N AT P

Our Shiur began with the Gemara continuing to elaborate on

the Mishnah.

VYRS IV PR TVYH MW 0 SV AR INOA NI W DR -

A nnon n1s makes carrying in the 1 permissible even if NonbEN e aNY  mnDn MY Y 2 N
the opening is wider than 10 MR, WP M °5 Op AN

We also learned that if the 7mp has a Ran5nR - a protrusion
that makes the beam over a »a» more noticeable, it is 7n» the
"an even when it is higher than 20 mnx.

The xx asks: *kn RIR - does a nnon N1 help a nan that is
too high and does a X1n5mR help a 1an that is too wide?

We have a xn>1a that explicitly allows a nnonnms to help a

. "an that is too high, but we do not have conclusive proof
from a X721 whether an RIn50R, a structural reminder, helps
for a nan that is too wide.

Now, going back to an opening wider than 10 mnK;
According to our version of the Mishnah a nnan nx permits
it.
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17 had a different version of our nawn which teaches that a
nnon NN does NOT permit an opening that is wider than ten qmn a9
DR,

qor 17 deduced that similarly, according to Rav a nnon nmx
would not help in a case of

MNSM DNAND 12 I3 -

a courtyard that mostly consists of windows and doors, to the
extent that it is

TN Y 72 7170 - The total gaps are more than the total
walls.

The X rejects this because an opening of ten MnR in a Han
is a bigger problem than Tmwn 5y 7219 110 in a 73, as
evident from the fact that we permit 7wn 5y 7219 179 by
mRP2°09 - the L - shaped partitions we make around a well,
but according to X127 we do not allow an opening of more
than ten mnR by mr2°09, o o
Therefore, even though Rav holds that nnon n1x does not
help for an opening wider than ten mn»R, he may hold that it \_V-tg
v 3 /; S0 X 0

does solve the lesser problem of Tmwn Sv 7w y170.

JINT2°00 JINT200

The 2 cites a Xn»72 from which it seems that a nnon Nz

. does not help when there is 71w 5p 7219 P79, but X373 27
explains that this Xxn>»72 was only talking about a defective
nnon NN, that is either missing a side post or a lintel.

The X2 suggests that 131y '3 must agree with 27 that nmx

nnon does not help for an opening wider than ten mnx, based
on the following incident.

o5V 7Y AN TTW MO PIINA POTIR TYAIN PYI -

Someone stuck 4 poles in the ground at the 4 corners of a 1 OMINP AP P
field, and pulled a vine across the top, thereby creating four 3 ‘ ; MR DD PN
nnon M.

O'RYI P12 1PN D101 2105 WY R ﬂﬂ"?v au)l~aa'ai~)
The Chachamim ruled that it is considered an enclosed field PIND jO[ Sy ka1
regarding X% - as if it had a fence - and he may grow vines

inside and other species outside. P ia} A W’P'? 74l

wpb v said

2w P9 12170 32 ORYI PIY I ITHAY 170 -

Just as they serve as walls to separate different produce and
avoid the MR of 'R, they also serve as walls for naw.
However, 30’7 held that they cannot serve as walls for
Shabbos, presumably because they were wider than ten mnx!

presumably because .‘17 Rtiate! .p

they were wider

i o Y
The X712 answers that it’s possible that they were actually than ten MmN/ igmis ] 1D
less than ten m»x wide, and the point of dispute between "
pny and w5 wn is whether a 7377 7 nnon N - with the top
. attached to the sides of the poles instead of resting on top of
the poles, is valid regarding Shabbos. 787 11 INON NN
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wpb w holds it is valid.

137 7 holds it is not valid.

However, we have no indication of 1377 "¥'s opinion about a
proper nnon NN over an opening wider than 10 MHX. . .
Perhaps he disagrees with Rav, and holds that it IS valid. It is valid

Fabl) 2R 2

Now, regarding a 7371 1> n1non N3 the Gemara concludes as The Gemara concludes as follows:

follows: ) . MWYH MY MWYH Mo
ww» mno - Where it is less than 10 mnR wide - - vob - vob g
According to wpb v, it is valid both for x5 AND for naw. pana o wpr e povs - wpowm
According to pn 9, it IS valid for x> but NOT for naw.

WY Iy - Where it is more than 10 mnR wide - D’N5: D’NS: D’Nb:
According to vp5 w7, it is valid for or5> but NOT for naw. X x X v
According to 9, it is NOT valid even for oR%>. naw

137’7 cites as support for his opinion an incident where 17
ywr asked 131 12 130 °21 whether a vine that ran from the
side of the poles rather than on top of poles can be used as a
partition for k5, to permit planting other species on the
other side, and *113 12 37 °27 said; 2
MOR WYL NP I WY1 -

If it is less than 10 m»R wide it is permitted -

‘ If it is more than 10 MR wide it is forbidden. can be used as a

partition for o>

Y3 §3 J3M 039
an Ny
MR WP D

The xm3 lists three ma5n of Tnon Nz regarding naw:

D90 D931

-1- 0192 R WY RS 737 12 IRWYW ANOI NN RTOMN 27 IR

A nnon nMx where the cross beam is attached to the sides of 3 2 1
the posts is totally invalid. ARBM AMY VIRY ANST AT ANRR AT
Y Y Y Y b U 4
]7;D ; ;3;).‘:5 :?;:N:?q :::;U 71298 1IRW NNON NN RTOM 17 TN 99 I MY S 13 PN
Y ‘ Y h
R ’II
The side posts of the nnon N1z must be strong enough to 2 A7 A3 Ppno 3
support at least a door of D3 P75 HN ki)
straw. rop v

-3- Similarly, "Ry »27 says, we do not need the actual door, but
DY 9’11128 NNOT NN - it requires a pivot hole.
As Rashi explains;
. YA nYTO R -
It must be fit to potentially have a door.
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The Gemara cites a Braisa;

7923 5D 73R IR TR IRID TR Y WORW ANON NN NI -
A nnon NN consists of two side posts and a cross beam that YIRNE MADE ATY NI
runs across the top of them. _m P

[\ 4
The R3 quotes a ’RMMOR NoM whether the top beam i y ' ]N Al P
actually has to touch the side posts. NoO» 1IN
Y2 P73 PR IR 1M 27 - They do NOT need to touch. 1 , 5 P
Y15 P18 IR NWW 17 - They DO need to touch. ]n A2 0) mP’

The Gemara cites a Braisa with regard to i 2rn which PEINE P P! ﬁ)N
supports Rav Nachman's opinion.

B I,
g -

1019 OIM 2710 PRD 2717190 - i

R’ Meir requires a 7 on an arched doorway, and the o'non
do not require it. AN DY 39 2N M) 29

NP1 ROV WY 779371 W DRY PO -
They agree when the sides reach 10 o'nov in height before

L oy |

. they begin to curve, and narrow to less than four o'nov it is
considered a nnon % and requires a 7w, apparently
supporting 13 27, since the side posts don’t reach the stones n D’ :
above the arch that serve as the lintel. DRV 1D RN 199

5393 w0
sy [
10 =YeRl)

L

—4

7R clarifies the Machlokes as follows:

PR 7 and the o»on argue in a case where the archway is
four o'nov wide at least up to the height of three onov from
the floor, but is not four o'nov wide when it reaches the MIN
height of ten x» 1 .0'mov holds
D5wnd PPN - we view the arch as if it was carved out to the oYMy i PP 199
proper dimensions of ten 0'nov high and four o'nov wide,
while the o'»om hold

ownd RPN PR - we do not view the archway as if it is

carved out.
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VIRT the mwn:
)
121 WwOn - in order to permit carrying in a DiNO 112w - that is [~~Rnl7~
surrounded by walls on three sides - there are three opinions MO 139 Sbm WaE A"

about what must be done at the opening:

Nt ot hotied  hoed

TP N DUIRORPY 172 -

Beis Shamai hold it requires a side pole AND a cross beam.
This does not necessarily mean that ’x»w n°a hold thaton a ]”nb PN vn‘; IN amiird wn’p
R NRT level four mz mn are required, just that 13297 we
require four Mx°nn to carry in a 12w, and *RPW N1 requires
both a’n5 and a np to satisfy this 13277 MON.

AP IRT IR DRSS A -
Beis Hillel require only, either a 'n% or a 77p, but not both.

P> IR MYHR 27 -
R’ Eliezer requiress two *n>'s on the fourth side of the »1an.
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