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At the end of the previous Daf 17 said;
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The n7p must be atop the nan.
’ ’ ’

Therefore, a beam that's on pegs in front of the 1121 is invalid. 2R 2a ‘71’ nT‘P p v:

When the xn>»a refers to a mown 7P - a beam that is drawn e
away from the wall is a valid 77, it is not referring to a nmp
thgt is out§1de oft.he nan. o . ﬁ:ﬂ'(U?ﬁ n-,1P
It is referring to either a 7 that is inside the »an but neither

. end of the M reaches all the way to the nan walls, orto a
7p that in addition to being short is raised on pegs above the
height of the »an walls.
We employ the legal principle of 7125 to view the np as if it
reaches the side walls, AND the principle of 157 V121 to view
the 7mp as if it is lowered to the height of the top of the wall.
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R’ Zakai taught a Braisa before R’ Y ochanan that the area Fm 290 ?3P NoTY29 %N
opposite the 'n> at the entrance of a 121, and the area directly njjpn nem D”ﬁb 1,:
underneath the 7Mp over the 1an’s entrance, are like a 517> )

and one may not carry there.
R’ Yochanan responded: X325 11 79 - go teach this outside!
- meaning that this is not accurate.

ONII P
13

» N725 %3m0 P19

This is not accurate
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There is a n,>nn which part 130 '3 did not accept: a
72N holds that 130 "7 only permits carrying under the beam
but would not permit carrying opposite the 'n> - the pole at Pl ﬁ
the entrance of the ", since 21 taught that 'n> 918 nnon PN o .
170> IR - an additional 'n> is required to permit carrying in . = o = _
the doorway. il m g m
| | i |
v v X v
ARSI N
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~17 holds that 307 '3 even permits carrying opposite the pole. 6
Rava proves his point based on the area’s size of less than Na9
four o'nov, which should make it like a 1709 oipn where one H
. may carry on nauw. .
»aR would respond that a 170 oipn has to be elevated three Based on the area’s size
onov off the ground. Of less than fOLH’ et
Yhich should make it like a 2100 fli)ﬂ
where ong may carry on pab
00"’:&
A 0 p» has to be elevated
three onov off the ground
Abayei proves his point because Rav said 'n> 313 nnon jn G .
17015 INR - we need an additional pole to permit carrying in Ex
the doorway, strongly indicating that the area opposite the *
pole can otherwise NOT be used. ,
Rava would respond that it is only 770K to carry opposite the 1 I3 1Non 11:’1
pole when the a1 opens to a 75175 but not when it opens to 990 ﬂb TN ’ﬂb
aDIMAWY, because . Otherwise it can NOT be used
T IPH DR PR3N - the inside of the doorway, a o ipn is
similar enough to a 5170 that people will confuse the two. ..N29
Therefore one may not carry in the W0 Dipw, as it beqomps It is only 219N when
one with the 57, unless we have another pole reminding the an opens toa ﬂ’b?ﬁﬂ: but
to distinguish bet them. .
us 1o distmetIsh behween tem not when it opens to a 97371 MW"
. becanseé
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Rav Huna tries to prove Rava wrong based on a comment of
137’7 that when many poles are lined up along the inner side
wall of a 1a», within four o'nov of each other, we only permit
carrying until either the inner surface of the innermost " -
like 3”2w who would apply 7125 up until four o’nov making
all the polls a single 'n> - or the inner surface of the outermost
5 - like the 1329 who would not apply 7115 on any gap larger
than three ©nov - but all agree carrying opposite a 1> is ON!

““ NI 39
...
.

SO -
1339
Rava could respond in two ways: g
First, that 13m0y "3 must have been speaking about a case where ..N29
the 121 opens into a "5m71 where an additional 1277 is yELS Zn—d
necessary. _ _ 1’ - where the nan  The case may be
Second, the case may be where if we apply 7125 the 'n%'s will opens into a ;o™ if we apply T35
combine to equal four m»x which would make them a where an additional  the *m5’s will combine
separate wall of the 121, and that is why another 15 is 2391 is necess ary toe qua [ 4 myN
necessary, but anything that is actually considered a n> in its
own right would permit carrying opposite it.
. MO DWW PTIYINAD W D30 1IRII IIN - (9| —
Ifa>rbis only visible from the inside of the ", but not
visible from the outside, itis valid. However, YIN2N ANTI 0239210 INT3
D230 MW PINAN IR - 0’1921 MW 7Iinan ’-WM
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Ifitis only visible from the outside of the »an, but not from
the inside, there is a Machlokes.

N1 27 holds it is valid, while >23 92 py»w 27 holds it is not
valid.

Although 727 in the name of Xn77271 agrees with X >27 that
such a nb is valid, he points out the mwmn later on 2”3 q7 Py an =N
which says 2992 NYR
DD T TS NXI0IW FI0R I8 -
In a case of a small yard which opens into a large yard, 94

mImn AN - ‘ . __;)Jg/\/
One may carry in the large yard, because it has a fourth wall

withaa door n i, ATAD NRI9IW VR RN
AR 19

ATIOR ORI -
But one may NOT carry in the small yard, because it is
completely open on the fourth side.

Apparently we do not consider the walls of the large 73,
which are not visible from the small 93m, to be valid walls for
the small 73n? Even though we consider it a valid n> ina
"a?

. We do not consider
the walls of the large 93n
to be valid walls for the small 93n?
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N7 17 answers; T

AT mIvp 5 poIna -

The case of the two m~xn is where the side walls of the l
N 29

smaller 930 protrude into the larger 13m, making the walls of
the larger 73n too far removed.to be considered 'n5's for tbe n‘”ﬂ J" " Jmp q‘, no IQD 1939
smaller 7xn. Although the Braisa says that the larger 73 is

overall only one X wider than the smaller 9xn, we cannot
view the space between the larger 13m’s walls and the smaller
23m’s walls to be filled in, using the mechanism of 7125,
thereby producing flush ’n%'s, because we are speaking about
a case where the small 93 is “not centered” on the large 93m,
and there is more than a three nov gap on one side of the 93,
Although we would still have one 1> on one side, this
Mishnah follows the opinion of >17 that a 931 only becomes
am» with valid doorposts on both sides.

This discussion continues on the following Daf.
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