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The X3 discusses how large a breach in the walls of a »an would
make it 770K to carry in that nam:

T2IORID TV TR PIOIW 1120 27 IR K172 PIN 27X -

If a side wall of a nan has a breach of ten mnNX in it, or the front wall
that partially covers the entrance has a breach of four onov, it
would be Mox to carry in the »1an.

The X3 explains that even the front wall may have a breach of up
to ten MR, and the four nov limit is only when the breach is in a
corner where it cannot be called an entrance, because

YWPR TV RY IR P2 KNS - people do not make an entrance in the
corner.

AYAINRI 7 TR AT TOR MR RN -
Rav Huna says that whichever wall the breach is on, anything larger
than four o’nov is unacceptable.

Rav Huna thought that Rav agreed with him, since Rav paskened
this way when he visited the town of X9m57. Rav Chanin told him,
Rav was just being extra strict on that town, because

T2 RIN VP -

He found the people of that town to be overly lenient in 7257,
therefore, he ruled more stringently for them.

PMX? 92 1M 27 supports X7 27 based on the N5 about

DpY 1an - an L - shaped »an that is less than ten mnx wide.

27 holds it is considered a w5om »aw and therefore needs a nnon Ny
at the bend, and a 'n% or 1M at the outer ends.

Sxmw holds it is considered a Dino »1an and therefore only needs a
’m> or 7P at each end.

Apparently, Rav considers the bend of the 1121 to be a breach even
though it is less than ten mnN!

279923130 27 would respond that an L - shaped »an is different
because

02712 'V - the public travels through it from the 0277 mw- at
both ends.

Rav Huna who holds that a small breach of 4 o'nov is a problem,
said so only if the breach is down to the ground level and is easily
passable. However, if *1172 X>'X -there are ridges - as Rashi explains,
some of the wall remain above ground level that make it difficult to
pass through, even larger breaches of up to ten mm»X would not pose
aproblem.
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D2 MWI 717 P2IVH TR 2NN -

The xn»71 quotes three opinions about how to make it permissible
to carry in a 0237 mw3, which the xmj clarifies, cannot really mean
a D277 MW, since

792 0297 MW PIW» PR - short of building walls around it, there is
no way to make it permissible to carry in a 0277 mwA. Evenif one
builds doors at one end of a real 0’297 mw1 it would not permit
carrying, as 3ny " said;

02797 MW DN 7Y P71 Y51 M5V mnST ROOR ohwry -

if not for the fact that 5w was completely surrounded by walls
and doors that were actually closed at night, it would be considered
a1 MY

Instead, the question is about a W91 "an that opens to a 0337 MW
at both ends.

The three opinions are:

-1- The xnp Nin holds

TRID NP A IR MNOT NNY W -

One end needs a nnon Nz and the other needs a 1> or a i p.

-2- 7p3n reports that '8»w n°a holds

IR NOTY R NDT VW -

We need to make doors on both sides that must be closed as soon as
one enters through them.

-3- R reports that 557 2 holds
TRID NP M JRID DT VW -
We must build a door on one end and put a 1> or a 7 on the other.

In terms of how we pasken:
RIPP NIND N 27 - Rav paskens like the first opinion that requires a
nnon N3 on one end and a 'n% or 7R on the other.

72302 1957 MR SRdWw - Shmuel paskens like the third opinion - 2
Y5 according to m3am - that we need an actual door on one end and a
’m> or 7 on the other.

The X3 clarifies that Shmuel does not require actually closing the
door.

We cannot cite proof from the gates of Xy717 where Shmuel never
required them to be closed, because

NI Mok 91 - those doors were partially closed. Perhaps partial
closure is sufficient.

1mm1 17 demanded that they move the sand that was blocking the
door - not necessarily because he holds %1315 73, that the doors
need to be closed, but they must be

9115 niRT - fit to be closed, even if not actually closed.
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Before we go to the next case, we must review the following:
On this 97 we had two separate np>nn between 27 and Sxiow.
One, regarding Dpy 12w - an L - shaped nan.

27 holds it is considered to be a w9191 1an - an open 12w, 0]
58w holds it is considered a mno M1an - a closed "an.

Two, regarding wmom n1;

27 holds that all it requires is a o7 173 on one end, and a 1> or = - — - =

7 on the other. iy e
holds i i - , ’ .

’zl?;??)nfhe? ds it requires N7 - a door on one end, and a’n% or 7R on l RYTIMIS T P N3 M

RYTIN T DIPY 120 NI -

There was this bent "2 in XY777) - which was actually a U - shaped
nan -

MNSTIMIIZRI ORIBWT 7P UNM 27T 1IN 75 17 -

They applied Rav’s stringency of defining it as a w01 12», and
SNIOW's stringency of requiring a door on one end of a wmom 12,
Therefore, they required doors at the 2 bends, and a 'n> or 7 at
each outer end.

The ) asks;

"N N2 1 72Y 1 - do we indeed follow two stringencies of

opposing opinions?

After all, we find in a Braisa that, somebody who follows the *mn

55 2 M Rdw ma - the stringencies of both *Rpw mva and 51
. is considered to be n?’IR

91 7wna Y03 - a fool who walks in the darkness? SOIIICbOd}/ who fO”OZl’S the

Parenthetically, the X7 asks how the Xn»72 can at first say IRDW 127900
551 125 1250 097 - that we always rule like 550 3, and then say 775,‘[ IntmRiatelini]
W Y57 M2 79270 VI RDWY 1717173273 MwYS 13177 -

One has the option, and may follow *x»w ma if he so desires?

The ) gives three answers:

-1-5p N2 9IRS RO P N O R -

Before the %1p na which said;

551 125 1950 - The Halachah follows the opinion of 557 2 - as the

Gemara will relate further on 3™ 97 - we were permitted to follow ?

'RpW 3, but after the 91 na we must follow 551 2. How the Lo can at first say
-2- The 2 statements of the Braisa are actually a n»5mn whether we ggj 3o WDAW Dgu)l,
are bound by the % na to follow 551 2. The opinion of i 7 is e N Doz o
that and then say

9P N33 POIwn PR -

We do not heed the 5 na - Halachos are to be decided by the S5 MaMaTs N A METS
Chachamim in this World - and one may follow the opinion of n°a

IRDY.

-3- Actually we must always follow 557 2. When the Xn»92 said
we can choose which opinion to follow it was using the names of
Rpw 2 and 557 1 as an example for when we are faced with a
n>nn between different oRin and DRTINN.

As for the question of how we can follow two opposing stringen- as an ext;”nple ‘;Up Naa -m;szb IN:
cies, the X offers two answers: 771?7 na
First - Rav’s stated opinion regarding wom nan was in the vein of
PPN PRI - ?
This is indeed the 11257, but we do not rule so in practice.

Theoretically, it does NOT require doors, but Rav himself would

have recommended that they follow both stringencies, and put 2

doors on one end of each 2. ) )

The second answer and further elaboration of this topic follows in follows in the
the next Shiur. next Shiur...
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