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Our Shiur began with the following Braisa;

VIR TN MW D397 WD 22797 MW PN 12750 -

If somebody threw from one o277 mw1 to another, and there
was a 7 mwa in the middle - if it travelled a total of four
mnRin the 2 0297 1w he is 270, If it travelled less than 4
MHR in the 297 NMw3 he is 9.

This ruling assumes two Halachic concepts:

-1- Mo MM - the distance travelled in the two mmwA
D297 combines to equal four mnx.

-2- NN 0D 7O IR RY -

Something in the airspace above a mw1 is not considered to
be resting in that mw. This is evident from the ruling that if
it travels less than four m»R in the 0177 MW he's M9, even
though it passed through a 7 mwn. If this Braisa holds
AnNAw 3 7o15p, it would be considered as if it came to rest in
the 7 mw1, and he should be 27n for 2717 Mwan 7o
Rianbaliva by

The Gemara proceeds with the following Halacha in the
name of 2.

0O FNPH 022 HWIL MNR VIR 12D -

If somebody transports an object four mnR in a 0237 MY
that has a roof over it, he is Mo, It is not considered a mw-
D27 -

7271 °5375 M7 IPRW 95 - because it is not similar to the 937m
which did not have a roofed o230 mw~.

The x5 asks that the map, the wagons in the 3275, were
roofed because of the o’wAp on top of them, and 81217
taught that o197 mw j7nnn - under the wagons is consid-
ered a 0’27 MW?

The xm) answers that there were gaps between the owp as
they were placed on the wagons and the areas under these
gaps are considered 0’277 mw1 because they are not roofed.
The R at first presents 2 possible layouts of the ow3p on
the wagons which are rejected.
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-1- We cannot say the 0w p were placed on their width -
which was one and a half mnx - evenly spaced - across the
width of the M5 - because that would work out to 3 DwIp X
1- % MR which = 4- 1% minr over the length of the mbw -
which were 5 MR long, and leave a half nx which is 3 onov
- allowing for 2 spaces of 1- % o'nov each. These spaces
would be considered closed based on 7125 - anything less
than 3 o'nov apart is Halachically considered connected.

As aresult, the entire area under the m>» would be consid-
ered covered, bringing us back to the Nwp that X»m °17 taught
0°297 MW JPNNN?
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-2- We also cannot say that the w1p were placed on their
narrow side - their thickness, which was one X - evenly
spaced - across the width of the M - because that would
work out to 4 - ©wIp x 1 7R which = 4 MR over the length of
. the M5 - which were 5 MR long, and leave one R - which
is 6 mov - allowing for 3 spaces of 2 o'nov each. These
spaces would also be considered closed based on 7125 -

Q277 M7 jaTnnn

Therefore, the X2 concludes that the owap were indeed
placed on their narrow side - their thickness, which was one
R, but they would place two owap on each end of the five
N long wagon, leaving a space of one X in the middle.
This space is what xn 17 was referring to when he taught
0°297 MW PN,

The wagon itself does not form a roof because the wagon did
not have a solid floor. The sides were connected to each
other by widely spaced pegs.
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After mentioning the N5 whether the 0w were tapered
at the top, the X discusses how this affected the my» - the
curtains that covered the 1w and draped over the owAp.

The lowest layer of curtain, called the jown, consisted of 10
10 - MY panels - 28 MnR long by 4 mnX wide each - which
when attached was 40 minR by 28 mnR. The 28 nnHR width
covered the 10 mnR of the own's inside width.

Now, according to 77 27 that the owap were tapered, they
had enough to overhang 9 m» on each side, leaving only the
D37X - the sockets at the bottom of the walls exposed.

According to i7»n1 27 that the owap were not tapered, the
7y covered the ten mnR width of the jown plus the two
mnR of the thickness of the owap on each side, leaving only
16 MNN, eight to hang over each side, leaving the 017X and the
lowest o of the owap themselves exposed.

The 40 R length of the MYy ran over the entire 30 N
length of the jown. If the 0w p were tapered the remaining 10
mnR covered the western 0'w7p including the 017, If the
D'wIp were not tapered, one of the remaining 10 nX would
cover the thickness of the owap, and 9 mnR covered the
western D'wIp except for the 017,
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SRS DY Ny w1 - the next curtain placed over the first
curtain was 30 MR by 44 mnR. The 30 mnr covered the ten
R width of the jpwn. If the 0w p were tapered at the top,
they draped down the full ten mnR on each side, covering
even the o17R. If the owIp were not tapered, they also
needed to cover the one nnx thickness of the 0w p, and
therefore draped down to cover only the 9 mnR of the wp
on each side, leaving the 378 exposed.

The 44 nnR length covered the 30 X length of the jown, and
had 2 mnr draped down over the open n» - eastern side,
leaving 12 MR according to T 17 to cover the entire
western side and have two extra mnR dragging on the floor.
According to ipn1 27, since the thickness of the top of the
wall had to be covered, only one n»x remained dragging on
the floor.

SRYHW? 11727 NIN taught that according to both opinions
some of the upper curtain was dragging on the floor like a
PIAR 75 PH9W piwa nobmow Tw - like a woman
walking in the street with her train dragging behind her.
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