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In the previous 97 we had a Machlokes regarding

D102 MW PIN2D IRI-

a°’n> which is only visible from the outside of the »am, but not
from the inside - whether it is a valid 'n>.

N1 27 holds it is valid, while >23 92 py»w 27 holds it is not
valid.

Although 127 in the name of Xn77271 agrees with X >17 that
such a’nbis valid, he questioned it from the mywn later on q7
2"% which says

DD I TS NRI0IW FI0R I8 -

In a case of a small yard which opens into a large yard,
mImn AT -

One may carry in the large yard, because the opening in the
fourth wall is considered anoo - a doorway.

7OR MIVP) -

But one may NOT carry in the small yard, because it is
completely open on the fourth side.

Apparently we do not consider the walls of the large 73,
which are not visible from the small 93m, to be valid walls for
the small 73n? Even though we consider it a valid n>ina
nan?

X727 answered;

19175 MIvR MO oI -

The Mishnah is referring to a case where the side walls of the
smaller 730 protrude into the larger 13n, making the walls of
the larger 73n too far removed to be considered walls for the
smaller 73n.
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the walls of the large 930
to be valid walls for the small 93n?
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The x93 on this Daf questions this answer, because if a 0>
only visible from the outside were valid, the Xn»72 had no >

reason to say that the case of the mwn is where the larger 13n -

is exactly one R bigger than the smaller one. VV]I}/ did the X2 say

w2321 - Either way; . the larger 73nis ONE /N bigger
To permit carrying in the larger one we only need two valid than the smaller one

doorposts to create a doorway for the larger 93m, for which
one nov of excess wall on each side of the entrance would
suffice.

To forbid carrying in the smaller 73, the larger one could be
way more than one X larger where there would be no
possibility of using 71257

To permit the To forbid the
LARGER 31 M m SMALLER 31

170 Could be
would suffige 17N

m m Thre would be
- 710 7122

Rather, it is more reasonable to assume that the mwn holds
that a°n> only visible from the outside is not valid - and we
need to make the larger 73 at least one X bigger than the
smaller so that each side post will meet "oy ''s requirement

. that side posts be at least three onov each in order to permit
carrying in the larger 23n.

Therefore, the Gemara concludes that this Mishnah indeed
proves

M5 DN PTIIPR D19 MW PINID IR -

A n5which is only visible from the outside of the »an, but
not from the inside, is NOT a valid 'rb.

3 /o'/)c)/ ﬁ ﬂ 3 /of/)ﬁf

QY520 MY PInan NN

Even though this seems to be a Xnarn, an unanswerable
question, we pasken

M5 OIWN PTI D2I021 MW PINAN AR RN -

A n5which is only visible from the outside of the nan, IS a
valid 'n5, since X»1 '3 supports it from a X772,
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9or 19, who became blind in his old age and forgot much of
his learning, did not remember ever having heard from 17
xn7 that a'n5 only visible from the outside is valid. His
student »ax reminded him that 9o 27 had taught this in the
context of another ruling of Xn 27

nan Sw 13017 DY TUMn MY -

A n5 which is added on as an extension to the nan's wall -

If the 'n5 is less than four MR it is a valid 'n% and we may
carry anywhere inside its INNER edge.

Ifitis four mmR it is considered a 121 wall, and not a'n%, and
therefore we may not carry in the entire nan.

Abaye continues;

And you - my Rebbe Rav Yosef had commented at that time
n5n nrp Ypw - we can learn three Halachos from this ruling
of Rav Huna:

-1- MOR 1’15 P2 - We may not carry opposite the 'nb.

-2- 2982121 JwH - The minimum size of a 12» is four MHR.
-3-°1m5 DYWP PTI D19 MWI IR IR - a N> only visible
from the outside, but not from inside is a valid 'n>.

The Gemara now returns to the Mishnah;

VY TV AT -
An opening of more than ten m»K in a 12» must be reduced.
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R quotes a RN that M 217 disagrees and allows a 15 or
1M to be used on an opening that is larger than ten mnx.

However, the X012 does not mention what 777’27 would
consider the maximum width of an opening.

15 MR 27920 - originally 'nx 23 thought that it would be 13
and 1/3 mnR, similar to the size of the breaches we allow
when making mR72°09 - the makeshift L - shaped walls
around wells which are in ©297 mw3, to turn the surrounding
area into a R MwI.

Even more so, if mRr72°05 where we are lenient and allow
7201 SY 72 179, more breach than wall, we still do not
allow a breach larger than 13 and 1/3 m»R - then a "2 which
may not have more breach than wall, may certainly not have
an open space of larger than 13 and 1/3 mnR!

The x3 rejects this M 5 on two counts:

First - On the contrary - perhaps we limit the size of the
opening by mx11°05 BECAUSE there is more breach than
wall - whereas, a "a» which has actual walls, can tolerate
larger openings than 13 and 1/3 mnR?

Second, maybe X 112 PR X9 71172 NYPRT MR 700
RIINN -

Perhaps we are especially lenient when it comes to *09
mR73, and allow both leniencies,

TN 5Y 12 179 AND openings of 13 and 1/3 mnR -
whereas, a 12> would not have any leniencies, and a 12 may
not have an opening wider than 10 mnR?

Therefore, we cannot compare 121 to Mx11°09, and 27
A7n’s opinion regarding the maximum width of a»1an's
opening remains inconclusive.

The Gemara next offers 3 suggestions of how to narrow an
opening that is too wide:
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First, "> quotes a Rn»7a that one can just put a pole in middle
of'the opening, effectively splitting the large opening into
two smaller openings.

Levi, however, rejects this - n3wn nmRd 7257 PR.

Second, Levi suggests MnR Y1IR JWNI 77WY M2 09 TV -

One should place a board ten o'nov tall and four 7mX long, 51‘7
running into the nan, effectively dividing the »1an into 2
N, 2y 3)//3/4 o0 Wy

Finally, 77 27, in dealing with a 15 7R wide opening, said
that a three X long board can be placed within two mn of A 29
one side wall, effectively closing the first five mnr, which
would leave only a ten niR opening to be fixed with a i or
P,

For an opening of 20 m»nR, we can do the same thing on the

other side.
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Later on, the X will explain that 777 17 is not concerned
that people will use the two R space as an entranceway
because

TOR MN92 ©IIN N7 NNO MM DIR PR -

A person would not abandon a larger entrance to use a
smaller one unless it is in the side of the "2 where it will
significantly shorten his walk.

The xx explains, "7 27 did not suggest three alternate
ways to make the 15 X opening smaller for various reasons:

First - Placing a 1.5 nnR board against the side wall of the "1,
. leaving a space of two mnx and then placing another 1.5 iR

board -

There are 2 issues here.

TP NI DM TN Y119 DY AW TOW -

We only have more wall than breach by combining the 2

sections of wall. Each 1.5 7mX wall is less than the 2 7R

opening.

Even if we accept that, this setup would not work because

e~

P d
5 502 RO RAT RPINT RO ORAT RPN TN - <
The 2 open spaces on both sides of the last board would Lok £DT Lt j?()@ /f 2/ M 24
nullify that section. ok 23 NN

>/ foy MY 1>

Second - Making a series of three one X boards separated
by an nnr of empty space. This too would not be valid for the
same reason, because the air on 2 sides will nullify the wall.
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Finally - Leaving an R of empty space followed by two 1.5
N boards, separated by another nmX of empty space.

This would not be nullified by open space on 2 sides, because
on one side the open space is less than the section of wall.
The x2 accepts that this would work, but n77 27 did not
suggest it because

1329 MMIOR R X190 - the 1327 did not require so much effort.
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