AT Y

Our Shiur began with a continuation of the discussion of
7N MY [P0 N2V -

Once it was permitted to carry in this 931 at the onset of naw,
it remains permitted for the duration of this naw. The 1250
does not change in middle of maw.

5010 MM MW P2W S TN -

A wall between two mxn, who had separate 217,
collapsed -

TINR T ROR 12 POVSOD PR DR 27 -

They become 7OR to carry more than mnx 7.

Rav does not hold 7min naminw 1o naw.

AT Y TV SOYON I AR Y TV S0500 1T IR SR -
They may each carry until the wall, as before.
Shmuel holds 7amn namnw o naw.

The ) says that we learned their respective positions from
the following incident:

Once in Sxmw’s town, a fence came down between two
mzn, and Shmuel advised them to hang a curtain between
the mzn for privacy only, and they may continue to carry
based on the 217y.

19, did not want to object openly in SRw’s town, nor did he
want to give the impression that he agrees, therefore,

TORS 27177777X - he simply turned away to show that he
disagrees.

VIRT the mwn -

D277 MwAd NxI93w 73M - when a wall of a 73n collapses,
exposing it to a 0’1797 MW",

MO 27 treats the 930 like a 0277 MW, and one who carries
from this 931 to a i mwa is 20 for 3. The 0don view
the 73m as a 517, and therefore one may not carry from the
931 to a PR MW, but there is no nxvn 2rn for doing so.
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The ) asks;

D277 MW 12 X171 D237 MWD N3IDIT DN NYOR N2 -
Because the 731 is open to a 0297 mw3, we consider it to be a
0297 MWwI?!

The xm) gives two answers:

-] -

The entire 93m, of course, is not a 237 MW,

The case of our mwn is when the exact spot upon which the
wall stood is not recognizable, and there is a dispute on a
strip of land at the front of the 93n. The public claims that the
wall was recessed further into the field than to where the
owner claims, and they are simply using a path that they once
had.

5R 27 holds

197217720 70 PIYY 71717170 D37 -

When the public claims to have had a path through a private
field, and they now actually use it, they acquire it, and in our
case it becomes a 0’1771 MwA.

The o»on hold it remains in dispute, and therefore, not a mwn
o297

-2-

According to the second vwo, the place of the wall is known,
but is now like

D277 MW7 7’3 - an area of overflow traffic.

58 227 holds that 0237 MW7 7% has the status of a mwA
D297, even if it is privately owned, and the 1327 hold that *7x
D297 MW do not have the status of a 02797 MwA.

VINT the mwN:

PIIMI NN 02797 MWIZ 181910 I3 -

Ifaxm, or a 03, or a 1an becomes open to a 2737 MW from
two sides, on Shabbos,

777 *27 holds;

X215 7nYY PMORI NAW IMIRD PN -

They may continue to carry in that 93n for the rest of this
naw, because

7N TIMAY 10 N2 -

But unless fixed, it will be Mo on future mnaw.

*0Y 27 holds;

PIOR K25 TNYY PIOR DRI RIS TNOYS PINIH NAW MRS PINm OR
PIWwIMN> -

Whatever the 7251 is for the coming mnaw must be the 7351
for this naw, and in this case, nww "3 and ;30 9, supported by
an explicit Xn»73, say that "o "3 means to be 7»n», and not
allow carrying even for the rest of this naw, because "o *27
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The X2 asks how large are these breaches?

Ifthey are ten MR or less they should not pose a problem
because they are doorways.

If they are more than ten m»x it would pose a problem even
on one side?

The X2 has two explanations of this miwn:
-] -

w2 05YH 27 MR - Rav answers that they are less than ten 1

NN, but are not considered a nno, because they are

"% 1992 - on a corner, and it is not the norm to have a w2
doorway in the corner. but are not DOOI'ZUﬂyS

in the corner

We also cannot apply the principle of

. DM TP PN 0 -

to view the roof edge as if it extends downward to form a
wall,

extends downward
to form a wall

because

NOIHORA MV -

itis a slanted roof. We can only apply omo1 79 mpnotoa
flat roof, where its edge is perpendicular to the ground, and
therefore Halachically extends straight down to form a wall.
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-2-
AWYN IMPIPOR IR ORI - 2
Shmuel holds that the Mishnah can be referring evento a
breach more than ten mn»X, and in the case of a 93n oranan it

would indeed be a problem even if only breached from one PR N3 15’9&
side, but the mwn» mentions a two sided breach because in the 29 0NN [l
case of amaitis only a problem if breached from two sides -
in a corner - where the roof'is also cut away at angles that
leave four roof endings - and SXinw holds that we do not
apply omoi 79 17pn 0 to four roof endings - only up to
three.

The xm2 explains why each opinion rejects the other:

SNIOW rejects 17's explanation because the mwn never
mentioned a slanted roof.

. Rav rejects Yxinw's explanation because Rav holds that we
apply omo) 79 79pn 0 even on four sides, as we see from the
following Machlokes:

4 SIDES SLANTED

Y2 717 TOIR IONN - a gazebo in an open field -

27 holds

7152 50505 I -

one may carry throughout the entire gazebo, based on the ,'[;JP:: 109N

»on nwnd b principle of

omoY T PN O -

we view the edges of the roof as if they extend down and

form walls around the gazebo, making it a 7m0 mw-.

S8w holds

V2RI ROR 712 PHVOD PR -

One may not carry in the gazebo more than mnx "7, because

DNIOY T 7PN 0 IR RS -

As the Gemara explains, Shmuel holds we do not apply o
. omo1 79 77PN to four sides - only where there is at least one

actual wall - like an open porch abutting a house.
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There are two versions of the size of the gazebo that 17 and
Sxinw disagree about.

The first version is that they argue when the sides of the
gazebo are more than ten m»R, but when less than ten mnr
even SXinvw would apply omoi 79 70 o to allow carrying
in the gazebo.

The second version is that they argue when it is ten m»X or
less, but when it is more than ten mnR, even Rav would not
apply omo 79 17pn 0 to allow carrying in the gazebo.
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