ֵּ  דְּ ָהנֵי ִמThe principle that entrances are factored into the division of a court,ילי – ַ ּביִ ת דִּ ְל ֶמ ֱהוֵ י ָק ֵאי
יס ַּתר
ְ  ַהאי דִּ ְל ִמ.יה ָחצֵ ר
ּ  יְ ָה ִבינָ א ֵלyard applies only with regard to a house that stands to endure, as
.יה ָחצֵ ר
ּ  ָק ֵאי – ָלא יְ ָה ִבינַן ֵלthe owner needs use of the yard to ease access to his house, so we
provide him with four cubits according to Rav Ĥisda, or part of the
courtyard according to Rav Huna. However, in the case of this small
house, which stands to be leveled, its owner has no need for the
adjacent courtyard, so we do not provide him with any part of the
courtyard, as if it were not even there.

HALAKHA

Diminishing the height of a sukka with cushions and
blankets – מיעוּט ג ַֹב ּה ַה ּסו ָּּכה ַﬠל יְ ֵדי ָּכ ִרים ו ְּכ ָסתוֹת:ִ One cannot
diminish the interior airspace of a sukka more than twenty
cubits high by placing cushions and blankets on its floor,
even if he designates them exclusively for that use. Some
authorities rule that floor rugs may be designated for that
use and do diminish the airspace (Biur Halakha); others
disagree (Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:3).

בוֹהה ֵמ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה ו ָּבא
ָ  § ָהיְ ָתה ְ ּגWith regard to the halakha in the mishna that a sukka more than
 ְל ַמ ֲﬠ ָט ּה ְ ּב ָכ ִרים ו ְּכ ָסתוֹת ל ֹא ָהוֵ יtwenty cubits high is unfit, the Gemara states: If the sukka was more
, ִמיעוּטthan twenty cubits high and one comes to diminish its height by
placing cushions and blankets on the floor, it is not a decrease of
halakhic significance. It does not render the sukka fit, because in that
case one is concerned that the bedding will be ruined and therefore
does not intend to leave it there very long.H
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,[]לכו ְּּלה ּו
ְ  וְ ַאף ַﬠל ַ ּגב דְּ ִב ְט ִלינְ ה ּוAnd even though he nullified them all, intending that for the dura. ִמ ׁ ּשוּם דְּ ָב ְט ָלה דַּ ְﬠ ּתוֹ ֵאצֶ ל ָּכל ָא ָדםtion of the Festival the halakhic status of these cushions and blankets
is nothing more than that of dirt, it is not deemed a fit nullification
because his intention is rendered irrelevant by the opinions of all
other people. People do not typically do so, so the action of one who
does so is discounted.
 וְ ָכל ׁ ֶש ֵּכן, ֶּת ֶבן ו ִּב ְּטלוֹ – ָהוֵ י ִמיעוּטIf one placed straw on the floor of his sukka in order to diminish its
N
. ָﬠ ָפר ו ִּב ְּטלוֹheight, and verbally nullified it by saying that he will not use it for
another purpose, it is a decrease of halakhic significance, as the
halakhic status of adding straw is like that of adding dirt to the sukka
floor and diminishing its height. The same is true, all the more so, if
he placed dirt on the sukka floor and nullified it.H
– ֶּת ֶבן וְ ֵאין ָﬠ ִתיד ְל ַפנּ וֹתוֹ וְ ָﬠ ָפר ְס ָתם
 ַ ּביִ ת: דִּ ְתנַן,יוֹסי וְ ַר ָ ּבנַן
ֵ לוֹקת ַר ִ ּבי
ֶ ַמ ֲח
– יטלוֹ
ְּ ׁ ֶש ִּמ ְּיל ָאה ּו ֶּת ֶבן אוֹ צְ רוֹרוֹת ו ִּב
.ְמבו ָּּטל

A case where one placed straw on the sukka floor and he does not
intend to evacuate it from there, although he did not nullify it, and
a case where one placed undesignated dirt that was not nullified, are
the subject of a dispute between Rabbi Yosei and the Rabbis with
regard to whether the actions alone are eﬀective as nullification. As
we learned in a mishna: In a house in which there is a corpse or an
olive-bulk of a corpse, the halakha is that if there is a handbreadth of
space between the corpse and the roof, the roof serves as a barrier
that prevents the ritual impurity from spreading beyond the roof.
However, if there is less than a handbreadth of space between the
corpse and the roof, the roof does not serve as a barrier, and the ritual impurity spreads upward. In a house of that sort where one filled
the space between the corpse and the roof with straw or pebbles
mixed with clods of dirt, and then nullified the straw or dirt, it is
eﬀectively nullified, and the ritual impurity spreads upward.

NOTES

If one placed straw and nullified it – ת ֶבן ו ִּב ְּטלוֹ:ֶּ The
commentaries discuss both the manner and the timing
of the nullification. In terms of the manner, the question
is whether it must be stated verbally or it is suﬃcient to
indicate that it is his intention to nullify it with his actions
(see Rashi and others). In terms of the timing of the nullification, some hold that it is suﬃcient to nullify the straw or
dirt for the duration of the Festival alone (Rashi; Rosh; Ran),
while others hold that he must nullify it forever, with the
intention that it remain there forever (Rashba; Rabbeinu
Ĥananel; Mordekhai).
HALAKHA

With what materials does one diminish the height of a
sukka – ב ֶּמה ְמ ַמ ֲﬠ ִטים ַה ּסו ָּּכה:ּ ַ If one diminishes the interior
height of the sukka by placing straw on the floor and nullifying it, that diminution is eﬀective and the sukka is fit. Certainly the same holds true for dirt nullified in that manner.
However, if he placed undesignated straw or dirt inside the
sukka, then the height is diminished only if he nullifies it
verbally, in accordance with the opinion of the Rabbis (Rif;
Rambam; Rosh). This diminution takes eﬀect immediately,
and one need not move the roofing in any way (Me’iri; Peri
Megadim; Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:4).
A house that one filled with objects – ַ ּביִ ת ׁ ֶש ִּמ ְּלאוּה ּו
ב ֲח ָפצִ ים:
ּ ַ A house filled with straw or dirt nullified by its
owner is considered completely filled, and its halakhic
status is not that of a tent with regard to ritual impurity
imparted by a corpse. If the straw or dirt was not nullified,
the status of the house is that of a tent with regard to ritual
impurity imparted by a corpse in a tent (Rambam Sefer
Tahara, Hilkhot Tumat Met 24:3).

 וְ ָתנֵי.יטלוֹ – ָלא
ְּ  ָלא ִ ּב,יטלוֹ – ִאין
ְּ ִ ּב
 ֶּת ֶבן וְ ֵאין ָﬠ ִתיד:אוֹמר
ֵ יוֹסי
ֵ  ַר ִ ּבי,ֲﬠ ָל ּה
. ו ָּב ֵטל,ְל ַפנּ וֹתוֹ – ֲה ֵרי הוּא ְּכ ָﬠ ָפר ְס ָתם
ָﬠ ָפר וְ ָﬠ ִתיד ְל ַפנּ וֹתוֹ – ֲה ֵרי הוּא ִּכ ְס ַתם
. וְ ל ֹא ָ ּב ֵטיל,ֶּת ֶבן

By inference, if he explicitly nullified it, yes, it is nullified; if he did
not nullify it, no, it is not nullified. And it is taught concerning this
mishna in the Tosefta that Rabbi Yosei says: If one placed straw on
the sukka floor and he does not intend to evacuate it, its halakhic
status is like that of undesignated dirt and it is nullified. If he placed
dirt on the sukka floor and he does not intend to evacuate it,
its halakhic status is like that of undesignated straw, and it is not
nullified.H Apparently, the tanna’im already discussed this matter.

If a sukka was more than twenty cubits high but the
ends of the palm leaves fall within twenty cubits – ָהיְ ָתה
תוֹך ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה
ְ יוֹר ִדין ְ ּב
ְ בוֹהה ֵמ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה וְ הוּצִ ין
ָ  ְ ּג: If a sukka
is more than twenty cubits high and branches from the
roofing fall within twenty cubits of the ground, and the
shade provided by the branches hanging down is greater
than the sunlight that passes through them, the sukka is fit,
in accordance with the conclusion of the Gemara (Shulĥan
Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:2).

 וְ הוּצִ ין,בוֹהה ֵמ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה
ָ ָהיְ ָתה ְ ּג
 ִאם צִ ָּל ָתם,יוֹר ִדין ְ ּבתוֹךְ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה
ְ
ְמרו ָ ּּבה ֵמ ַח ָּמ ָתם ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרה וְ ִאם ָלאו
.ּ ְפסו ָּלה

If a sukka was more than twenty cubits high, but the ends of the
palm leaves [hutzin]L fall within twenty cubits,H then the following
distinction applies: If the shade provided solely by the leaves within
twenty cubits of the ground is greater than the sunlight in the sukka,
it is fit. If not, it is unfit.

Ends of palm leaves [hutzin] – הוּצִ ין: From the Arabic
ﺧﻮص, khūsִ , meaning the leaf of a palm tree. Its usage was
expanded to include loose branches of all sorts of growths,
as well as splinters from other trees.

LANGUAGE
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HALAKHA

The ends of the palm leaves fall within ten handbreadths –
תוֹך ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה
ְ יוֹר ִדין ְל
ְ הוּצִ ין: In the case of an otherwise fit sukka in
which branches from the roofing are within ten handbreadths
of the floor, even if more sunlight passes through them than
the shade they provide, the sukka is unfit. This halakha is in
accordance with the opinion of Rava, as the halakha is ruled in
accordance with his opinion in disputes with Abaye (Shulĥan
Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:9).
A sukka that one diminished with the construction of a platform – סו ָּּכה ׁ ֶש ִּמ ֲﬠ ָט ּה ְ ּב ִבנְיַ ן ִאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא: In the case of a sukka more
than twenty cubits high in which one constructed a raised
platform along the middle wall, and the surface area of this
platform itself is suﬃcient to render a sukka fit, the entire sukka
is fit, even the section beyond the platform (Rambam; Maggid
Mishne; Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:5).
Platform along the side – איצְ ַט ָ ּבא ִמן ַה ַ ּצד:ִ If one built a platform with a surface area suﬃcient for a fit sukka along one of
the side walls of a sukka more than twenty cubits high, and the
distance between the edge of the platform and the opposite
wall is less than four cubits, then the area of the platform alone
constitutes a fit sukka (Rashi; Tosafot; Rambam; and others;
Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:6).

בוֹהה ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה ְט ָפ ִחים וְ הוּצִ ין
ָ ָהיְ ָתה ְ ּג
 ָס ַבר ַא ַ ּביֵ י,תוֹך ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה
ְ יוֹר ִדין ְל
ְ
–  ִאם ַח ָּמ ָתם ְמרו ָ ּּבה ִמ ִ ּצ ָּל ָתם:ימר
ַ ְל ֵמ
.ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָירה

The Gemara applies the same principle to the opposite case. In a
case where the sukka was only ten handbreadths high, the minimum height for a fit sukka, but the ends of the palm leaves fall
within ten handbreadths,H Abaye thought to say that the same
calculation applies here: If the sunlight in the sukka is greater
than the shade provided by the leaves within ten handbreadths
of the ground, meaning that those leaves do not constitute a fit
sukka on their own, the sukka is fit.

 ָהא דִּ ָירה ְסרו ָּחה:יה ָר ָבא
ּ  ָא ַמר ֵלRava said to him: That calculation does not apply in this particu. וְ ֵאין ָא ָדם דָּ ר ְ ּב ִד ָירה ְסרו ָּחה, ִהיאlar case, as, if the branches fall within ten handbreadths of the
ground, that is considered a sagging [seruĥa]N residence,N and
a person does not reside in a sagging residence. Therefore, it
cannot even be considered a temporary residence.
 ו ָּבנָ ה,בוֹהה ֵמ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה
ָ ָהיְ ָתה ְ ּג
וֹפן ָה ֶא ְמצָ ִﬠי
ֶ ָּ ּב ּה ִאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא ְּכנֶ גֶ ד ד
–  וְ יֵ ׁש ָ ּב ּה ֶה ְכ ׁ ֵשר סו ָּּכה,ַﬠל ּ ְפנֵי ּכו ָּּל ּה
.ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרה

If a sukka was more than twenty cubits high and one built a
raised platformH in it opposite the entire middle wall,B as typically a sukka has three walls and the fourth side is open as an entrance, and the platform has an area of at least a bit more than
seven by seven handbreadths, the minimum area required for
fitness of a sukka, the sukka is fit. Since the seven-by-seven-handbreadth section from the platform to the roof has three walls and
it is less than twenty cubits high, that section is a fit sukka in and
of itself, and the rest of the sukka beyond the platform is fit as far
as the roofing continues.

 ִאם יֵ ׁש ִמ ּ ְ ׂש ַפת ִאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא, ו ִּמן ַה ַ ּצדAnd if one built the platform along the sideH wallB of the sukka,
 ּ ָפחוֹת, ַל ּכ ֶוֹתל ַא ְר ַ ּבע ַא ּמוֹת – ּ ְפסו ָּלהthen the following distinction applies: If there are four or more
. ֵמ ַא ְר ַ ּבע ַא ּמוֹת – ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרהcubits from the edge of the platform to the opposite wall, the
sukka is unfit, as the area of the platform has only two walls.
However, if the distance to the opposite wall is less than four
cubits, the sukka is fit, as the halakhic status of the roofing that
covers the distance to the wall is that of a curved extension of the
opposite wall.

NOTES

Sagging [seruĥa] – סרו ָּחה:ְ The standard meaning of this
term in rabbinic literature is incomplete, damaged. Based on
Exodus 26:13, it means hang or sag.

(Rabbeinu Ĥananel; Rabbi Yitzĥak ben Giat; Rashba). Others
maintain that the edges of palm leaves falling into a sukka
does not render the sukka unfit per se; however, since sitting
in a sukka of that kind would be uncomfortable, one may not
A sagging residence – דִּ ָירה ְסרו ָּחה: Most commentaries and fulfill his obligation with it on the Festival ab initio. If he were
halakhic authorities hold that a sagging residence is funda- to do so he would fulfill his obligation after the fact (Me’iri, in
mentally unfit, and therefore the structure is not a sukka at all his understanding of the Rambam and others).
BACKGROUND

Platform opposite the middle wall – וֹפן
ֶ ִּאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא ְּכנֶ גֶ ד ד
ה ֶא ְמצָ ִﬠי:ָ

Platform along the side wall – איצְ ַט ָ ּבא ִמן ַה ַ ּצד:ִ

Left: Platform along the middle wall
Right: Platform next to the side wall
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?ַמאי ָקא ַמ ׁ ְש ַמע ָלן – דְּ ָא ְמ ִרינַן דּ ֶוֹפן ֲﬠקו ָּּמה
יכךְ ַﬠל ַ ּג ָ ּביו ִאם יֵ ׁש ִמן
ֵּ  ַ ּביִ ת ׁ ֶש ִּנ ְפ ַחת וְ ִס:ְּתנִינָ א
 ָהא.יכוּךְ ַא ְר ַ ּבע ַא ּמוֹת – ּ ְפסו ָּלה
ֶ ַה ּכ
ּ וֹתל ַל ִּס
!ּ ָפחוֹת ִמ ָּכאן – ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרה

The Gemara asks: What is this halakha teaching us? Is it that we
say that the halakha of a curved wallNB applies to the halakhot of
sukka? We already learned this halakha in a mishna ( a): In the
case of a house that was breached by a hole in the middle of the
roof, and one roofed over the breach, if from the wall
to the roofing there are four or more cubits of the remaining
original roof it is an unfit sukka. By inference, if the distance is
less than that, it is a fit sukka. That is due to the halakha of
a curved wall. The intact portion of the roof is considered an
extension of the wall. As this halakha was already taught with
regard to sukka, what is novel in the halakha of the platform?

 ֲא ָבל, ָה ָתם הוּא דְּ ַחזְ יָ א ַלדּ ֶוֹפן:ימא
ָ  ַמה ּו דְּ ֵתThe Gemara explains that there is indeed a novel element to the
 ָקא,ימא ָלא
ָ וֹפן – ֵא
ֶ ּ ָה ָכא דְּ ָלא ַחזְ יָ א ַלדhalakha of the platform. Lest you say that that one applies the
. ַמ ׁ ְש ַמע ָלןhalakha of a curved wall specifically there, in the case of a house
that was breached, as the wall of the house is suited to be the
wall of a sukka since it is less than twenty cubits high; however,
here, in the case of the platform, where the opposite wall is
not suited to be the wallN of a sukka due to its excessive height,
say no, the halakha of a curved wall does not apply. Therefore,
it teaches us that in the case of the platform too, the roof is
considered an extension of the wall.
 ו ָּבנָ ה ִאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא,בוֹהה ֵמ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה
ָ ָהיְ ָתה ְ ּג
 ִאם יֵ ׁש ִמ ּ ְ ׂש ַפת ִאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא וְ ַלדּ ֶוֹפן,ְ ּב ֶא ְמצָ ִﬠ ָיתה
 ּ ָפחוֹת,ּח – ּ ְפסו ָּלה ּח וְ רו ַא ְר ַ ּבע ַא ּמוֹת ְל ָכל רו
.ֵמ ַא ְר ַ ּבע ַא ּמוֹת – ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרה

If the sukka was more than twenty cubits high and one built a
platform in the center of the sukkaHB if there is from the edge
of the platform to the wall in each and every direction a distance of four cubits, it is unfit, as the platform has no walls. If
the distance is less than four cubits, then it is fit.

, ַמאי ָקא ַמ ׁ ְש ַמע ָלן – דְּ ָא ְמ ִרינַן ״דּ ֶוֹפן ֲﬠקו ָּּמה״The Gemara asks: What is this halakha teaching us? Is it that
! ְ ַהיְ ינ ּו ַהךwe say that the halakha of curved wall applies to the halakhot
of sukka? Then this halakha is identical to that halakha, as we
already learned that the halakha of a curved wall applies.

NOTES

Curved wall – דּ ֶוֹפן ֲﬠקו ָּּמה: The precise definition of the
principle of curved wall is unclear. In addition, there is
a dispute among the halakhic authorities based on the
various understandings of the concept. Some maintain
that curved wall means that the wall of the sukka is considered as though it curves and forms a single unit with
the adjacent unfit roofing; it is one wall, part of which
passes overhead (one opinion in Rashi; Me’iri; Rabbi
Aharon HaLevi; Ritva; and others). Another opinion
considers the wall as though it were uprooted from its
place and moved over so that now it is now adjacent
to the platform, and the unfit roofing is on the other
side of the wall and does not render the sukka unfit
(see Ritva; Me’iri).
Not suited to be the wall – לא ַחזְ יָ א ַלדּ ֶוֹפן:ָ Even if the
wall is now considered to be adjacent to the platform,
it is still too high to serve as a wall for the sukka, and
therefore the sukka is unfit (Ritva). The Rid explains the
Gemara in a similar manner. In order to render the sukka
fit for use on the Festival, one considers the wall curved
not only on top of the sukka, but along the floor of the
sukka as well so that it will not be too high and render
the sukka unfit.
HALAKHA

Platform in the center of the sukka – ִאיצְ ַט ָ ּבא ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע
סו ָּּכה: If one built a platform with a surface area sufficient for a fit sukka in the center of the sukka, and
the distance between the edge of the platform to the
surrounding walls is less than four cubits, it is fit. This is
true even if the platform is more than ten handbreadths
high (Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:7).

,ּח ַא ַחת ָא ְמ ִרינַן  דּ ֶוֹפן ֲﬠקו ָּּמה ֵמרו:ימא
ָ  ַמה ּו דְּ ֵתThe Gemara explains that there is indeed a novel element to the
. ָקא ַמ ׁ ְש ַמע ָלן,ּח – ל ֹא ּח וְ רו  ֲא ָבל ָּכל רוhalakha. Lest you say that we say that the halakha of a curved
wall applies only in one direction, with regard to one wall of the
sukka; but in each and every direction with regard to all the
walls of the sukka, no, the halakha does not apply; therefore, it
teaches us that this halakha may be applied to consider the roof
as an extension of all four walls.

BACKGROUND

Curved wall – דּ ֶוֹפן ֲﬠקו ָּּמה: If part of the roof of a sukka, adjacent Platform in the center of the sukka – איצְ ַט ָ ּבא ְ ּב ֶא ְמצָ ִﬠ ָית ּה:ִ
to one of its walls, is made of common roofing material that is
unfit for use in a sukka, then this part of the roof is considered an
extension of the sukka wall. It is as if the wall is curved at the top.
If it is four cubits wide, it invalidates the sukka.

Left: Portion of the sukka roof made of common roo ng material
Right: Platform in the center
. פרק א׳ דף ד. Perek I . 4a
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BACKGROUND

Dug out an area inside the sukka in order to complete
the sukka to ten handbreadths – ימ ּה
ָ ָח ַקק ָ ּב ּה ְּכ ֵדי ְל ַה ׁ ְש ִל
ל ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה:ַ

 וְ ָח ַקק,ָהיְ ָתה ּ ְפחו ָּתה ֵמ ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה ְט ָפ ִחים
 ִאם יֵ ׁש,ימ ּה ַל ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה
ָ ָ ּב ּה ְּכ ֵדי ְל ַה ׁ ְש ִל
– ִמ ּ ְ ׂש ַפת ֲח ָקק וְ ַל ּכ ֶוֹתל ׁ ְשל ׁ ָֹשה ְט ָפ ִחים
,ּ ְפסו ָּלה

If the sukka was less than ten handbreadths high and he dug out
an area inside the sukkaH in order to complete the requisite height
of the sukka to ten handbreadths,B if from the edge of the dug-out
area to the wall there is a distance of three handbreadths,B it is
unfit, as in that case the edge of the dug-out area is not joined to
the wall of the sukka. Therefore, even though the interior space is
ten handbreadths high, its walls are not the requisite height to be
considered a fit sukka.

Sukka with a dug-out oor
Handbreadth – ט ַפח:ֶ A handbreadth is one of the standard
measures of length used in the Talmud. According to some
modern halakhic opinions, the length of a handbreadth
is 9.6 cm, and according to others it measures 8 cm. One
application of this measure is with regard to the principle
of lavud: Two solid surfaces are considered to be joined if
the gap between them is smaller than three handbreadths.

HALAKHA

If one dug an area in a low sukka – ח ַקק ְ ּבסו ָּּכה נְ מו ָּכה:ָ If the
sukka was less than ten handbreadths high and he dug out an
area in the floor with the dimensions of a fit sukka, and the edge
of the dug-out area is within three handbreadths of the wall,
then it is fit. If it is more than three handbreadths from the wall,

then it is unfit. There is a dispute among the halakhic authorities with regard to the legal status of the area surrounding the
dug-out area; some (Me’iri; Shulĥan Arukh) rule that it is part of
the fit sukka, and others (Tur; Baĥ; Taz; Arukh HaShulĥan) rule it
unfit (Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 633:10).

Perek I
Daf 4 Amud b
NOTES

One built a pillar in the sukka – בנָ ה ָ ּב ּה ַﬠ ּמוּד:ּ ָ According to
Rashi and most of the commentaries, this is referring to a
case where the column was four or more cubits away from
the walls and that is why the principle of curved wall is not
applicable to this case. However, there are some (Rabbi
Yitzĥak ben Giat; Ritva; others) who contend that since the
column is ten handbreadths high it is considered a separate
domain, and that is why the principle of curved wall is not
applicable. Therefore, the walls of the sukka are not relevant
to the column, and the same would hold true even if the
column were adjacent to the walls.
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. ּ ָפחוֹת ִמ ׁ ּ ְשל ׁ ָֹשה ְט ָפ ִחים – ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרהIf the distance from the edge of the dug-out area to the wall was less
than three handbreadths then it is fit, as the edge of the dug-out
area is joined to the wall of the sukka based on the principle of lavud.
 ַמאי ׁ ְשנָ א ָה ָתם דְּ ָא ְמ ַר ְּת ּ ָפחוֹת ֵמ ַא ְר ַ ּבעThe Gemara asks: What is diﬀerent there, in the case of a sukka
 ו ַּמאי ׁ ְשנָ א ָה ָכא דְּ ָא ְמ ַר ְּת ּ ָפחוֹת, ַא ּמוֹתwith a platform in its center, that you said that it is a fit sukka if the
? ִמ ׁ ּ ְשל ׁ ָֹשה ְט ָפ ִחיםwall is at a distance of less than four cubits from the edge of the
platform, and what is diﬀerent here that you said the wall must
be at a distance of less than three handbreadths for the sukka to
be fit?
ֵ ָה ָתם דְּ ִא
יה ַלדּ ֶוֹפן – ּ ָפחוֹת ֵמ ַא ְר ַ ּבע
ּ ית
– וֹפן
ֶ ּ ָה ָכא ְל ׁ ַש ּווּיֵ י ַלד,ַא ּמוֹת ַסגְ יָ א
–  ִאי ָלא,ּ ָפחוֹת ִמ ׁ ּ ְשל ׁ ָֹשה ְט ָפ ִחים ִאין
.ָלא

The Gemara answers: There, in the case of the sukka more than
twenty cubits high, where there already is a wall, but it is removed
from the platform, as long as the wall is at a distance of less than
four cubits, it is suﬃcient to render the sukka fit. Here, where the
sukka is less than ten handbreadths high, its wall is not a fit wall. In
order to render it a wall by adding the height of the dug-out area,
if the distance between them is less than three handbreadths,
yes, the dug-out area is considered joined to the wall, as based on
the principle of lavud two objects are considered joined if the gap
between them is less than three handbreadths; and if not, no, they
are not considered joined.

בוֹהה ֵמ ֶﬠ ְ ׂש ִרים ַא ָּמה ו ָּבנָ ה ָ ּב ּה
ָ ָהיְ ָתה ְ ּג
 וְ יֵ ׁש,בוֹה ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה ְט ָפ ִחים
ּ ַﬠ ּמוּד ׁ ֶשהוּא ָ ּג
 ּגוֹד:ימר
ַ  ָס ַבר ַא ַ ּביֵ י ְל ֵמ,ּבוֹ ֶה ְכ ׁ ֵשר סו ָּּכה
.יצ ָתא
ּ ָ ַא ֵּסיק ְמ ִח

If a sukka was more than twenty cubits high, and one built a pillar
in the sukka,N far from the walls, that is ten handbreadths high,
and the distance from the top of the column to the roofing was less
than twenty cubits, and on the horizontal surface of the column
there is a bit more than seven by seven handbreadths, the minimum
area required for fitness of a sukka, Abaye thought to say that
this is a fit sukka because of the principle: Extend and raise the
partitions of this pillar. Given that the column is at least ten handbreadths high, its four sides are therefore considered partitions, and
the halakha is that the legal status of a partition is as if it extends
and continues upwards indefinitely. Based on that perspective, the
surface of the column is supported by four partitions at least ten
handbreadths high that extend upward indefinitely, and from the
top of the pillar to the roof is less than twenty cubits; therefore, this
squared column forms a fit sukka.

,ִיכרוֹת
ָּ יצוֹת ַה ּנ
ּ  ָא ַמר ֵלRava said to Abaye: That is not so, since in order to have a
ּ  ָ ּב ֵﬠינַן ְמ ִח:יה ָר ָבא
N
.יכא
ָּ  וְ ֵלfit sukka we require conspicuous partitions, and there are
none, as the sides of the column do not actually project above
the surface.
ְיכך
ִ ֵּנָﬠץ ַא ְר ָ ּב ָﬠה קוּנְ ד
ַ : § ָּתנ ּו ַר ָ ּבנַןThe Sages taught: If one inserted four posts [kundeisin]L
ֵּ יסין וְ ִס
H
 ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב ַמ ְכ ׁ ִשיר וַ ֲח ָכ ִמים, ַﬠל ַ ּג ָ ּבןinto the floor and placed roofing over them but no walls,
.וֹס ִלין
ְ  ּפRabbi Ya’akov deems it a fit sukka and the Rabbis deem it
unfit.
,לוֹקת ַﬠל ְ ׂש ַפת ַה ַ ּגג
ֶ  ַמ ֲח:ָא ַמר ַרב הוּנָ א
 ָא ְמ ִרינַ ן ״גּ וֹד ַא ֵּסיק:דְּ ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב ָס ַבר
 ָלא ָא ְמ ִרינַ ן: וְ ַר ָ ּבנַ ן ָס ְב ִרי,יצ ָתא״
ּ ָ ְמ ִח
 ֲא ָבל ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע.יצ ָתא״
ּ ָ ״גּ וֹד ַא ֵּסיק ְמ ִח
: וְ ַרב נַ ְח ָמן ָא ַמר.ַה ַ ּגג – דִּ ְב ֵרי ַה ּכֹל ּ ְפסו ָּלה
.לוֹקת
ֶ ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג ַמ ֲח

,לוֹקת
ֶ  ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג ַמ ֲח:ּיב ֲﬠיָ א ְלהו
ּ ַ ִא
.ֲא ָבל ַﬠל ְ ׂש ַפת ַה ַ ּגג – דִּ ְב ֵרי ַה ּכֹל ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרה
– ?לוֹקת
ֶ  ֵ ּבין ָ ּבזוֹ ו ֵּבין ָ ּבזוֹ ַמ ֲח:אוֹ דִּ ְל ָמא
.ֵּּתיקו

Rav Huna said: The dispute between the Rabbis and Rabbi
Ya’akov is in a case where the four posts are aligned on the edge
of the roof,B directly above the exterior walls of a house, as
Rabbi Ya’akov holds that we say the principle: Extend and
raise the partitions. Since the exterior walls of the house are
full-fledged partitions, they are considered as extending upward
indefinitely, constituting the walls of the sukka. And the Rabbis
hold that we do not say the principle: Extend and raise the
partitions. However, if the posts are placed in the center of
the roof,B then the walls of the house are irrelevant and everyone agrees that it is an unfit sukka. And Rav Naĥman said:
The dispute is in the case of a sukka in the center of the roof,
as according to Rabbi Ya’akov, if the posts themselves are one
handbreadth wide, they serve as the partitions, while the Rabbis hold that it is not a fit sukka until it has two complete walls
and a partial third wall.

NOTES

We require conspicuous partitions – ִיכרוֹת
ָּ
ָּ ב ֵﬠינַן ְמ ִחיצּ וֹת ַה ּנ:
Although these partitions suﬃce with regard to the stringent
halakhot of Shabbat, the two areas of halakha are not comparable. One reason is the requirement that the walls of the sukka
appear together with the roofing. In this case, the walls are not
visible at all and are certainly not seen together with the roofing
(Rid). Alternatively, since the column is ten handbreadths high,
it is distinct from the public domain and is a domain in and of
itself with regard to the halakhot of Shabbat; however, a sukka
requires actual walls (Me’iri). Others claim based on the conclusion of the Gemara here that the principle: Extend and raise the
partition, does not apply at all to the halakhot of sukka (Ran).
Let us say that this is a conclusive refutation…on two
counts – …ב ַת ְר ֵּתי
ּ ְ יה
ֱ ימא ֶּת
ָ ל:ֵ Halakhically speaking, Rav
ּ יהוֵ י ְּתיו ְּב ֵּת
Huna’s opinion was already refuted and rejected, and the dispute between the Rabbis and Rabbi Ya’akov can be explained
otherwise. However, since the ultimate objective here is to
ascertain the actual rationales for the various opinions, the
Gemara analyzes the second refutation as well, although it has
no practical ramifications.
LANGUAGE

Posts [kundeisin] – יסין
ִ ֵּקוּנְד: From the Greek χοντος, chontos,
meaning column or post. There is a variant reading, kuntasin.
BACKGROUND

Posts on the edge of the roof – ﬠל ְ ׂש ַפת ַה ַ ּגג:ַ

A dilemma was raised before the Sages: Is Rav Naĥman saying
that only if the sukka is in the center of the roof there is a dispute between Rabbi Ya’akov and the Rabbis, but if it is at the
edge of the roof everyone agrees that it is fit? Or perhaps he
is saying that there is a dispute both in this case and in that
case? No resolution was found, so the dilemma shall stand
unresolved.

יסין ָ ּב ָא ֶרץ
ִ ֵּנָﬠץ ַא ְר ָ ּב ָﬠה קוּנְ ד
ַ :ית ִיבי
ִ  ֵמThe Gemara raises an objection from another baraita: If one
 ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב ַמ ְכ ׁ ִשיר,יכ ְך ַﬠל ַ ּג ָ ּבן
ֵּ  וְ ִסdrove four posts into the ground and placed roofing over
.וֹס ִלין
ְ  וַ ֲח ָכ ִמים ּפthem, Rabbi Ya’akov deems it fit and the Rabbis deem it
unfit.
 וְ ָקא, דִּ ְכ ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג דָּ ֵמי, וְ ָהא ֶא ֶרץBut isn’t the legal status of the ground like that of the center
 ַמ ְכ ׁ ִשיר ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב! ְּתיו ְּב ָּתא דְּ ַרב הוּנָ אof the roof, as it is not surrounded by partitions that extend
. ְּתיו ְּב ָּתאupward, and nevertheless Rabbi Ya’akov deems it fit? This is
a conclusive refutation of the opinion of Rav Huna, who
said that everyone agrees that a sukka in the center of the
roof is unfit. The Gemara concludes: Indeed, it is a conclusive
refutation of Rav Huna’s opinion.
 ֲא ָבל ַﬠל, ָ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע הוּא דִּ ְפ ִליגִ י: וְ עוֹדAnd furthermore, there is an additional refutation of the
ימא
ָ  ֵל, ְ ׂש ַפת ַה ַ ּגג – דִּ ְב ֵרי ַה ּכֹל ְּכ ׁ ֵש ָרהopinion of Rav Huna. It is apparent from this baraita that they
ֱ  ֶּתdisagree with regard to the case of posts inserted in the center
?יה דְּ ַרב הוּנָ א ְ ּב ַת ְר ֵּתי
ּ יהוֵ י ְּתיו ְּב ֵּת
of the roof; however, in the case of the posts inserted on the
edge of the roof everyone agrees that it is fit. Let us say, then,
that this is a conclusive refutation of the opinion of Rav Huna
on two counts.N First, with regard to his statement that everyone agrees in the case of a sukka in the center of the roof that it
is unfit, while the baraita cites a dispute on the matter; second,
with regard to his statement that there is a dispute in the case
of a sukka on the edge of the roof, while the baraita indicates
that everyone agrees that it is fit.

Sukka extending over the whole roof
Posts in the center of the roof – ב ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג:ּ ְ

Sukka in the center of a roof

HALAKHA

A sukka that is between four posts – סו ָּּכה ׁ ֶש ֵ ּבין ַא ְר ָ ּב ָﬠה מוֹטוֹת:
If one drives four posts into the edge of a roof or its center
and places roofing over them, it is an unfit sukka. That is because the ruling in the dispute in the Gemara with regard to
the center of the roof is in accordance with the opinion of
the Rabbis, who deem it unfit. The case of the posts at the
edge of the roof remains unresolved, so the ruling is stringent,
as the halakha is ruled stringently in unresolved dilemmas
involving ritual matters (Rosh; Rif; Ra’avad; others). Others

deem it fit if the posts were aligned with the edge of the
roof, in accordance with the alternative understanding of
the dispute that everyone agrees that the sukka is fit in that
case, as that appears to be the conclusion of the Gemara
(ge’onim; Rambam; Maggid Mishne). The practical ruling is
in accordance with the more stringent view (Kesef Mishne;
Eliya Rabba; others) although the more lenient ruling was
not completely rejected (Peri Megadim; Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ
Ĥayyim 630:6).
: פרק א׳ דף ד. Perek I . 4b
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NOTES

To convey to you the far-reaching nature of the opinion –
יﬠךָ ּכֹחוֹ
ֲ הוֹד
ִ ל:ְ Often, the need arises to formulate a dispute
in terms of the opinion of one of the disputants. In those
cases, the Gemara states that the dispute was formulated
in that manner to convey the far-reaching nature of his
opinion, especially when there is a novel element or lenient
ruling involved.
Wherever this pair of Sages is mentioned – ָּכל ִּכי ַהאי
זוּגָ א: The Gemara arrives at this understanding because Rav,
Rabbi Ĥanina, and Rav Ĥaviva were roughly contemporaries,
while Rabbi Yoĥanan was considerably younger. Including
him with the other three seems anomalous.
BACKGROUND

Grooved and split – יֵ ָח ְקק ּו וְ יֵ ָח ְלק ּו:

, ּ ְפ ִליגִ י ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג:ָא ַמר ְלךָ ַרב הוּנָ א
 וְ ַהאי דְּ ָק ִמ ּ ַיפ ְלגִ י.וְ הוּא ַהדִּ ין ַﬠל ְ ׂש ַפת ַה ַ ּגג
,יﬠךָ ּכֹחוֹ דְּ ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב
ֲ הוֹד
ִ ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג – ְל
.דַּ ֲא ִפילּ ּו ְ ּב ֶא ְמצַ ע ַה ַ ּגג נַ ִמי ַמ ְכ ׁ ִשיר

The Gemara rejects this: Rav Huna could have said to you that
there is no proof from the baraita with regard to the second
matter, as it is possible that they disagree in the case of a sukka
in the center of the roof and that the same is true in the case of
a sukka on the edge of the roof. And the fact that they specifically dispute the case of a sukka in the center of the roof is to
convey to you the far-reaching nature of the opinionN of Rabbi
Ya’akov, who deems the sukka fit even in the center of the roof.

יסין ָ ּב ָא ֶרץ
ִ ֵּנָﬠץ ַא ְר ָ ּב ָﬠה קוּנְ ד
ַ :ָּתנ ּו ַר ָ ּבנַן
,רוֹאין
ִ :אוֹמר
ֵ  ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב,יכ ְך ַﬠל ַ ּג ָ ּבן
ֵּ וְ ִס
ּיל
ּכֹל ׁ ֶש ִא ּו יֵ ָח ְקק ּו וְ יֵ ָח ְלק ּו וְ יֵ ׁש ָ ּב ֶהן ֶט ַפח
,ְל ָכאן וְ ֶט ַפח ְל ָכאן – נִידּ וֹנִין ִמ ׁ ּשוּם דְּ יו ָּמד
.וְ ִאם ָלאו – ֵאין נִידּ וֹנִין ִמ ׁ ּשוּם דְּ יו ָּמד
ֵ ׁ ֶש ָהיָ ה ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב
 דְּ יו ְּמ ֵדי סו ָּּכה:אוֹמר
ְ  וַ ֲח ָכ ִמים.ֶט ַפח
 ַﬠד ׁ ֶשיְּ ה ּו ׁ ְש ַּתיִ ם:אוֹמ ִרים
.ישית ֲא ִפילּ ּו ֶט ַפח
ִ ׁ  ו ׁ ְּש ִל,ְּכ ִה ְל ָכ ָתן

The Sages taught: If one inserted four posts into the ground
and placed a roof over them, Rabbi Ya’akov says: One considers whether the posts are wide enough that if they were grooved
and split,B forming a piece of wood with two segments at a right
angle, and they have a handbreadth to here, in this direction,
and a handbreadth to there, in that direction, then they are
considered a double post [deyumad].L With regard to certain
halakhot, the status of a double post positioned at a corner is that
of two full-fledged partitions. And if not, if after splitting them
they are narrower than that, they are not considered a double
post, as Rabbi Ya’akov would say: The minimum measure of
double posts of a sukka to be considered full-fledged partitions
is one handbreadth. And the Rabbis say: The sukka is fit only
if it has two full-fledged partitions in the standard sense, completely closing each of those two sides, and a third wall, which,
based on a halakha transmitted to Moses from Sinai, measures
even a handbreadth.

? ְמ ַנָלן.בוֹהה ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרה ְט ָפ ִחים״
ָ ״וְ ׁ ֶש ֵאינָ ּה ְ ּג

§ The mishna continues: A sukka that is not even ten handbreadths high is unfit. The Gemara asks: From where do we
derive this halakha?

יוֹחנָ ן וְ ַרב
ָ  ַרב וְ ַר ִ ּבי ֲחנִינָ א וְ ַר ִ ּבי, ִא ְּת ַמרIt was stated that Rav, and Rabbi Ĥanina, and Rabbi Yoĥanan,
.ּ ֲח ִב ָיבא ַמ ְתנוand Rav Ĥaviva taught the matter below.
 ָּכל ִּכי ַהאי זוּגָ א ֲחלו ֵּפי,מוֹﬠד
ֵ  ְ ּבכו ָּּל ּה ֵס ֶדרAs an aside, the Gemara notes: Throughout the entire order of
N
.יוֹחנָן ו ְּמ ַﬠיְּ ִילי ַר ִ ּבי יוֹנָ ָתן
ָ  ַר ִ ּביMo’ed, wherever this second pair of Sages is mentioned, there
are some amora’im who replace Rabbi Yoĥanan and do so by
inserting Rabbi Yonatan in his place.

Post viewed as if it has been carved into a corner
LANGUAGE

Double post [deyumad] – דְּ יו ָּמד: Rabbi Yirmeya teaches
that this word is a Greek-Hebrew amalgam. It begins with
the ancient Greek prefix δι-, di-, or δύο, duo-, meaning two,
and ends with the Hebrew word amud, meaning post. Other
authorities say that the whole word deyumad comes from
the Greek δίδυμον, didumon, meaning double or paired.

 ָארוֹן ִּת ׁ ְש ָﬠה וְ ַכ ּפ ֶוֹרת ֶט ַפח – ֲה ֵרי ָּכאןAnd this is what they taught: The Ark of the Covenant was
נוֹﬠ ְד ִּתי ְלךָ ׁ ָשם וְ ִד ַ ּב ְר ִּתי
ַ ְ ״ו: ו ְּכ ִתיב, ֲﬠ ָ ׂש ָרהitself nine handbreadths high, as it is stated explicitly in the Torah
 ִא ְּתךָ ֵמ ַﬠל ַה ַּכ ּפ ֶוֹרת״that it was one and a half cubits high and the cubit used to
measure Temple vessels consisted of six handbreadths. And the
Ark cover was one handbreadth thick. There is a total height of
ten handbreadths here. And it is written: “I will meet with you
there and I will speak with you from above the Ark cover”
(Exodus : ),

Perek I
Daf 5 Amud a
NOTES

The Divine Presence never descended – ל ֹא יָ ְר ָדה ׁ ְש ִכינָ ה:
The profound meaning of this matter is that the realm of
God, Heaven, and the realm of man, Earth, are two discrete
realms. Even when one achieves prophecy, or when God
reveals Himself in the world below, the gap between the
two realms remains. Instead, the person remains within his
domain of ten handbreadths, and within his limitations,
while God remains forever beyond the reality of this world.
Some view the ten handbreadths as an allusion to the ten
stages of spirituality (see HaKotev; Otzar HaKavod).
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עוֹלם ל ֹא יָ ְר ָדה
ָ  ֵמ:אוֹמר
ֵ יוֹסי
ֵ  ַר ִ ּבי,וְ ַתנְיָא
 וְ ל ֹא ָﬠל ּו מ ׁ ֶֹשה וְ ֵא ִליָּ ה ּו,ׁ ְש ִכינָ ה ְל ַמ ָּטה
״ה ׁ ּ ָש ַמיִ ם ׁ ָש ַמיִ ם ַלה׳
ַ : ׁ ֶש ֶּנ ֱא ַמר,ַל ָּמרוֹם
.וְ ָה ָא ֶרץ נָ ַתן ִל ְבנֵי ָא ָדם״

and it is taught in a baraita that Rabbi Yosei says: The Divine
Presence never actually descendedN below, and Moses and
Elijah never actually ascended to heaven on high, as it is stated:
“The heavens are the heavens of the Lord, and the earth He
gave to the children of man” (Psalms : ), indicating that
these are two distinct domains. Apparently, from ten handbreadths upward is considered a separate domain. Consequently,
any sukka that is not at least ten handbreadths high is not
considered an independent domain and is unfit.

