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We began 797, with a n5xw that was mentioned earlier on 97
2TV .

MR 92°2227°D3,RON -

R IR IROM 2775 RIW DR AMTI2 191700, MN2 0o 270
1700 - If he stuck bread to the side of an oven on naw, is he
allowed to remove it from the oven before he becomes
obligated in a nXvm 12977 The issues involved in this question
are; Putting bread into the oven to bake, is the 7or5) of 7oK -
baking - a Xn»IRT MoK, which he will transgress if and when
itactually gets baked. If, for any reason, it does not get baked
- for instance, it is removed from the oven, he will not be 121,
because it turns out that his 7wyn» of putting it into the oven
was not an act of baking.

However, no1 0”77 - the act of removing bread from the oven
1S a 277 NOR.

Therefore, the question arises; May he transgress a 77o'R
11277, and remove the bread in order to prevent a To°R

R IRT, which would happen if the bread is left in the oven
until it gets baked.

The x2 now clarifies the specific circumstances of this
situation.

Simply understood, we are referring to a case, where he put
the bread into the oven awa - inadvertently, and then
realized that it's forbidden, and he wants to take it out of the
oven before it bakes, so that he will not become obligated in a
nron 127p. However, this cannot be the case, for the Halacha
iS;7W 19101 W 15NN RANW TV 271 1R MRV 2270 53 -

One is not 2711 a nxvN unless he did the whole act, from
beginning to end, w3 - in a state of unawareness, and only
after its completion did he become aware of his mistake. In
our case, if he already realizes his mistake before it's baked,
then even if he lets it get baked to completion, he does not
bring a nxvn, because he became aware before the end of the
72D,

Therefore, the Gemara entertains another scenario.

One person put the bread into the oven, and another person,
who noticed it, would like to prevent the first person from
being 721 a RN NRT NOR.

However, that cannot be the case either.

7721 "PW 72 RO OTRS DIVIR ') - Do we allow one person
to commit even a minor 7372 in order to save someone else
from a more severe 772v? Of course, we do not.

The Gemara concludes:

MR T IOR ROR -

2P0 TOR T RIW DT RPN, T2 055 -

211’7 was asking about a person who put the bread into the
oven T2 - on purpose, and if it stays in the oven until it
bakes, he'll be 715°po0 271 - stoning.

The question is he permitted to do the 13297 "o of removing
it, in order to prevent becoming liable of being stoned to
death.
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The X0y now refers back to the first case in the mwn at the
beginning of the Perek.

17 R VWO - Ifthe 1 in the 02797 mwn extended his hand
into the 71 Mmw1, and put something into the hand of the Sya
a7, the 1v has done the 7vpy, lifting, and 7m3n, putting it
down, and he is 2.

The X3 asks,

YIRSV 7Y2IR DR 12 S Amam ARy 19va X - Which
means -

7Py - is defined as taking something from its resting place.
anin - is defined as placing that item into or onto a resting
place.

Halachically, a place of significance is one that is at least
4-'750 "7 X 44 - 01OV X 4 handbreadths in area.

Therefore the n7°pY and 7m3n must be from and to a place of ™7
4-"75p X 4 MOV,

In our case, the nnin is into the hand of the °an 53, which is
not 4 - 75 "7 by 4. Lacking a proper nimim, the °3» should not
be a7n?

It must be noted, that this question also applies to the other
cases in the Mishnah, where the *3» or n°an Sva are 27n, for
handing things to each other, or taking things from one
another.

The R answers, RV %27 °31 Ri1 7127 WX -

Our mwn is following the opinion of X21°pY *27, who says that
you don't need an area of 75 "7’ for a proper 77’pY or AN
As R2pYy 27 taught in the following M,ishnah;

VIPRI DI MWN T VIO TR DWW PRI 0T -
One who throws an object from one 71 mwA to another
70 M, through a o237 mwA -

27N RTPY 127 - Because - RonT AnNnn 12 701Hp 1R

He is 271 - because an object which is contained in the
airspace of a mw9, is Halachically considered as if it had
come to rest in that mw-.

Therefore, he is 20 for 217371 MWH IR MWL IR,
because when the object passed through the airspace of the
D23 mwiitis as if it had come to rest in the o237 mw.

DV OOM) - Because - T 031713 OIDR 1IN R>-

The Chachomim exempt him from liability, because they do
not consider the object as if it came to rest in the o237 mwA.
Therefore, all he did was transfer the object from one mwA
i to another 7 MmwA, which is not a max».

So too, in the case of the Mishnah, when the *1p puts
something into the hand of the n°a1 5ya who is in the mwA
7, the place of the Halachic nmin is not the hand of the Sva
a0 which is not 75v '7'. Rather, when the object enters the
airspace of the ' mw», the principle of innm w2 VR
deems it as if it came to rest on the ground of the Tmn mw -
which of course is 75 '7 - and the *2v is therefore 27m.
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But the X912 questions this interpretation of the Mishnah.

IV PN RMDT AN 0 F0HRAT 7270 77D ROWOT RIS
wHo -

127 had said elsewhere, that there are two ways of understand-
ing the np15mn of

R2'pY 27 and the o'non.

One explanation is the one just mentioned - that their
disagreement is in the principle of AW 12 V5P, which is
only operative in the 0’277 mw1 below ten onosv.

But there is another possible explanation.

We know that the moR51 0", the actions forbidden on naw,
are derived from the 1owmnn Nax5n. That means that only those
types of work that are either identical or closely related to
work done in the jpwn, are "OX on N2w.

Now, in the jpwn, the 05 used to pass the wIp - the
sections of wall - from one wagon to another. These wagons,
which were standing in the o377 mw1 - each had a status of a
TR M, because they were obviously wider than 4 - 757
x 4 'nov, and had sides that were 10 ©’nov high, which
constitutes a 7rn MW

What the o5 were doing, is;

VIHRI DI MW T VIO TR MWW 0w - passing
from one 71 MW to another 7’1 MwA, through a mwA
D297, above 10 1oV in height.

Therefore, even though the airspace above 10 1oV in a MwA
D297 1s a 1O DIPH, an area in which you can usually carry, if
one passes something from one 7m’n mwA to another MmwA
77, through a 01797 mw above 10 o'nov he is 271, because
this is what the 05 used to do in the jpwmn.
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The question is however, what if instead of passing, you
THREW something from one 7m0 mw1 to another mwn
7, through a 0177 mwA? Is that similar to the work the
o™> used to do?

Based on all of the above, the understanding of the Mishnah
would be as follows:

VIPRI 0’297 TN TR DI TN MWIN P -

If one throws something from one 77 MW to another Mwa
7, through a 0297 MmwA, above ten tefachim - where the
principle of 7nnAw 12 MV is not operative;

2mn RPY 27 - R’ Akiva says he is 27m, because
WM P oY - we learn throwing from passing.
o019 o' - The Chachomim exempt him, because
WM P oY RS - We do not compare throwing to
passing.

Now, if 127 had a question as to which was the correct way to
learn the np>mn, why does he state here without a doubt that
R2°pY *17 holds nmnnw 1o odp?

The xm) answers that indeed, 127 at one point was unsure,
but he later resolved this question, and concluded that in fact,
the np5mn is based on the principle of AnAWw 12 TOP.

In the end, the X3 decides that our mwn» can't be following
R2pY 27 after all. Because,

RV TPRY RA,RDRYT R I R0 -

We've only seen that according to R’ Akiva,

AN w3 7R deems it a ----- 750722 5p nnar.

However, since nnnaw 2 7015p means it's as if the object is
now resting in the 0277 mw, he should be 2 another nxkvn
for throwing from the 297 mwA - where it’s considered to
be resting - into the second 7’0 mwA!

Now, since R’ Akiva does not specifically say so, perhaps
AW 13 7oop does not deem it a ---- 75 7 23 Sy 7YY
If so, anmnw 12 nvop will not explain two of the first four
cases in the Mishnah, where one of them takes the item from
the hand of the other.
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The X135 accepts this argument, and finds another Xin.
R077727 731 RT qOP 27 IR RO -

Our mwn follows 27, who is in agreement with R2pY 17
regarding the principle of 7nnnw 13 701>, As we learned in
a Braisa;

27N 727 YIHRA TN MV D27 MWD 0237 U P -
In this case he threw from one 0’297 mwAto another MmwA
0297, through a7 mw3, he is 2°n. And about Rebbe’s
opinion it was specifically said;

AR DWH NAR DNV 727 777 2770 DRI IR 777 27 0N
1O DWW NNRI -

According to Rebbe he is indeed 171 two mxvn, because
AnNAw 12 NP deems it at rest regarding both 7nin and
TRY.

The Gemara on daf 77 will reject this.
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