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OVERVIEW

DIAGRAM

1) The halachah concerning the use of corner boards

R’ Yosef in the name of R’ Yehudah in the name of
Shmuel rules like R’ Yehudah ben Bava who only permits
the use of corner boards around a public well.

2) MISHNAH: The Mishnah records different opinions
regarding the circumstances where it is permissible to carry
in a karpeif. A second disagreement relates to the shape of
the karpeif. Three halachos are quoted by R’ Ilai in the
name of R’ Elazar the first one relating to the halachah of
carrying in a karpeif.

3) The use of the word M to introduce R’ Yehudah ben
Bava’s statement

The Gemara explains the use of the word TW to
introduce R’ Yehudah ben Bava’s statement and why R’
Yehudah'’s ruling is not introduced with that phrase.

4) Clarifying the opinion of R’ Akiva

The Gemara questions the difference between R’ Akiva’s
opinion in our Mishnah and the opinion of Rabanan in the
first Mishnah of the perek since both seemingly rule that one
may carry in an area up to a size of two beis seah.

The Gemara answers: Rabanan permit carrying in a
field that is a full measure of two beis seah whereas R’ Aki-
va only permits carrying in a field that measures 70 2/3 on
each side which is slightly smaller than a full two beis seah.
5) The source for the maximum size of a karpaf

R’ Yehudah cites a pasuk which alludes to the maxi-
mum size of a karpeif based upon the dimensions of the
Mishkan. Abaye explains the plain meaning of the pasuk.

6) Clarifying the opinion of R’ Eliezer

A Baraisa is cited that records R’ Eliezer as ruling that a
karpeif may not have a length more than double its width
which contradicts his ruling recorded in the Mishnah.

R’ Bibi bar Abaye answers: The ruling recorded in the
Baraisa is the accurate one and the difference between R’
Eliezer’s position and R’ Yosi’s is that R’ Yosi prefers a
square shaped karpeif and R’ Eliezer does not.

7) The ruling of Shmuel

Shmuel is quoted as ruling like R’ Yosi and like R’Aki-
va and they are not contradictory because Shmuel intended
to follow their respective lenient positions.

(Continued on page 2)
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The calculation of the square root of 5000 square amos:

(&) A square of 50 x 50 amos.
(2) A strip of 50 x 10 amos.
() A square of 10 x 10 amos.
(1) A thin strip of 2 tefach (1/3 amah) by 50 amos.
Thus, the square root of 5000 is 70 2/3 amos.

REVIEW

1. How long are the sides of a square field that con-
tains two beis seah?

2. What are the guidelines for the Mishnah’s use of the
word Tw!

3. What are the leniencies Shmuel followed when he
ruled in accordance with R’ Yosi and R’ Akiva?

4. According to whom did R’ Huna b. R’ Yehoshua
rule when he said that utensils could be moved
throughout an entire karpeif?
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Is a Beis HaKnesses enclosed for residential purposes
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Which is 70 amos and a fraction by 70 amos and a fraction

The Gemara teaches that one may not transport an ob-
ject more than four amos in an area that is larger than two
beis se’ah (five thousand square amos) that was not enclosed
for residential purposes (NT9 99N NOW 997p). The source
for this measurement is the courtyard of the Mishkan which
measured 100 by 50 amos. Tosafos' wonders why Chazal did
not turn to the various courtyards that were in the Beis
HaMikdash which were larger than the courtyard of the
Mishkan as the prototype of an enclosed area that was not
enclosed for residential purposes. He suggests two answers
to his inquiry. The first answer is that the halachos of Shab-
bos are derived from the Mishkan rather than the Beis
HaMikdash. His second answer is that the courtyards of the
Beis HaMikdash are considered enclosed for residential pur-
poses since there were guards who slept in the Beis HaMik-
dash overnight.

Aruch Hashulchan® proves from here that a Beis
HaKnesses in and of itself is not considered an enclosed are
for residential purposes even though people spend a signifi-
cant amount of time studying Torah and davening there.
This is evident from the fact that Tosafos asserts that the
Mishkan was not enclosed for residential purposes even
though it was occupied much of the day. Accordingly, if a
Beis HaKnesses was constructed outside of the city eruv and

(Overview...continued from page 1)
8) A karpeif

If a karpeif larger than two beis seah was originally en-
closed for residential purposes, it thereby permits carrying
in the entire area that was subsequently planted with trees
because it is likened to a chatzer. If a majority of the area is
planted with vegetables, it becomes like a garden and carry-
ing becomes prohibited.

R’ Huna the son of R’ Yehoshua explains: The ruling
concerning vegetables applies only if the area planted with
vegetables is larger than two beis seah. However, if it is only
two beis seah or smaller it remains permitted to carry.

Although initially the Gemara assumes this ruling to
reflect the opinion of R’ Shimon, the Gemara demon-

strates that it is inconsistent with his opinion.

encompasses an area larger than two beis se’ah it is prohibit-
ed to transport something inside of the Beis HaKnesses more
than four amos. Chazon Ish’, however, adopts the position
that a Beis HaKnesses is considered an area enclosed for resi-
dential purposes. There is an opinion* that differentiates be-
tween a Beis HaKnesses in which people do not eat and drink
and a Beis HaKnesses in which eating and drinking is permit-
ted. A Beis HaKnesses in which people eat and drink is con-
sidered enclosed for residential purposes but in a Beis
HaKnesses in which people do not eat or drink it is consid-

ered enclosed for non-residential purposes. W
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The source for the size of a karpeif
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The total area of two se’ah is 50 x
100 amah, or 5000 square amos. An
area this size or larger was deemed by
the sages to be too large to enclose with
a fence in order to make it into a pri-
vate domain. Less than this area, how-
ever, was not restricted by the sages.
The size of 50 x 100 amah is derived
from the size of the courtyard of the
Mishkan, the temporary Tabernacle
which was erected by the Jews during

their sojourn through the desert.

Why, Tosafos ask, do we use the
dimensions of the Mishkan as a frame
of reference, and we do not use the
courtyard of the Beis HaMikdash in-
stead, which was much larger (135 x
135 amos)!? Tosafos answer that all hala-
chos of Shabbos are rooted in the Mish-
kan. Just as the melachos are derived
from the labors of the Mishkan, so are
the measurements of a karpaf learned
from the Mishkan.

Tosafos also point out that the
courtyard of the Beis HaMikdash was
actually not a classic karpeif, because
the Levi’im used to stand guard at their
stations throughout the courtyard, and

even overnight (see Middos 1:1). There-
fore, it was an enclosure which was de-
signed for residence, and not a karpeif.

The Ya’avetz and the Netzi”v note
that the Levi’im also served as guards in
the Mishkan. Why, then, is the court
yard of the Mishkan used as a prototype
of a karpeif! They answer that, never-
theless, the Beis HaMikdash had many
rooms and compartments which were
used for residence of the Kohanim un-
der certain circumstances (the Kohen
Gadol the week before Yom Kippur,
and for the Kohen who came to burn
the Parah Adumah). The Mishkan,
however, did not serve as a residence at
any time. H
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