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We began the Perek with the m3wn» which cites three opinions
about transferring things between various 7’0 m»wA that
are not joined in an 217y with each other:

PRD T MAT IR MDA KT ROV 7252 INR MW PV DA DI
PR "7 holds that all roofs are considered one mw9, and we
may carry from one person’s roof to the next person’s roof,
even though there is no 217 joining them, as long as neither
roof'is elevated ten o'nov above the other.

As Rashi explains, since 770 jwnwn PR - Unlike the houses,
the roofs are not used regularly, therefore, mwa p>n ona px -
they are not considered separate m»w1, and do not require an
217v. When there are differences of 10 ©nov in height they
are oK,

0277 MwA2 5N DN A - because it might be confused with
apost of 4 by 4 and 10 o'nov high, which is a o0 mws,
located in the 297 mw3, where adjusting one’s load would
be RN IRTH NON.

MY 23101 MW TARY TR 53 DIIR D11 -

The o»on hold that each roof is a separate mw9, and one may
not carry from one to the other without an 217p.

As the Gemara explains, because the o'»om hold;

1515 PRIOA PIT I9 Tonb PRIDA PITY DWI -

Since each house is a separate private residence, the roofs are
likewise considered separate m»nwA.

7 DAR WY MDD TNRI MIVIM TARY N TAR IR DYDY " -
YW 7 holds that these similar types of areas are all consid-
ered one domain, and we may carry from one to the other
without an 217,

Rashi explains that jy»w "1 is p'» even more, in that ALL
the various outdoor areas are one domain, because jw’»wN PR
mMWI PI>NI 0 PR PN -

However, this 9n'n is limited

20 N2 IN2ww 00905 R N naww 093 -

to items that were outdoors in one of these areas before naw.
Items that were in the house when naw began - even ifhe
brought them out 7m°12 from his house to his 731 - may not be
moved to other outdoor areas without an 217p.
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The Gemara continues;

MY 23D MW TARI TAR 51 DIIR D1IM) -

According to the oom it is T7OR to carry from one roof to the
next without an 217p. Are there any limitations on carrying
within a single roof?

WD RY R1HY 510 M MR NI -

When the walls are recognizable - As Rashi explains, when
the houses are not attached, with space between them, and
one standing on the roof can clearly see them, all agree that
one may carry on the entire roof. We utilize the principle
RN POR T3 - The walls are viewed as extended upward,
Halachically enclosing the roof.

>R MR »Ho ) -

In the case of walls that are not recognizable, because the
houses are attached, and the walls are covered by the roofs -
we have a Machlokes.

TIMR 72 ROR 12 PHVYON PR DR 2T -

One may only carry on the roof within mn»X 7, because we
cannot utilize the principle Xnx°m» »OR 71 - when the walls
are covered, leaving the roof

ORI OPHY IRIOMI P01 -

totally breached to the neighboring roof to which carrying is
forbidden.

19132 50505 I IR ORIV -

One may carry throughout each individual roof, because we
can utilize the principle of

RNXMH POR T - even with covered walls, and we view the
walls that divide the buildings as if they extend up and
separate the roofs as well.

The x2 points out, that which the miwn cites the opinion of
the O1oM as WY 301 MW TAR) TR 53 - each roof is a
separate mw1 - and the Xn»721 which says;

A ROR 175 PR - They may only carry on their roof -

implies that it is 9m» to carry throughout the entire roof, like
ORIV,

However, Rav will explain these words to mean that the
permissible m»R 7 must be within one roof, and they may
not carry it A2 MNR NWI 7t 332 MNR DY -

two mnR on one roof, and two mnR on the other.

But, even on one roof, each homeowner is restricted to a
maximum of MmnR 7.

The Gemara continues;

ROYHW K15 Ywpw RS qor 27 91K - Rav Yosef said; T have not
heard that Sx1mw would apply p’ox 13 to

I3 PRY Mxnn - walls that are covered.

»N reminded 90y 17 that he had taught it to them in the
context of a Mishnah on X"y 2”3 97 which discusses

MNOR JORPM I D177 TR TOn )17 4 - A large and small roof
that are adjacent to each other - the residents of the large roof
may carry, and the residents of the small roof may not carry.

PINSYT PSS
WO &5 Nmby s

P /”’0/-’ 7/~

Wb 9

FR)
12 phmom Py
RN 13 RON
¥

POL FIE
/,L’/l;’/’/‘/ :

PN TN 55 within one mo%
MY IBS AN
S 39 PN R

NP 8Dy 85
That SRWW would apply POR T to...

ot veminded ga/' o that

/w/m/z‘w?ﬁfa‘

TNON R P an

wn
RPN

Mishkan
Yecheskel

Dedicated By.’ DafHachaim.org Eruvin 89 -2




BO AT PITY

A discussion ensues that yields three versions of how qoy 17
explained this Mishnah.

-] -

7R thought that 9oy 27 had said that the Mishnah is speaking
of a case where the roofs have no walls, and we are utilizing
the principle of

RNTD POR T -

The walls are viewed as extended upward, Halachically
enclosing the roof.

Therefore, the larger roof may carry, because it has partial
walls on the fourth side, and the opening to the smaller roof'is
considered a nno - a doorway. We're assuming the smaller
house to be less than 10 mnr wide.

The smaller roof may not carry, because it has no fourth wall
at all, and is MORA DIPHY RIOPA 793 -

totally breached to the larger roof with which it has no 217.

Although, the opening between the two roofs should be
considered closed according to SRmw who applies p’OX T

even to M1 JPRW Mo - walls that are covered - P’ONR T3 M PRY MBIN
Rav Yosefhad said - according to Abaye’s recollection - that o)’ ~?

. the Mishnah is a case of /fccw’/é%/ to 7o'y recollection
MO PN PWT O - TN is a case of...
the residents of both houses use the roofs, and regularly go 5 e
back and forth, 2/

5 5% ﬁ Yl
ROV AR TN JOPT R D R -

making it a wall that is constantly stepped upon.

In other words, we cannot apply pOX 713, and assume an
Halachic wall where the reality is otherwise.

PIMN DPIW 7OV Y PIT PR YIAR -

But if they do not use the roofs regularly, both roofs are
permitted, because we indeed view the opening as closed
based on XN MM POR T, even with M1 1PRY MmN,

PYON 713

: . Even with 79273 13°RW MmN
According to Abaye's recollection, Rav Yosefactually ]

agreed with Shmuel.

-2-

qov 17 said to Abaye, that he had actualy qualified the
Mishnah differently.

/}ccor/m? 1o 7'y recollection

2

They may carry on the larger roof only when Cor >

IV 2P XTI DY ARID W - said qualified the 73w
there are ACTUAL walls around both roofs, differently

791931 INW D D1TAT - 1 5Y mere 1 by axonm e

because the larger one has partial walls on the fourth side,
and the opening to the smaller roof'is considered anns - a

doorway -
NP 791 ORI -

. The smaller roof may not carry, because it has no fourth wall
atall.
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PIOR 130 77 5 R HY KD %m0 PR DIN -

If there are NO actual walls, both roofs are forbidden.

Rashi explains, although, even according to Rav, we can
utilize p’ox 7 for the outer walls, the opening to the smaller
roof cannot be considered a nno -

PWPR TV RD 371191 11V 1OPHT RATTOT -

It is not the norm to make a doorway that is not recognizable.
In other words, the partial Halachic walls do not a doorway
create.

However, Abaye said to Rav Yosef, I remember you
mentioning something about 777 - residents.

-3-

Therefore, 90 211 said; If so, this is what I must have said.
15D AP TO IR AN T DY 7P TY IR X0 WV ROX N RS -
The Mishnah must be speaking of where there are actual
sturdy walls around both roofs, and as in the previous vwo,
91932 NV NTHT -

the larger roof may carry because it has partial walls on the
fourth side, and the opening to the smaller roof is considered
anno-

IRIHNH 703 O -

The smaller roof may not carry, because it has no fourth wall
atall.
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TORA 5V 7770 AR PRIDITAN DY 31T IR AR W IR -

But if only the larger roof has walls, and the smaller roof
does not have walls,

515 0 TOR 179K -

Even the small roof is permitted for the residents of the large
roof, because, since the residents of the small roof did not
build a wall on their roof,

R 1w 150 Y0 -

They have removed themselves from using the roof,
relinquisheing their rights to the residents of the large roof,
and the small roof becomes the domain of the larger roof.

Similarly, j»n1 27 taught, if one of the houses built a perma-
nent staircase up to the roof, and »ax adds - or, where one
built a second story with a door opening to the adjoining
roof, he may carry on the other roofs, because all the roofs
are considered his domain.
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