Perek I
Daf 10 Amud a
. ָ ּב ֵעינַ ן ׁ ְשנֵי ּ ַפ ִּסין: דְּ ָא ַמר, ַר ִ ּבי ִהיאThe Gemara answers: This mishna is in accordance with the opinion of
 ַר ִ ּבי,נִית ֶרת ְ ּב ַפס ֶא ָחד
ֶּ  ָחצֵ ר: דְּ ַתנְיָאRabbi Yehuda HaNasi, who said that in order to permit carrying in a
courtyard that was breached, we require two upright boards, one on
. ִ ּב ׁ ְשנֵי ַפ ִּסין:אֹומר
ֵ
either side of the breach. As it was taught in a baraita: If a courtyard
was breached and opens into the public domain, and the width of the
breach does not exceed ten cubits, it becomes permitted to carry there,
even with only one upright board remaining on one side of the breach.
Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi says: It is permitted only with two upright
boards remaining, one on each side of the breach.
ַהאי ַמאי?! ִאי ָא ְמ ַר ְּת ִ ּב ׁ ְש ָל ָמא
״נִ ְר ֶאה ִמ ַ ּבחוּץ וְ ׁ ָשוֶ ה ִמ ִ ּב ְפנִים – ֵאינֹו
 וְ ַר ִ ּבי ָס ַבר ָל ּה ְּכ ַר ִ ּבי,נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ֶל ִחי״
– יתא
ָ  ו ְּד ַר ִ ּבי זֵ ָירא ו ְּד ָר ִבינָ א ֵל,יֹוסי
ֵ
דֹולה
ָ ְ וּג, ְק ַט ָּנה ְ ּב ֶע ֶ ׂשר:ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ָה ִכי
 ִמ ׁ ּשוּם דְּ ַר ִ ּבי ָס ַבר ָל ּה,ְ ּב ַא ַחת ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה
.יֹוסי
ֵ ְּכ ַר ִ ּבי

The Gemara rejects this entire explanation: What is this comparison?
Granted, if you say that the legal status of a side post that is visible from
the outside but appears to be even with the wall from the inside is not
considered like that of a side post; and that Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi
holds in accordance with the opinion of Rabbi Yosei that a side post
or an upright board in a courtyard must be at least three handbreadths
wide; and that the explanations of the mishna offered earlier by Rabbi
Zeira and Ravina are not accepted; that is why there is significance to
the fact that the small courtyard is ten cubits wide and the large one is
eleven cubits wide. It is due to the fact that Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi holds
in accordance with the opinion of Rabbi Yosei. Since Rabbi Yosei
holds that a side post must be three handbreadths wide, we require that
the two upright boards together measure six handbreadths, i.e., one
cubit, which is the minimal difference in size between the two courtyards.

ֶא ָּלא ִאי ָא ְמ ַר ְּת ״נִ ְר ֶאה ִמ ַ ּבחוּץ וְ ׁ ָשוֶ ה
 ו ְּד ַר ִ ּבי,ִמ ִ ּב ְפנִים – נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ֶל ִחי״
 וְ ַר ִ ּבי ָלא ָס ַבר,יתא
ָ זֵ ָירא ו ְּד ָר ִבינָ א ִא
דֹולה ְ ּב ַא ַחת ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה
ָ יֹוסי – ְ ּג
ֵ ָל ּה ְּכ ַר ִ ּבי
?ָל ָּמה ִלי

However, if you say that the legal status of a side post that is visible
from the outside but appears to be even with the wall from the inside
is considered like that of a side post; and that Rabbi Zeira’s and Ravina’s explanations are accepted as halakha; and that Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi does not hold in accordance with the opinion Rabbi Yosei, why
do I need to explain that the large courtyard measures eleven cubits?

דֹולה
ָ ְיה ִלג
ּ ָ ִאי ְל ִמ ׁ ְש ַרי:ִמ ַּמה ַּנ ְפ ׁ ָש ְך
 וְ ִאי.ָק ָא ֵתי – ְ ּב ֶע ֶ ׂשר ו ׁ ְּשנֵי ְט ָפ ִחים ַסגְ יָא
יס ָר ּה ִל ְק ַט ָּנה ָק ָא ֵתי – ְל ַא ׁ ְשמו ִּעינַן
ְ ְל ֵמ
!דְּ ַמ ּ ְפ ְלגִ י טו ָּבא

Whichever way you look at it, there is a difficulty: If the baraita is coming to permit one to carry in the large courtyard, then a width of ten
cubits and two handbreadths suffices. These two handbreadths can be
considered the upright boards that render the courtyard fit for one to
carry within it. And if it is coming to teach a novel halakha according
to Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi and prohibit one to carry in the small courtyard, it should teach us a case where the walls of the two courtyards are
much farther removed from each other, rather than a case where they
are only one cubit apart. Therefore, the second explanation cannot be
accepted.

 נִ ְר ֶאה ִמ ַ ּבחוּץ: ֶא ָּלא ָלאו ׁ ְש ַמע ִמ ָּינ ּהRather, can we not conclude from the baraita that a side post that is
 וְ ׁ ָשוֶ ה ִמ ִ ּב ְפנִים – ֵאינֹו נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּםvisible from the outside but appears to be even with the wall from the
. ׁ ְש ַמע ִמ ָּינ ּה, ֶל ִחיinside is not considered to have the legal status of a side post? The
Gemara concludes: Indeed, conclude from this.
 ָלא ׁ ְש ִמ ַיע ִלי ָהא:יֹוסף
ֵ  ָא ַמר ַרבRav Yosef said: I did not hear this halakha of Rabba bar Rav Huna
. ׁ ְש ַמ ֲע ָת ָתאfrom my teachers. Rav Yosef had become ill and forgotten his learning,
which is why he could not recall the halakha that a side post that is visible from the outside is considered to have the legal status of a side post.
,נִיה ָלן
ֲ  ַא ְּת ָא ְמ ַר ְּת:יה ַא ַ ּביֵ י
ּ ָא ַמר ֵל
נִיה ָלן; דְּ ָא ַמר ָר ִמי ַ ּבר
ֲ וְ ַא ָהא ָא ְמ ַר ְּת
ֹוש ְך
ֵ ׁ  ֶל ִחי ַה ּמ: ָא ַמר ַרב הוּנָ א,ַא ָ ּבא
 ּ ָפחֹות ֵמ ַא ְר ַ ּבע,ִעם דָּ ְפנֹו ׁ ֶשל ָמבֹוי
ַא ּמֹות – נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ֶל ִחי ו ִּמ ׁ ְש ַּת ֵּמ ׁש
–  ַא ְר ַ ּבע ַא ּמֹות,נִימי
ִ ִעם חוּדּ ֹו ַה ּ ְפ
 וְ ָאסוּר ְל ִה ׁ ְש ַּת ֵּמ ׁש,נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ָמבֹוי
.ְ ּבכוּלּ ֹו


His student Abaye said to him: You yourself told us this halakha, and
it was with regard to this that you told it to us. As Rami bar Abba said
that Rav Huna said: With regard to a side post that extends along the
wall of an alleyway and beyond,NB in which case it appears from the
inside to be a continuation of the wall but due to its narrow width it is
clearly visible as a side post from the outside, if that side post is less than
four cubits long it is considered to have the legal status of a side post.
And one may use the alleyway up to the inner edge of the side post.
However, if the side post itself extends four cubits, the alleyway has no
side post and it is considered to have the legal status of an alleyway,
and it is prohibited to utilize the entire alleyway.

NOTES

A side post that extends along the wall of an
alleyway and beyond – ֹוש ְך ִעם דָּ ְפנֹו ׁ ֶשל ָמבֹוי
ֵ ׁ ל ִחי ַה ּמ:ֶ
The Gemara indicates that the side post continues beyond the walls of the alleyway into the public domain.
If so, this case does not prove anything with regard
to carrying between side posts, as perhaps carrying
next to this side post is prohibited due to the fact that
there is only one partition outside the alleyway. The
Rashba explains that it is referring to a case where the
opposite alleyway wall also extends outward, so that
the protruding side post serves as a second partition.
BACKGROUND

A side post that extends along the wall of an alleyway – ֹושךְ ִעם ָד ְפנֹו ׁ ֶשל ָמבֹוי
ֵ ׁ ל ִחי ַה ּמ:ֶ The side post, i.e., the
thin board alongside the wall, extends along the wall
of the alleyway, and continues beyond it. The illustration is in accordance with the Rashba’s explanation
of this case.

Side post that extends beyond the alleyway wall
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NOTES

Because Rabbi Ĥiyya taught a baraita – מ ׁ ּשוּם דְּ ָתנֵי ַר ִ ּבי ִחּיָ יא:ִ In
the Jerusalem Talmud it is stated that this baraita concerning
a smaller and larger courtyard is not found in the authoritative
collections of baraitot. Therefore, unlike the other mishnayot
that came from the study hall of Rabbi Ĥiyya and Rabbi Oshaya,
one should not learn or teach from it.
Not at all – כ ָלל ְּכ ָלל ל ֹא:ְּ The Rashba asks: Clearly, holds that
the width of an alleyway permitted by Rabbi Yehuda is greater
that the width permitted by the Rabbis, so how is it possible
to say that he added nothing at all? Apparently, one cannot
derive anything from the case of upright boards surrounding
a well. In fact, Rabbi Yehuda may have added a great amount,
as according to several opinions he derived his halakha from
the entrance of the Temple or from palace entrances, which
are twenty or more cubits wide (Rabbi Eliezer Meir Horowitz).
HALAKHA

An alleyway that is wider than ten – מבֹוי ָה ָר ָחב ֵמ ֶע ֶ ׂשר:ָ If the
entrance to an alleyway is wider than ten cubits, a cross beam
cannot be used to permit carrying in the alleyway, unless its
width is diminished to ten cubits or less. This halakha is in accordance with the unattributed mishna (Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ
Ĥayyim 363:26).
BACKGROUND

Upright boards surrounding a well – פ ֵּסי ִב ָיראֹות:ַ ּ See the
detailed description and illustrations of upright boards at the
beginning of Chapter Two.

; ׁ ְש ַמע ִמ ָּינ ּה ְּת ָלת:וְ ַא ְּת ָא ְמ ַר ְּת ָלן ֲע ָל ּה
 ו ׁ ְּש ַמע, ֵ ּבין ְל ָחיַ יִ ן ָאסוּר:ׁ ְש ַמע ִמ ָּינ ּה
 ּו ׁ ְש ַמע, ֶמ ׁ ֶש ְך ָמבֹוי ְ ּב ַא ְר ַ ּבע:ִמ ָּינ ּה
–  נִ ְר ֶאה ִמ ַ ּבחוּץ וְ ׁ ָשוֶ ה ִמ ִ ּב ְפנִים:ִמ ָּינ ּה
.נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ֶל ִחי

And you said to us about this: Learn from this statement three
halakhot with regard to eiruvin. Learn from it that in the area
between the side posts it is prohibited to carry, as Rav Huna
rules that one may use the alleyway only up to the inner edge of
the side post. And learn from it that the minimal length of an
alleyway is four cubits. And learn from it that a side post that is
visible from the outside but appears to be even with the wall of
the alleyway from the inside is considered to have the legal status
of a side post.

 נִ ְר ֶאה ִמ ַ ּבח ּו ץ וְ ׁ ָשוֶ ה: וְ ִה ְל ְכ ָתאThe Gemara concludes: The halakha is that a side post that is
 ְּתיו ְּב ָּתא. ִמ ִ ּב ְפנִים – נִידּ ֹון ִמ ׁ ּשוּם ֶל ִחיvisible from the outside but appears to be even with the wall
!? וְ ִה ְל ְכ ָתאfrom the inside is considered to have the legal status of a side
post. The Gemara asks: It is possible that there is a conclusive
refutation of this opinion, and it is also the halakha? This opinion
was refuted earlier. Can the halakha then be decided in accordance
with it?
.יה
ֵ ָ ִאין ִמ ׁ ּשוּם דְּ ָתנֵי ַר ִ ּבי ִחּיָ יא ְּכוThe Gemara answers: Yes, it can because Rabbi Ĥiyya taught a
ּ ות
baraitaN in accordance with it. Although the deductive analysis
of the statements of other tanna’im led to different conclusions,
the halakha relies on Rabbi Ĥiyya’s explicit statement.
, ָא ַמר ַא ַ ּביֵ י. ״וְ ָה ָר ָחב ֵמ ֶע ֶ ׂשר יְ ַמ ֵעט״The opening mishna states: If the entrance to an alleyway is wider
 ַר ִ ּבי יְהו ָּדה, וְ ָה ָר ָחב ֵמ ֶע ֶ ׂשר יְ ַמ ֵעט: ָּתנָאthan ten cubits, one must diminish its width. Abaye said that a
Sage taught in the Tosefta: If the entrance to an alleyway is wider
? וְ ַעד ַּכ ָּמה. ֵאינֹו צָ ִריךְ ְל ַמ ֵעט:אֹומר
ֵ
than ten cubits,H one must diminish its width. Rabbi Yehuda
says: He need not diminish it. The question arises: Until what
width does Rabbi Yehuda still permit carrying in the alleyway?
:ימר
ַ יֹוסף ְל ֵמ
ֵ יה דְּ ַרב
ּ  ָס ַבר ַרב ַא ַחי ַק ֵּמInitially, Rav Aĥai thought to say before Rav Yosef: Up to thir וְ ַקל. ַעד ׁ ְשל ֹׁש ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה ַא ָּמה ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁישteen and a third cubits. And he derived this figure through an a
,חֹומר ִמ ּ ַפ ֵּסי ִב ָיראֹות
ֶ ָ וfortiori argument from upright boards surrounding a well. Rabbi Yehuda maintains that if one placed upright boards up to thirteen and a third cubits apart from one another, he may consider
the partitioned area around the well as a private domain and
therefore carry within it.

Upright boards surrounding a well

ּו ַמה ּ ַפ ֵּסי ִב ָיראֹות ׁ ֶש ִה ַּת ְר ָּתה ָ ּב ֶהן
עֹומד – ל ֹא
ֵ ּ ָפר ּו ץ ְמרו ֶ ּּבה ַעל ָה
יֹותר ִמ ׁ ּ ְשל ֹׁש ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה
ֵ ִה ַּת ְר ָּתה ָ ּב ֶהן
 ָמבֹוי ׁ ֶש ּל ֹא ִה ַּת ְר ָּתה,ַא ָּמה ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁיש
עֹומד – ֵאינֹו דִּ ין
ֵ ּבֹו ּ ָפרוּץ ְמרו ֶ ּּבה ַעל ָה
יֹותר ִמ ׁ ּ ְשל ֹׁש ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה
ֵ ׁ ֶש ּל ֹא ַּת ִּתיר ּבֹו
!ַא ָּמה ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁיש

Rav Aĥai explains: Just as in the case of upright boards surrounding a well,B where you permitted carrying, even though the
boards form a partition where the breached segment is greater
than the standing segment, you did not permit carrying within
them if the gap between the boards is more than thirteen and a
third cubits wide; in the case of an alleyway, where you did not
permit carrying if the breached segment of its walls is greater
than the standing segment, is it not right that you will not permit carrying within it if there is a gap more than thirteen and a
third cubits wide?

 ּ ַפ ֵּסי ִב ָיראֹות ׁ ֶש ִה ַּת ְר ָּתה,וְ ִהיא ַהנּ ֶֹותנֶ ת
עֹומד – ל ֹא
ֵ ָ ּב ֶהן ּ ָפרוּץ ְמרו ֶ ּּבה ַעל ָה
יֹותר ִמ ׁ ּ ְשל ֹׁש ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה ַא ָּמה
ֵ ַּת ִּתיר ָ ּב ֶהן
 ָמבֹוי ׁ ֶשלּ ֹא ִה ַּת ְר ָּתה ּבֹו ּ ָפרוּץ,ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁיש
יֹותר
ֵ עֹומד – ַּת ִּתיר ּבֹו
ֵ ְמרו ֶ ּּבה ַעל ָה
!ִמ ׁ ְּשל ֹׁש ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה ַא ּמֹות ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁיש

But that reasoning provides support for a contrary conclusion as
well. Just as in the case of upright boards surrounding a well,
where you permitted carrying within them, even though the
boards form a partition where the breached segment is greater
than the standing segment, you will not extend the leniency and
permit carrying within them, when the gap between the boards
is more than thirteen and a third cubits; in an alleyway, where
you were stringent and did not permit carrying when the
breached segment is greater than the standing segment, in a case
where most of the walls are standing, you will certainly permit
carrying, even when the gap is more than thirteen and a third
cubits.

 ּ ַפ ֵּסי ִב ָיראֹות:יסא
ָּ  ִאי נַ ִמי ְל ִא ָיד ְך ִ ּגAlternatively, one may argue to the contrary. One should be
 דְּ ַא ִק ַיל ְּת ְ ּבה ּו ַחד קו ָּּלא – ַא ִקיל ְ ּבה ּוmore stringent in the case of an alleyway. In the case of upright
. ָמבֹוי ְּכ ָלל ְּכ ָלל ל ֹא, קו ָּּלא ַא ֲח ִרינָ אboards surrounding a well, with regard to which you were lenient and issued one leniency, be lenient and issue another leniency and maintain that a gap of up to thirteen and a third cubits
still be considered an entrance. However, in the case of an alleyway, you should not be lenient at all.N Therefore, there is no way
to determine Rabbi Yehuda’s opinion with regard to the width of
an alleyway entrance.
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 ָמבֹוי ׁ ֶשהוּא ָר ָחב ֶע ְ ׂש ִרים:ָּתנֵי ֵלוִ י
. וְ ַדּיֹו,נֹועץ ָקנֶ ה ְ ּב ֶא ְמצָ ִעיתֹו
ֵ ,ַא ָּמה
 דְּ ֵאין:הוּא ָּתנֵי ָל ּה וְ הוּא ָא ַמר ָל ּה
,יכא דְּ ָא ְמ ִרי
ָ ֲה ָל ָכה ְּכ
ָּ  ִא.אֹות ּה ִמ ׁ ְשנָ ה
 ֵאין:יה דְּ ֵלוִ י
ּ ָא ַמר ׁ ְשמו ֵּאל ִמ ׁ ּ ְש ֵמ
.אֹות ּה ִמ ׁ ְשנָ ה
ָ ֲה ָל ָכה ְּכ

Levi taught a baraita with regard to reducing the width of an alleyway
in order to render it fit for one to carry within it. If an alleyway is
twenty cubits wide, one may stick a reed in the center of its entranceN and that is sufficient to create two separate alleyways, each ten
cubits wide. He taught this baraita, and he said about it that the
halakha is not in accordance with that teaching, as the insertion of
a reed is not effective in reducing the width. Some say that Shmuel
said in the name of Levi: The halakha is not in accordance with
that teaching.

NOTES

One may stick a reed in the center – נֹועץ ָקנֶ ה ְ ּב ֶא ְמצָ ִעיתֹו:
ֵ
According to the Jerusalem Talmud, the cross beam is
invalid only if it rests solely on the reed inserted in the
center. However, if it rests on the alleyway’s two walls as
well, it is valid. However, the Babylonian Talmud did not
accept this assumption.

יכי ָע ֵביד? ָא ַמר ׁ ְשמו ֵּאל
ִ  ֶא ָּלא ֵהThe Gemara asks: Rather, how should one act in order to render an
:יה דְּ ֵלוִ י
ּ  ִמ ׁ ּ ְש ֵמalleyway of that sort fit for one to carry within it? Shmuel said in the
name of Levi:

Perek I
Daf 10 Amud b
One prepares a board ten handbreadths high with a length of four
בֹוה ֲע ָ ׂש ָרה ְ ּב ֶמ ׁ ֶשךְ ַא ְר ַ ּבע
ַּ עֹושה ּ ַפס ָ ּג
ֶׂ
. ו ַּמ ֲע ִמידֹו ְל ָא ְר ּכֹו ׁ ֶשל ָמבֹוי, ַא ּמֹותcubits and stands it lengthwise down the middle of the alleyway,
and thereby forms two small alleyways at the entrance to the alleyway,
neither of which is more than ten cubits wide.H
 דְּ ָא ַמר ַרב,ִאי נַ ִמי ִּכ ְד ַרב יְ ה ּו ָדה
 ָמבֹוי ׁ ֶשהוּא ָר ָחב ֲח ֵמ ׁש ֶע ְ ׂש ֵרה:יְהו ָּדה
עֹושה
ׂ ֶ ְַא ָּמה – ַמ ְר ִחיק ׁ ְש ֵּתי ַא ּמֹות ו
.ּ ַפס ׁ ָשל ֹׁש ַא ּמֹות

Alternatively, one can act in accordance with the opinion of Rav
Yehuda, as Rav Yehuda said: If an alleyway is fifteen cubits wide,
how does one reduce its width? He distances himself two cubits from
one of the walls of the alleyway and prepares a board three cubits
wide,B thereby leaving an opening of only ten cubits.H

,וְ ַא ַּמאי? יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס ַא ָּמה ו ֶּמ ֱחצָ ה
 וְ יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס ַא ָּמה,וְ יַ ְר ִחיק ׁ ְש ֵּתי ַא ּמֹות
עֹומד ְמרו ֶ ּּבה
ֵ : ׁ ְש ַמע ִמ ָּינ ּה.ו ֶּמ ֱחצָ ה
ַעל ַה ּ ָפרוּץ ִמ ׁ ְש ֵּתי רוּחֹות – ָלא ָהוֵ י
!עֹומד
ֵ

The Gemara asks: And why must one reduce the width in this manner? One could also prepare a board a cubit and a halfB wide, and
distance himself two cubits, and then prepare another board a cubit
and a half wide, leaving the alleyway with an opening of only ten
cubits. Apparently, one may conclude from the fact that Rav Yehuda
did not suggest this possibility that if the standing segment of a wall
is greater than the breached segment only when one combines the
standing segments from two directions, i.e., both sides of the breach,
it is not considered as though the standing segment were greater.

 וְ ׁ ָשאנֵי,עֹומד״
ֵ ״הוֵ י
ָ ְימא ָלך
ָ עֹולם ֵא
ָ  ְלThe Gemara rejects this: Actually, I would say to you that ordinarily
יסא
ָּ  ָה ָכא – דְּ ָא ֵתי ֲאוִ ָירא דְּ ַהאי ִ ּגit is considered as standing even when one must combine the stand.יה
ָּ  וַ ֲאוִ ָירא דְּ ַהאי ִ ּגing segments on the two sides of the breach. However, it is different
ּ יסא ו ְּמ ַב ֵּטל ֵל
here, as the air, i.e., the one and a half cubit opening, of this one side
of the far board and the air, i.e., the ten cubit opening, of this other
side of the board come together and negate it. Therefore, in this case,
the board that is farther from the wall cannot serve to close off the
alleyway.

BACKGROUND

Board three cubits wide – פס ׁ ָשל ֹׁש:ַ ּ The image depicts
an alleyway fifteen cubits wide in which a board of three
cubits has been set up across its entrance, in accordance
with the opinion of Rav Yehuda.

Board placed across alleyway’s entrance
Board a cubit and a half – פס ַא ָּמה ו ֶּמ ֱחצָ ה:ַ ּ This image is an
etching of a different construction that can be used to diminish the width of an alleyway, namely, using two boards,
each a cubit and a half in width, as stated by the Gemara.

HALAKHA

Diminishing the entrance of a wide alleyway – ַה ְמ ָע ַטת ָמבֹוי
ר ָחב:ָ If the entrance to an alleyway is twenty cubits wide, a low,
thin board at least ten handbreadths high and four cubits wide
should be positioned down the middle of the alleyway, forming two alleyways. A cross beam that reaches from one wall
of the original alleyway to the other wall should be placed at
the entrance to these two alleyways. Care should be taken that
the cross beam is positioned above the board or within three
handbreadths of it (Rashba; Rosh). The two new alleyways must
each meet all the conditions of an alleyway in which carrying is permitted. The section of the alleyway from the board to
the back wall is considered an L-shaped alleyway (Beit Yosef).
Some commentaries state that it does not have the halakha of
an L-shaped alleyway unless the distance between the board
to the back wall is greater than ten cubits (Rema, based on
the Rosh; Rabbeinu Yeruĥam and others; Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ
Ĥayyim 363:33).
Diminishing the entrance of a wide alleyway – ַה ְמ ָע ַטת ָמבֹוי
ר ָחב:ָ Rav Yehuda proposed an alternate method to diminish the
entrance to the alleyway, positioning a thin board across the



alleyway entrance. There are several ways to accomplish this. If
the alleyway is twenty cubits wide, one can prepare a thin board
three cubits wide at a distance of two cubits from each of the
alleyway’s walls.
Another method involves preparing a thin board that is a
cubit and a half wide at a distance of one cubit from the alleyway wall. Then, another thin board, a cubit and a half wide,
is prepared a cubit away from the first thin board. A matching
set of thin boards is then prepared on the other side of the alleyway’s entrance.
Yet another method is to prepare a thin board, two cubits
and four handbreadths wide, at a distance of two cubits and
two handbreadths from the alleyway wall and to do the same
on the other side (Maggid Mishne in the name of the Rashba).
All these methods are accepted in the Gemara. The basic
principle of these constructions is that the width of the thin
board should be greater than the space between it and the wall,
in keeping with the principle that the standing segment must be
greater than the breached segment from one direction (Shulĥan
Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 363:34).

Two boards placed across alleyway’s entrance
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NOTES

Lest one abandon the larger entrance – ש ֵביק ּ ִפ ְית ָחא ַר ָ ּבה:
ָׁ
The Ra’avad states that this concern applies only in a case
where the cross beam does not span the entire width of the
alleyway. However, if the cross beam spans the breached
section as well, it makes no difference through which entrance one passes.
In what way is this different from the opinion of Rabbi
Ami – מאי ׁ ְשנָ א ִמדְּ ַר ִ ּבי ַא ִמי:ַ Many commentaries explain
that this question does not refer to the statement of Rabbi
Ami and Rabbi Asi concerning an alleyway that is breached
on its side wall close to its entrance. Rather, it is referring to
their statement permitting a large breach at the side of an alleyway of up to ten cubits, without concern as to how many
people might pass through this breach (Rashba).
The leather covering of a stool – עֹור ָה ַע ְס ָלא: Some commentaries explain that this case involves the ritual impurity of the leather itself, contracted when a zav sat on the
stool, as a certain minimum measure. The question, then,
is whether or not the hole combines with the leather to
complete the minimal measurement for these purposes
(Ra’avad; Rav Shimshon of Saens).
HALAKHA

Large and small entrances – פ ַתח ָק ָטן וְ גָ דֹול:ֶ ּ When diminishing a wide alleyway by placing thin boards across its
entrance, one must be careful not to make a habit of passing
through the small entrance between the wall and the board.
If one does so, carrying in the alleyway can be permitted
only by means of the form of a doorway, as is implied by
the statements of the Gemara (Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim
363:34).
LANGUAGE

Stool [asla] – ע ְס ָלא:ַ This word also appears in its more
common form, asla, with the first letter an alef rather than
an ayin. It originates from the Latin sella, seat, or the Greek
σέλλα, sella, or σελλίον, sellion, meaning chair. In its original
form, and especially in our sources, it refers to a toilet seat.

 וְ יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס, וְ יַ ְר ִחיק ַא ָּמה, וְ יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס ַא ָּמהThe Gemara suggests: And one could instead prepare a board
 ׁ ְש ַמע, ַא ָּמה וְ יַ ְר ִחיק ַא ָּמה וְ יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס ַא ָּמהone cubit wide and distance himself one cubit, and prepare
!עֹומד ְּכ ָפרוּץ – ָאסוּר
ֵ : ִמ ָּינ ּהanother board of a cubit and distance himself one cubit, and
prepare a third board of one cubit, thus ensuring that the
open space is not greater than the standing segment on both
sides. Apparently, since Rav Yehuda did not suggest this possibility, one may conclude from this that if the standing segment of a wall is equal to the breached segment, carrying in
the alleyway is prohibited.
–  וְ ׁ ָשאנֵי ָה ָכא,ימא ָל ְך ״מו ָּּתר״
ָ עֹולם ֵא
ָ  ְלThe Gemara rejects this assumption: Actually, I would say to
יסא
ָּ יסא ו ְּד ַהאי ִ ּג
ָּ  דַּ ֲא ָתא ֲאוִ ָירא דְּ ַהאי ִ ּגyou that ordinarily carrying is permitted in that case. But here
.יה
ּ  ו ְּמ ַב ֵּטל ֵלit is different, since the air, the opening, on this side of the
board and the air, the opening, on that side of the board come
together and negate the effectiveness of the board.
 וְ יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס ַא ָּמה ּו ֶמ ֱחצָ ה, וְ יַ ְר ִחיק ַא ָּמהThe Gemara suggests: And one could distance himself one
! וְ יַ ְר ִחיק ַא ָּמה וְ יַ ֲע ֶ ׂשה ּ ַפס ַא ָּמה ו ֶּמ ֱחצָ הcubit from the wall, and prepare a board of a cubit and a half,
and distance himself another cubit, and prepare another
board of a cubit and a half. In this manner, one could diminish the width of the entrance of the alleyway to ten cubits.
. וְ כו ֵּּלי ַהאי ָלא ַא ְט ַרחו ּּה ַר ָ ּבנַן, ִאין ָה ִכי נַ ִמיThe Gemara answers: Yes, it is indeed so; this would work
equally as well. But the Sages did not burden him this much,
requiring him to prepare two boards where one suffices.
 וְ ָעיֵ יל,ית ָחא ַר ָ ּבה
ְ יחֹוש דִּ ְל ָמא ׁ ָש ֵביק ּ ִפ
ׁ וְ ִל
:ית ָחא זו ָּטא! ָא ַמר ַרב ַאדָּ א ַ ּבר ַמ ָּתנָ ה
ְ ְ ּב ִפ
ּ
 ֵאין ָא ָדם ַמ ּנ ִַיח ּ ֶפ ַתח ָגדֹול וְ נִ ְכנָ ס,ֲחזָ ָקה
.ְ ּב ֶפ ַתח ָק ָטן

The Gemara raises a new issue: But let us be concerned lest
one abandon use of the larger entrance,N which is ten cubits
wide, and begin to enter the alleyway through the smaller
entrance, which has a width of two cubits. This would negate
the larger opening’s status as an entrance and render the alleyway unfit for one to carry within it, as it would no longer
have an entrance with a side post. Rav Adda bar Mattana said:
The presumption is that a person does not abandon a larger
entrance and enter instead through a smaller entrance.H

? ו ַּמאי ׁ ְשנָ א ִמדְּ ַר ִ ּבי ַא ִמי ו ְּד ַר ִ ּבי ַא ִסיThe Gemara raises a difficulty: And in what way is this different from the opinion of Rabbi AmiN and Rabbi Asi, who
maintain that in the case of an alleyway that is breached on its
side wall close to its entrance, if the breach is large enough for
one to enter through it, carrying in the alleyway is prohibited?
There, too, such a breach should not be problematic, as a person does not abandon a larger entrance to enter through a
smaller one.
ּ  ָה ָתם ָקא ְמ ַמ ֵעט ְ ּב ִהThe Gemara answers: There, in the case of Rabbi Ami and
 ָה ָכא ָלא ָקא,ילו ָּכא
. ְמ ַמ ֵעט ְ ּב ִהילּ ו ָּכאRabbi Asi, the smaller entrance reduces his walking distance.
If one approaches the alleyway from the side, the smaller entrance provides a shortcut, and therefore one might enter
through it as well. However, here, in the case of the two entrances one two cubits and one ten cubits, it does not reduce
his walking distance, as both openings are situated at the front
of the alleyway.
–  עֹור ָה ַע ְס ָלא וְ ָח ָלל ׁ ֶש ּלֹו: ְּתנַ ן ָה ָתםThe Gemara returns to the issue of the standing segment that
. ִמצְ ָט ְר ִפין ְ ּב ֶט ַפחis greater than the breached segment. We learned in the
Tosefta there, in tractate Kelim: The leather covering of a stool
[asla]NL and its hole join together to complete a handbreadth
with regard to ritual impurity imparted by a tent over a corpse.
Any person, vessel, or food that is beneath a covering that is at
least a handbreadth in size together with a portion of a corpse
of at least an olive-bulk becomes ritually impure with impurity imparted by a corpse. The baraita teaches that the leather
covering of a stool and its hole combine to complete the measure of a handbreadth.
, ַמאי ״עֹור ָה ַע ְס ָלא״? ָא ַמר ַר ָ ּבה ַ ּבר ַ ּבר ָחנָ הThe Gemara asks: What is the leather covering of a stool re. עֹור ִּכ ּיסוּי ׁ ֶשל ֵ ּבית ַה ִּכ ֵּסא:יֹוחנָן
ָ  ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּביferred to in the Tosefta? Rabba bar bar Ĥana said that Rav
Yoĥanan said: The leather covering of a bathroom.
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 ֶאצְ ָ ּב ַעיִ ים: ֲא ַמר,ימי
ִ ִּוְ ַכ ָּמה? ִּכי ֲא ָתא ַרב ד
 וְ ֶאצְ ָ ּב ַעיִ ים ֶריוַ ח,ִמ ָּכאן וְ ֶאצְ ָ ּב ַעיִ ים ִמ ָּכאן
 ֶאצְ ַ ּבע: ֲא ַמר, ִּכי ֲא ָתא ָר ִבין.ָ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע
, וְ ֶאצְ ַ ּבע ו ֶּמ ֱחצָ ה ִמ ָּכאן,ו ֶּמ ֱחצָ ה ִמ ָּכאן
.וְ ֶאצְ ַ ּבע ֶריוַ ח ָ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע

The Gemara asks: And how large can the hole be and still combine with the leather covering to complete the handbreadth?
When Rav Dimi came from Eretz Yisrael to Babylonia, he said:
Two fingers of leather from here, on one side, and two fingers
of leather from here, on the other side, and a space of two
fingers for the hole in the middle. However, when Ravin came
from Eretz Yisrael to Babylonia, he said: A finger and a half of
leather from here, and a finger and a half on the leather from
here, and a space of a single finger for the hole in the middle.

?ּ ִמי ּ ְפ ִליגִ יתו:ימי
ִ ִּיה ַא ַ ּביֵ י ְל ַרב ד
ּ  ָא ַמר ֵלAbaye said to Rav Dimi: Do the two of you, yourself and Ravin,
–  ָהא, ָהא – ְ ּב ַר ְב ְר ָב ָתא, ָלא:יה
ּ  ָא ַמר ֵלdisagree in principle? Rav Dimi said to him: No, rather this,
. וְ ָלא ּ ְפ ִליגִ ין, ְ ּבזו ְּט ָר ָתאRavin’s statement, is referring to the large finger, i.e., the thumb,
and this, my own statement, is referring to the small finger, the
pinkie, and we do not disagree.N Both were describing one
handbreadth, which equals the width of four thumbs or six
pinkies.
עֹומד ְמרו ֶ ּּבה
ֵ  ו ְּב,ּ ּ ְפ ִליגִ יתו, ָל ֵאיי:יה
ּ ָא ַמר ֵל
– ְַעל ַה ּ ָפרוּץ ִמ ׁ ְש ֵּתי רוּחֹות ּ ְפ ִליגִ יתוּ; ְל ִד ָידך
 ֵמרו ַּח, ְל ָר ִבין, ִמ ׁ ְש ֵּתי רוּחֹות,עֹומד
ֵ ָהוֵ י
 ִמ ׁ ְש ֵּתי רוּחֹות – ָלא,עֹומד
ֵ ַא ַחת – ָהוֵ י
.עֹומד
ֵ ָהוֵ י

Abaye said to him: This is not so [la’ei].L You disagree, and you
disagree with regard to the halakha in a case where the standing segment of a wall is greater than the breached segment only
when one combines the standing segments from two directions, i.e., both sides of the breached segment. According to
you, this wall is considered as standing, even when one must
combine the standing segments from two directions. According to Ravin, if the standing segment on one side of the breach
is greater, the wall is considered as standing; however, if the
standing segment is greater only after combining the standing
segments from the two directions, it is not considered as
standing.

דְּ ִאי ָס ְל ָקא דַּ ֲע ָת ְך ָלא ּ ְפ ִליגִ ית ּו – ְל ָר ִבין
 ֶאצְ ַ ּבע ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁיש:ימר
ַ יה ְל ֵמ
ּ ָ ָה ִכי ִא
ּ יב ֵעי ֵל
 וְ ֶאצְ ַ ּבע, וְ ֶאצְ ַ ּבע ּו ׁ ְש ִל ׁיש ִמ ָּכאן,ִמ ָּכאן
.ו ׁ ְּש ִל ׁיש ֶריוַ ח ָ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע

Abaye continues: For if it should enter your mind to say that
you do not disagree, but simply refer to the same measures by
different names, to express his opinion, Ravin should have said
as follows: A finger and a third of leather from here, and a
finger and a third of leather from here, and a space of a finger
and a third for the hole in the middle. In this case, there would
still be a handbreadth in total, but each side of leather alone
would not be larger than the space in the middle. The fact that
Ravin presented a case where the hole in the middle is smaller
than the width of the leather on either side indicates that his
dispute with Rav Dimi is a fundamental one.

יב ֵעי
ּ ָ  ְל ִד ִידי ָה ִכי ִא,וְ ֶא ָּלא ַמאי – ּ ְפ ִליגִ ינַן
,ישים ִמ ָּכאן
ִ ׁ  ֶאצְ ַ ּבע ו ׁ ְּשנֵי ׁ ְש ִל:ימר
ַ ִלי ְל ֵמ
 וְ ֶאצְ ָ ּב ַעיִ ים,ישים ִמ ָּכאן
ִ ׁ וְ ֶאצְ ַ ּבע ו ׁ ְּשנֵי ׁ ְש ִל
!ישים ֶריוַ ח ָ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע
ִ ׁ ו ׁ ְּשנֵי ׁ ְש ִל

Rav Dimi responds: Rather, what do you wish to say, that we
disagree? If so, to express the opinion attributed to me, I should
have said as follows: A finger and two thirds of leather from
here, and a finger and two thirds of leather from here, and a
space of two fingers and two thirds in the middle. This would
provide a more striking case where, despite the fact that the
breach is much greater than the standing segments on either of
its sides, the two standing segments combine together so that
the standing segments are considered greater than the breached
segment.

NOTES

Do you disagree…and we do not disagree – …ִּמי ּ ְפ ִליגִ יתו
וְ ל ֹא ּ ָפ ְלגִ ינַן: The two rulings with regard to the measure of a
stool were cited separately, and it was unclear even to those
who transmitted them how to reconcile them. Did they
reflect a difference of opinion due to a retraction on Rabbi
Yoĥanan’s part or because one of them erred in transmission
of the tradition? Are they both expressing the same idea but
in two different ways? Did Rabbi Yoĥanan himself repeat the
same idea twice in different words, but with identical meaning? Consequently, Abaye, who commented only on what
he heard from Rav Dimi, and Rav Dimi himself could not
disagree definitively over the meaning of Rav Dimi’s words.
LANGUAGE

Not so [la’ei] – ל ֵאיי:ָ The root of the word and its meaning
have not been sufficiently clarified. According to Rashi, it
means in truth or indeed. Some maintain that the word
is a shortened form of the Hebrew expression lo hi or the
Aramaic phrase la hei, both meaning not so. The Arukh claims
that it is a compound of two words: The Aramaic la and the
Greek υἱός, huios, meaning son. The word la’ei then means:
No, my son.
HALAKHA

The form of a doorway – צו ַּרת ַה ּ ֶפ ַתח: If the entrance to an
alleyway has a doorframe, it is unnecessary to diminish the
width of the entrance, even if it is greater than ten cubits, as
stated by the mishna (Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 362:10).

ימר דְּ ּ ָפ ְלגִ ינַן – ְ ּב ָפרוּץ
ַ יכא ְל ֵמ
ָּ  ֶא ָּלא ִאי ִאRather, if there is room to say that we disagree, our dispute
.עֹומד ּ ָפ ְלגִ ינַן
ֵ  ְּכrelates to a different point, and we argue in the case where the
breached segment is exactly equal to the standing segment on
each side. According to Ravin, it is considered breached; while
according to Rav Dimi, it is considered standing.
״אם יֵ ׁש לֹו צו ַּרת ַה ּ ֶפ ַתח ַאף ַעל ּ ִפי ׁ ֶש ָר ָחב
ִ
 ַא ׁ ְש ַּכ ַחן צו ַּרת.ֵמ ֶע ֶ ׂשר ֵאינֹו צָ ִריךְ ְל ַמ ֵעט״
 וְ ַא ַמ ְל ְּת ָרא,ַה ּ ֶפ ַתח דִּ ְמ ַה ְּניָ א ְ ּב ָר ְח ּב ֹו
.דִּ ְמ ַה ּנְיָא ְ ּבגָ ְבהֹו



The Gemara returns to the mishna: If the entrance to the alleyway has an opening in the form of a doorway, then, even if it
is wider than ten cubits, one need not diminish its width. The
Gemara comments: We find that an opening in the form of a
doorwayH is effective to permit carrying in an alleyway with
regard to its width, i.e., when its entrance is more than ten cubits
wide, and that a cornice is effective with regard to its height,
i.e., when it is more than twenty cubits high.
י ףד:  ׳א קרפ. Perek I . 10b
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