naT1 "n>W; rather from naN MY
i. Don’t infer: from naT 'n%v» — which are common
ii. Can’t infer: from nam n9y — which is %53
iii. Rather: infer from the combination of nam »Yw+n1n N1y
c.  Challenge: w"a do maintain that n2yn 'nYw require nno (as per *ov "1’s version of the dispute
i. Rather: dispute is about requirement of attaching n2mo->nvnv)
d. Answer: v"a do not require N2NO on NN MOV (as per NI’ 1”10V “V's version of the dispute
i. All agree: that n>no->nonY; dispute regarding essential requirement of n321nv)
IV. Stories with Y90 and '®nw n»
a. 2w oy nbw: Yon brought an 1%y on v*; MNWY *PdN gathered around him;
i. Inorder: to avoid dispute he fooled them into thinking it was a female (could not be a nn%w)
ii. /1957 was nearly decided in favor of v"a
iii. /7v12 72 ¥32 one of the elders of w"a knew that n”13 na%n and
1. And: sent for all sheep in JM to be brought and offered anyone to come and perform nyno
iv. 795 was decided 550 n2d
b.  Member: of 59n n»a came to perform n2no; member of v”a said to him: “What is this n2>nv?”
i. Answered: “What is this npnw (silence)?” (should’ve kept quiet) — this led to greater disharmony
1. »an induces that one should never answer with a harsher barb
2. Soas to: avoid increasing enmity and dispute
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