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According to the Gemara, the Rabbanan maintain that a sukkah is a *X7y n7°7. There are
many contextual indications of this within Masechet Sukkah. However, one of the most
pointed statements regarding this is in Yoma 10b where it directly states: 17°°nyu? 13270,
Y2 R N7 010 KT, This being the case, how did the Rabbanan maintain their
opinion that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7 in opposition to Rebbi Yehuda, when Rebbi Yehuda
brings a nwyn on Sukkah 2b regarding Queen Helene’s sukkah that was over 20 amos high
and the Elders were silent, as the Baraisa states: 77109 — AR 20Y2 72yn2 7123 ROIW 7910
TN2I0 aNOTW Y92 79717 219972 AwWYR ST 020 MR LARR 2OWAM DOWIIR TV WO AT 02N
727 7% 1INR R QWh PRY P°0121 02327 1P LR DWWV 7012A.

Therefore, if the Rabbanan who hold that a sukkah is a *X7Y n7°7 are assumed to be the
opinion of Tanna Kamma of Masechet Sukkah, Mishna 2a, which states that a sukkah
above 20 amos is invalid, what logical defense did they employ to avoid refutation by
Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa when Queen Helene’s sukkah was over 20 amos high and the
Elders were silent?

This d'var Torah attempts to provide an answer to the above question by:

o [llustrating Rebbi Yehuda’s opinion of ¥2p in Mishna 2a and on daf 7b, as meaning
that a sukkah can be higher than 20 amos in height or greater than 4x4 amos in
length and width, in accordance with the Meiri in alignment with the Baraisa on 3b.

o Explaining how the three dictums in the name of Rav on 2b regarding the dispute
between the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda in a sukkah above 20 amos are not
contradictions but represent multiple opinions of Tannaim which were accurately
transmitted by Rav to R’ Yoshiyah, Rav Huna, and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah.

o Explaining the source and reason behind Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s dictum in the
name of Rav on 2b that states that the dispute with Rebbi Yehuda in a sukkah above
20 amos is at 1AW 1217 WK,

o Explaining how the seemingly abrupt transition from the Baraisa of Queen Helene’s
sukkah to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak stating the halacha for a minimum size sukkah
are not separate topics but related.

e Redefining the concept of a "Xy n7°7.

o Extrapolating a more complete understanding from the language of the Gemara.
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Introduction

This work approaches the Gemara under two methodological commitments. The first
commitment is to give interpretive priority to the Talmud’s own language and structure.
When the Gemara’s own words can carry a resolution, that resolution is preferred.

The second commitment emerged in the course of working with this sugya, and appears to
be built into the design of the Gemara itself — an approach that makes the sugya’s
architecture intelligible. It is the conviction that a sugya is best read as a sustained argument
in which each component reshapes the interpretation of those that precede and prepares the
interpretation of those that follow. Each Mishna, Baraisa, halachic dictum, and
conspicuous silence is treated as a deliberate structural choice carrying interpretive weight.
The proper understanding of any given detail is provisional until the whole has unfolded,
and the whole is itself clarified and revised by each new detail. This is the stitchwork by
which the Gemara reveals the front of the tapestry.

A note on peshat and psak. This analysis is peshat — a reconstruction of what each
Tanna holds and of how the sugya coheres as a single argument — and not a ruling in
halacha lema'aseh. Where the reconstruction yields a consequence that departs from the
codified law — that the Rabbanan's own conception of a °&7v n7>7 would tolerate a narrow
sukkah above twenty amos, or that their minimum size sukkah is 12171 17wX", beneath the
accepted o°nov nvaw Sy nyaw — that consequence describes the logic of the sugya, not
what one may build. In practice the halacha is as the poskim have fixed it: a sukkah above
twenty amos is 77109, and its minimum measure is seven-by-seven tefachim (Shulchan
Aruch, Orach Chaim 633:1 and 634:1). The categorical form of that ruling is itself the
Mishnah's *1m 2°05 — the very simplification this work sets out to read beneath — so that
the codified law and the fuller conception recovered here are each true in their own
register. To reconstruct a Tannaitic position for the sake of understanding it, even one the
halacha did not follow, is the ordinary labor of limud; the distance between the logic of a
shitah and the maskana lehalacha is to be expected, and not a difficulty to be explained
away.

Editorial Note: Al was used for summarizing chapters, translating, editing, and proofing
this text.
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Table of Contents

The Gemara

Masechet Sukkah daf 2a through 3b.

Chapter 1 - Questions and Answers on Masechet Sukkah

1.  What is the overall structural approach of the Gemara in seeking to
understand the individual statements of Masechet Sukkah, Mishna 2a?

2. What is being taught by the Gemara when it begins by asking what is
unique about a sukkah whose s’chach is higher than 20 amos compared
to a mavoi whose korah is higher than 20 amos?

4. Does Rebbi Yehuda allow a sukkah to be built at 20 amos or less in
height?

5. Rebbi Yehuda allows a sukkah to be higher than 20 amos because he
holds that a sukkah is a ¥ap n7>7, but what is his yap requirement
without which a sukkah would be invalid if he at the same time holds
that a sukkah can also be built at 20 amos or lower in height?

6.  Why does Rav Huna in the name of Rav state that the dispute between
the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda in a sukkah above 20 amos is at
exactly 4x4 amos rather than 4x4 amos and less?
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

In the name of Rav, Rav Huna and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah argue over
a matter of length on 2b, but what is the source of their dispute?

Why does the Gemara state on 2b that Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s
opinion in the name of Rav is not like one of the three Amoraim?

If Rav Chanan bar Rabbah agrees with R’ Yoshiyah that the source for
the 20 amos height limitation of sukkah is w7 j9n%, why does the
Gemara on 2b state that R’ Yoshiyah disagrees with Rav Chanan bar
Rabbah because he gives a measurement of length?

How does Rav Huna and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinions
accomplish equal or greater shade at the floor of the sukkah in
accordance with Gemara 22b and Mishna 2a in a sukkah above 20
amos in height?

What is Rebbi Yehuda’s opinion regarding the minimum amount of
shade time when he allows a sukkah to be as high as 40 or 50 amos?

Why is there no transition from Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa of Queen
Helene’s sukkah on 3a to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak stating the halacha
of a minimum size sukkah?

What is the meaning and significance of Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak’s
challenge to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak?

How do we know that the Gemara concluded that Beis Shammai and
Beis Hillel are in fact arguing in a small sukkah over a Rn» X7
requirement as to whether a sukkah is a ¥ap n7°7 or Xy n7°7?

What is the source of the dispute between Beis Shammai and Beis
Hillel regarding the minimum size of a sukkah?



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Since the Gemara proves that Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel do argue
in a small sukkah over a &Xn> X7, and not like Rav Nachman bar
Yitzchak suggested over a 11277, what then is the driving essence of
Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel’s argument in a large sukkah at the
conclusion of the Gemara’s discussion on 3a?

After discussing the dispute between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel,
why does the Gemara ask the reader on 3a to identify the author of the
Baraisa on 3b regarding a house that is less than 4x4 amos?

What are the logical consequences of the Gemara revealing on 3b that
the Rabbanan maintain that a sukkah is a *X7y n7°7 in accordance with
Beis Hillel as described on 3a, when the Gemara interprets the Baraisa
regarding a house that is less than 4x4 amos according to the
Rabbanan’s perspective?

A Preemptive Reply

How should we understand the solution offered by the 7">7 m»oIn and
X2v* who conceptualize Queen Helene’s sukkah as being comprised
of two sections with differing heights to explain how the Rabbanan
maintained their opinion that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7?

If the Rabbanan who hold that a sukkah is a *X7y n7°7 allow a sukkah
to be above 20 amos why does the Gemara on 3b discuss the need to
reduce its size with various materials implying that a sukkah above 20
amos is invalid?

If the Rabbanan who hold that a sukkah is a "Xy n7>7 permit a sukkah
to be built above 20 amos, why does the Gemara state on 4a that a
sukkah whose s’chach provides shade from above 20 amos is invalid?
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22. Ifso, what is the dispute between the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda
regarding a sukkah atop another sukkah in Mishna 9b?

23. Ifthe Elders who visited Queen Helene permit a sukkah to be above 20
amos when less than 4x4 amos in area, why does the Tanna Kamma of
the Mishna 2a state categorically that a sukkah above 20 amos is
invalid?

(vwp)
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The Gemara

The following pages present the text of Masechet Sukkah daf 2a through 3b.
This is the passage upon which the d'var Torah is primarily built. The reader

is encouraged to study this sugya carefully before proceeding, as each
question and answer in Chapter 1 follows the order and language of the

Gemara as it appears here for convenience.
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Chapter 1

Questions and Answers on Masechet Sukkah

The Gemara's analysis of the 827 of Mishna 2a unfolds as a single sustained argument
from Sukkah 2a through 4b. What appears at first glance to be a series of discrete topics

— the comparison to a mavoi, the three Amoraic sources for the 20 amos height limitation,

the dicta in the name of Rav, Queen Helene's sukkah, the dispute between Beis Shammai
and Beis Hillel, and the Baraisa regarding houses — is in truth one continuous thread of
reasoning. The Gemara is methodically building toward a complete understanding of how
the dimensions of height, length, and width determine whether a sukkah is a °N7Y 17’7 or a
Y37 n7°7, and how the Rabbanan maintained their opinion that a sukkah is a °N7Y n7°7 in
the face of Rebbi Yehuda's proof from Queen Helene's sukkah. The following questions and
answers trace this thread from beginning to end, following the order in which the Gemara

itself presents its reasoning.
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What is the overall structural approach of the Gemara in seeking to
understand the individual statements of Masechet Sukkah, Mishna 2a?

The Gemara begins examining Mishna 2a by comparing the Xw*9 of our Mishna to the
X" of the Mishna in Eruvin 2a. As such, a continuous thread of logical thought unfolds
from Sukkah 2a through 4b to methodically proceed through all the factors that affect the
limitations and calculations of the height of s’chach from the floor of a sukkah.
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What is being taught by the Gemara when it begins by asking what is
unique about a sukkah whose s’chach is higher than 20 amos compared
to a mavoi whose korah is higher than 20 amos?

In quoting only the 8w of the Mishna in Eruvin 2a, the Gemara asks two different
questions on Sukkah 2a: XNIpn *INT 127 923 RIW KM .7210D *INT 7910 223 K1Y X1, Why is
one question insufficient that the Gemara needed to ask both of these questions?
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In response to the first question the Gemara states that the uniqueness of a 7210 whose
s’chach is higher than 20 amos is that it violates a Torah law and makes the entire sukkah
structure invalid. Rashi explains regarding a *12 whose korah is higher than 20 amos, that
it would be improper to use the language of 177105 because while it violates a Rabbinic
requirement it does not invalidate the entire mavoi structure. Therefore, a 71210 is unique
because a person can state 772185 because it is a Rn»TINT.
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After accepting the uniqueness of a sukkah which allows us to state 719109, the Gemara then
proceeds to address the second question regarding the uniqueness of a M12» that allows us
to exclusively state a Xnipn. The Gemara does this by way of first suggesting that perhaps
a 127 is not unique because a person could state a Xnipn for a XN*>71XT and say in regard to
a sukkah vyn’ if the sukkah’s s’chach is higher than 20 amos, as the Gemara states: n°v2a'x)
NDNIPN 10 11 RNPINTD RN,

However, the Gemara explains that even though in general a ¥n1pn could be given for a
XN 7K7, in the specific case of a sukkah whose s’chach is higher than 20 amos, there are
numerous details regarding the lowering of the s’chach of a sukkah that prevents a person
from simply stating vy as a remedy, 7071 w917 1010 1. Therefore, the answer to the
second question is that a mavoi is unique from a sukkah in that it can exclusively state a
Xnipn regarding its korah which is over 20 amos, because the details involved are not
numerous, 7°?% w01 X771 Man. Consequently, the korah simply needs to be lowered,
vyn. This cannot be stated by a sukkah because the details for lowering s’chach are
numerous.

In order to explain how and why the details for lowering s’chach are numerous, the Gemara
proceeds with providing the necessary context by first listing the three opinions of the
Amoraim regarding the possible sources for 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah. Then
it highlights multiple corresponding dicta in the name of Rav on 2b, each of which would
consequently impact the requirements for lowering s’chach in different ways. For instance,
R’ Yoshiyah said in the name of Rav, that the dispute between the Tanna Kamma and
Rebbi Yehuda is where the walls do not reach the s’chach. Therefore, according to this
opinion a sukkah above twenty amos whose walls reach the s’chach is not 77105 and it need
not be lowered at all. Whereas a sukkah whose walls do not reach the s’chach must be
lowered to 20 amos or below. However, according to Rav Huna in the name of Rav, the
dispute is at exactly 4x4 amos, which establishes a required shade ratio of 1:5 (length to
height). Therefore, if the sukkah is 5x5 amos and the s’chach is at 26 amos in height, it
needs to be lowered only 1 amah and not necessarily to 20 amos. In addition, according to
this opinion a sukkah of 3%3 amos that is over 20 amos in height, even if it were lowered
to 16 amos it would still be 79109, Next, according to Rav Chanan bar Rabbah the dispute
is at AW 121 WRY. And as it shall be explained further below, if the sukkah is exactly
1AW 12171 WK then the sukkah must be lowered to 20 amos or below. However, if the
sukkah were larger than 12911 1217 WX, depending on its length and width it may or may
not need to be lowered.

In addition to understanding the structure and logical flow of the Gemara in this
straightforward manner, a proof for this approach to the Gemara can be found in the words
of Chazal who stated on 2a, 7>°n 1w°017 17210 37°2. Do not read nn%» >w°917. Chazal
precisely indicated the intent of their words by using the masculine form to ensure that the
reader understood that the entire conversation was specifically regarding the numerous
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laws for lowering the s’chach (700) of a sukkah and not about the entire sukkah (7210)
structure in general. Therefore, the Gemara is only analyzing the X1 of Mishna 2a for
the singular purpose of understanding the limitations and calculations of the height of
s’chach from the floor of a sukkah.
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Furthermore, the Gemara’s use of the word 11010 to refer to the 700 can be seen in the
statements of the three Amoraim that immediately follow. In each case, the word 71210 can
only be understood as referring to the 700. Take for example, Rebbi Zeira's statement: 'Up
to 20 amos, a person sits in the shade of the sukkah; higher than 20 amos, a person sits in
the shade of the walls." Here, the 'shade of the sukkah' is clearly contrasted with the shade
of the walls — demonstrating that 71210 in this context means the 720 specifically.

(End.)
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What is the definition of a N9y n=9°7?

Rava states that temporariness is not determined by the materials used to construct a
sukkah. Rather, temporariness is determined by an abstract dimensional range. Any

sukkah constructed up to 20 amos in height is a "Xy n7°7.
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And, even if a person builds his sukkah out of temporary materials or in a temporary
fashion above 20 amos he does not fulfill his obligation because his sukkah would occupy
a dimension of ¥ap, as Rava restates and clarifies this point to Abaye on 2a: T» R198p 9377
NPT VI DTRT AR o0 79Yn° 2701 %1 ¥ap DT 7°% 7°2Y %2 RV N7 INTT AWW QTRT 78K 7D 7Y
PoB1 R 91 NP N7 1% T7°2Y 90 vap N,

The literal meaning of Rava's words are that a person could build a materially weak or
poorly fastened “seven-day” sukkah above 20 amos that would prove to only last

temporarily (see the Bach §633). As such, Rava informs us that a sukkah's material
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makeup or lack of sturdiness in construction does not matter at all. If a *X7¥ n7>7 occupies
the abstract dimension of ¥ap above 20 amos, it would actually be a ¥2p n7°7 and not as
Abaye would have thought, a &7y n7"7. Therefore, a materially weak or loosely
constructed sukkah above 20 amos is invalid. Just as conversely a sukkah made with
2172 Hw Mgy is actually a "Xy n°7 and not a ¥ap N7 when it occupies the dimensional
space of 20 amos or less.

Rava’s Source for the 20 Amos Height Limitation and Abyae’s Challenge, 2a
7'9] 77'91 "M 7'91 X7 7191 X7'm
DWYn AYN?  DIRT AR DD AWN?  permanent
QYW QTR PR ABR - YaP N7 T AU BuildingRange
¥ for Height
SRI NPT 0T T R Ty v27)
Yap N7 RN P01 X7 01X
v \4 i
20
nnx
TARDMWY TV AW DIRT AnR D 1Y It >
NPT W OTR TV 3 ORI DT N il
W N7 791 971 vap N7 v for Height
()
T
'KV yap yap 'KV
Flimsy I Ay mgmn vy Flimsy
Construct il Mahw Construct

And even though Rashi departs from the plain sense of Rava's words and understands
differently than the Bach in stating that it is impossible to build a *X7y n7°7 above 20 amos
due to a connection to its material construct, he still concludes in his commentary on
Gemara 2b that Rabbah and Rebbi Zeira did not agree with Rava's source for the 20 amos
height limitation of a sukkah because they did not want to learn out from the words nvaw
o an abstract measurement regarding the concept of temporariness and
permanent. Instead, they felt that if the words o°»° nyaw could be interpreted to mean that
a sukkah should be built in some sort of temporary fashion, it would have to be understood
as Abaye did in the terms of the material construct of the sukkah.
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Another proof that the definition of a >Ry N7 is not determined by the materials used but
is an abstract range determined as 20 amos or less can be learned from Gemara 7b where
Rebbi Yehuda is listed as one of eight Tannaim that hold that a sukkah is a ¥2p N7 on the
basis that he validates a sukkah above 20 amos in height. From this we find a proof for
Rava’s understanding that a sukkah which is built at 20 amos or lower in height is in the
dimensional range of what is considered a *X7v n7.

20
nnx

Rava’s Source D'N' NVaV for the 20 Amos Height Limitation of a Sukkah, 2a
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Building Range
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Additionally, this understanding of an abstract measurement verses a material concept of
X7y and y2p 1s further observed in the same Gemara on 7b in referencing Rebbe’s opinion
that the ¥2p of a sukkabh is established as one that is 4x4 amos or greater, regardless of its
material construction. And conversely, Rebbe maintains that a sukkah that is built at less
than 4x4 amos is a "Xy N7°7.
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Rebbe’s Opinion of V27 and 'XV on 7b from 12¥n referenced on 28b

Temporary (xwy)
Building Range for
Length & Width

Permanent (vap)
Building Range for
Length & Width

ax4
nnax

Furthermore, we find that on the basis of an abstract measurement of 4x4 amos, the Baraisa
on 3b regarding the laws of houses determines whether a house is a ¥2p n7°7 or a "Xy n7°7.
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Does Rebbi Yehuda allow a sukkah to be built at 20 amos or less in
height?

Yes, as he agrees with Mishna 2a that states: 219w 77wy 7m23 7Rk, Therefore, a sukkah
that is built 10 tefachim or higher is valid.
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Also, another proof is where Gemara 23a cites a Baraisa that states: 719107 1917 2% IRWY
— WO 37N 27 P01 K1 27, Regarding this Baraisa, Abaye understands that R” Meir
invalidates the use of an animal as a sukkah wall out of concern that it might die, whereas
Rebbi Yehuda validates it. The Gemara explains their dispute as where the animal is of
average size and its top is within 3 tefachim from the s’chach, which qualifies the sukkah
as having the required minimum 10 tefachim in height for a valid sukkah. From here we
see that the Gemara understands that Rebbi Yehuda permits a sukkah to be built at 20 amos
or lower in height.
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Rebbi Yehuda allows a sukkah to be higher than 20 amos because he
holds that a sukkah is a ¥yap n9°7, but what is his ¥2p requirement without
which a sukkah would be invalid if he at the same time holds that a
sukkah can also be built at 20 amos or lower in height?

The Gemara on 7b states: *Rnw N°21 DR 127 NYAY 27 773 %271 PWR® 77 927 2R R
1993 Yap D997 7919 177 X170 177910 2R 719X 2271, Each one of the Tannaim listed holds
that a sukkah needs a particular aspect of ¥2p in order for a sukkah to be valid. However,
if Rebbi Yehuda simply allows a sukkah to be either above 20 amos in height, where it
would be a ¥3p n77, or 20 amos or lower where it would be "Xy n7°7, he would not belong
on this list of Tannaim that maintain that a sukkah must be a j2°v2 ¥ap na7.

Therefore, in accordance with the Meiri commenting on Gemara 2a, Rebbi Yehuda's yap
requirement of a sukkah can be satisfied either on the basis of the dimension of height or
on the basis of the dimension of length and width at 4x4 amos.

The Meiri explains each dimension of ¥2p. In his own voice he grounds Rebbi Yehuda's
requirement in 17N PY2 12WN QYOR TIX X7 YR 17T NYTY 29 — 1170 P2 12wn — and
concludes from it that the Tanna Kamma's reason is accordingly X7y n™nn. And in
explaining Rebbi Zeira he fixes the area at which a dwelling becomes permanent: 77310
n°2 °17p 1K 1% MDY 2°N23W 1R MYWD NIAK T Y MK T X7 anoT e IR — a space
smaller than 4x4 amos is not called a n°2 at all.

What is not a n°2 is not ¥ap. In the Meiri's own construct, therefore, an area below 4x4
amos 1s XY — and this is the identical criterion the Gemara assigns to the Rabbanan on
3b: SWIR 7192 57977 K7 K7 R OWIR 792 97707 NVAR VAR DY N1AR YAIR 792 DK ORT 177 1327 190K,
where a sukkah smaller than 4x4 amos is permitted to them precisely because X7y n7°77
X1, The Meiri's measurement and the Baraisa's are the same, arrived at from opposite
directions — he from what makes a n°2, the Gemara from what the Rabbanan permit in a
sukkah.

As to the dimension of height, the Meiri brings a 0°w79n w° who reads Rebbi Yehuda's yap
as satisfied by height itself — 77w2 'on 7091 ,¥ap K72 79 WOK XYW T¥ 250 7w 'On 770
X7 ¥apa Kow K7 yapa aRwyw> — a reading he reports without rejecting. He does reject a
second 2°w19n ¥, under which Rebbi Yehuda would require no ¥2p at all, dismissing it
with 7X71 271277 PRI

Both dimensions of ¥ap assigned to Rebbi Yehuda here are therefore present in the Meiri
— the one in his own words, the other in a reading he preserves. And the *&7v that mirrors
them is not an inference from the Meiri but the Rabbanan's stated position in the Baraisa.
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Rebbi Yehuda’s Opinion from 12wn 28b, yaj7 7b, Laws of Houses 3b, Disputes 2b, 2a

Permanent (vap) Permanent (vap)
Building Range Building Range
for Height for Height

Permanent (vap)
Building Range for
Length & Width

>20
mx

Permanent (vap)
Building Range for
Length & Width

4x4
nnMx

And this approach would be consistent with the Baraisa on 3b that a dwelling is considered
to be a yap n7 if it is 4x4 amos or greater in length and width. Likewise, this is similar
to Rebbe’s opinion on 7b which defines the ¥ap of a sukkah solely in the terms of length
and width at 4x4 amos or greater. Therefore, the difference between the two Tannaim is
that Rebbi Yehuda utilizes height or length and width in defining a ¥y2p n9°7.

Furthermore, this is consistent with how the Ritva and Ran understand the Gemara’s use
of the term 7% &7°20 17715, which they understand to mean that each disputant disagrees
with his fellow in some aspect of the halacha.

This conclusion is further supported by the fact that Rebbi Yehuda can be seen to dispute
R’ Shimon’s ¥2p requirement for a fourth wall in that he agrees with Mishna 2a that states:
77709 ... M7 IwOw 1% PR, Therefore, a sukkah that has three walls is valid.

Likewise, Rebbi Yehuda can be shown to oppose Rabban Gamliel’s understanding of the
yap requirement of a sukkah in that it cannot be a mobile sukkah, such as one that sits atop
a wagon. This is observed in Gemara 23a which states that Rebbi Yehuda’s reason for
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invalidating a sukkah built on the back of an animal is based on the verse that states: in
o°n° nyaw T2 awyn mwon, the festival of Succos you shall make for seven days. Rebbi
Yehuda does not invalidate the sukkah because it is a mobile sukkah, rather because a
sukkah atop an animal is rabbinically forbidden to be used in such a manner on the day of
Yom Tov and consequently cannot be utilized for all seven days. The implication is that
the Gemara understands that had it not been for the one day of Yom Tov, Rebbi Yehuda
would allow a sukkah to be built on the back of an animal. Therefore, Rebbi Yehuda would
permit a sukkah to be built on top of a wagon since its use would not be forbidden on Yom
Tov and could be used for all seven days.

Furthermore, while Rebbi Yehuda allows a sukkah to be built at 4x4 amos or greater in
length to qualify as a ¥ap n7°7, in accordance with the understanding of the Ritvah and Ran,
Rebbi Yehuda disputes Rebbe’s absolute minimum requirement of 4x4 amos when he
validates a sukkah of less than that measurement. This is clearly seen on 2b where in the
name of Rav, Rav Huna and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah state that the argument between the
Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda is in a sukkah above 20 amos in height which is less
than 4x4 amos in length and width.

(End.)
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Why does Rav Huna in the name of Rav state that the dispute between
the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda in a sukkah above 20 amos is at
exactly 4x4 amos rather than 4x4 amos and less?

The reason for this is that a shade ratio of 1:5 (length to height) is a diagonal line reaching
20 amos in height at exactly 4x4 amos. This means that if the dispute between the Tanna
Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda was stated as being at 4x4 amos and less the reader would have
thought that if the sukkah was merely 20 amos in height or lower it would be valid
according to the opinions of the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda. But this is not the case
for either of their opinions.

Rav Huna'’s opinion of the Tanna Kamma disputing Rebbi Yehuda at 4x4 amos — 2a, 2b, 22b

Rebbi Yehuda
50

nnx

40
nnx

20
nnx

-

/ Tanna Kamma
1:5

Shade WX UKD 4X4
Ratio Nk AN nnx
nnLIwl
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Regarding the Tanna Kamma’s opinion, examples can be found of how a sukkah such as
one that is 2x2 amos can be no higher than 10 amos in height and one of 3%3 amos can be
no higher than 15 amos in height. And regarding Rebbi Yehuda’s opinion of the ¥ap of a
sukkah, Rebbi Yehuda invalidates a temporary sukkah which is built less than 4x4 amos
in length and which is at the same time 20 amos or lower in height. Therefore, the dispute
must be described as being at exactly 4x4 amos. However, both the Tanna Kamma and
Rebbi Yehuda permit a sukkah which is built at less than 4x4 amos.

(End.)
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In the name of Rav, Rav Huna and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah argue over
a matter of length on 2b, but what is the source of their dispute?

The Gemara on 22b states that when Mishna 2a says 72109 707872 7217 InA0w) it means
that equal or greater shade of the s’chach must be present at the ground level where a person
dwells, otherwise the sukkah is invalid. This is the opinion of all regarding the &5°0 of

Mishna 2a and not a unique requirement of Rebbi Zeira on 2a or Rav Huna on 2b.
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Therefore, we can deduce that an additional factor involved in the disputes between Rebbi
Yehuda and the Tanna Kamma according to Rav Huna and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah, is not
that the s’chach must be capable of producing shade at the floor of the sukkah where a
person dwells (regarding this everyone agrees), but more specifically regarding the amount
of time that the s’chach (and not the walls) must provide protection from the daytime heat
in order for the sukkah to be valid, as the Torah states: a7 an»Y® 585 710 79101.

Imagine a person in a very hot desert. He needs protection from the daytime heat. Would
a structure with a length to height ratio that provides only 5 minutes of shade at mxn be
called a sukkah? Perhaps a legal sukkah must provide one or more hours of shade at the
floor of the sukkah where a person dwells to be valid.

The Gemara on 2b explains that the Tanna Kamma of Rav Huna in the name of Rav
understands that the source of the 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah is derived directly
from the requirement that a sukkah must provide a certain amount of protective shade
during the daytime heat, which according to him is minimally accomplished with a length
to height ratio of 1:5, as the Gemara states: R2’X X177 11931 K177 9% 2W» IMRT 8717 2273 181D
210 2.

However, Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion also holds that a valid sukkah must provide
equal or more shade at the ground level where a person dwells as described in Gemara 22b
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and Mishna 2a, but he does not hold that the 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah is
derived from the requirement of shade, as does Rav Huna. Rather, the 20 amos height
limitation of a sukkah is derived from the law of noticeability ("7 va?), like Rabbah stated
on 2a.

Consequently, this opinion of the Tanna Kamma did not have an answer for what the
minimum amount of time is that a sukkah had to provide shade from the daytime heat.
Therefore, the Tanna Kamma of Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion utilized the principle
of nwsan vy nwsan nwsdn R? 7w nwon and determined the shade ratio from their
understanding of the minimum size sukkah. And since this opinion of the Tanna Kamma
holds that a sukkah is valid until 20 amos in height on the basis of w7 wn% and Beis
Shammai’s opinion that a sukkah is a ¥3p n7°7, which requires a minimum size sukkah of
1AM 121 WK in regards to its length, it used these factors to define its opinion of what
the minimum amount of time is that a legal sukkah must provide shade during the daytime
heat.

Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion disputing Rebbi Yehuda at nn7iwi 12111 1wx1 - 2a, 2b, 22b

Rebbi Yehuda
50
mx

40
nx

20
nnx

Tanna Kamma

IWNY UKD 4X4
Nk Nl nnx
nn72wI
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Therefore, Rav Huna maintained that a valid sukkah required 1 hour and 31 minutes of
shade from the s'chach at the floor of the sukkah (1:30:29, rounded up, as a shiur may only
be rounded to stringency), while Rav Chanan bar Rabbah maintained that the minimum

amount of shade from the s'chach is 27 minutes (0:26:48, likewise rounded up).

Rav Huna Rav Chanan bar Rabbah
T .
K/ ! - /// \\1 \ Speed of the sun is \\ L
360/24h = 15 degrees
per hour
22.62/15=1.508 hrs = 6.7/15 =0.446 hrs =
1 hour + 0 hour +
0.508 hrs x 60 mins = 30.48 mins = 0.446 hrs x 60 mins = 26.80 mins =
30 mins + 26 mins +
.48 mins x 60 secs = .80 mins x 60 secs =
20 28.8 secs 20 48 secs
Amos Amos
X A total of 1:30.29 of shade. T A total of 0:26.48 of shade.
22.62 6.7
78.69 86.65
4 1.17
Amos Amos
Pythagorean Theorem: Arcsin Formula: Angles of a Triangle:
a+ b= angle = arcsin(%) a+b+c=180°
202+ 42 =2 aresing 20 ) 78.69° + 78.69° + ¢ = 180°
400+ 16 =2 20.396078054371 157.38° + ¢ = 180°
c=180°-15738°
\1(4]6) =c arcsin(0.98058067569092) ¢ = 22620

20.396078054371=c¢

(End.)

=1.3734 rad = 78.69°
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Why does the Gemara state on 2b that Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion
in the name of Rav is not like one of the three Amoraim?

Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion is not like the three Amoraim (Rabbah, Rebbi Zeira,
and Rava) who attempt to explain the 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah. His use of
nwon VYN NWON NWOHN K? 721 Nwon is coming to establish the Tanna Kamma’s opinion
regarding the minimum amount of time that a sukkah must provide equal or more shade
from the s’chach at the floor of the sukkah where a person dwells. And, through deduction
it can be determined that Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion regarding the 20 amos height
limitation of a sukkah is in accord with Rabbah, w7 9n%. In fact, from the perspective of
Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion, Rebbi Yoshiyah’s dictum regarding the 20 amos height
limitation of a sukkah and his dictum regarding the minimum amount of time that a sukkah
must provide equal or more shade from the s’chach, represents a single opinion of the
Tanna Kamma. Therefore, Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s dictum is entirely dependent on
Rebbi Yoshiyah’s dictum being correct.

And the simplest reason why W7 1wvn> is the only logical option as Rav Chanan bar
Rabbah’s source for the 20 amos height limitation, is that he disputes Rav Huna at 4x4
amos, who is in accord with Rebbi Zeira, and Rava’s opinion of temporariness in regard to
the dimension of height does not permit a sukkah to be over 20 amos. However, a more
nuanced and complicated answer at this stage is that since Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s
opinion is based on Beis Shammai’s understanding that a sukkah is a ¥ap n7°7 requiring
AW 1217 WX, he cannot at the same time hold that a sukkah is a *87v n7°7 like Rava
who will be found later to be in accord with Beis Hillel.

The proof that this is the correct understanding of the Gemara is that after Rebbi Yehuda’s
Baraisa regarding Queen Helene sukkah refutes Rebbi Yoshiyah’s dictum regarding the
requirement that the walls must reach the s’chach, Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion is no
longer addressed by the Gemara afterward. This is because the Gemara understands that
Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinion is dependent on Rebbi Yoshiyah’s source of w7 wn?
being correct.

(End.)
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If Rav Chanan bar Rabbah agrees with R’ Yoshiyah that the source for
the 20 amos height limitation of sukkah is 17> 3912, why does the Gemara
on 2b state that R’ Yoshiyah argues with Rav Chanan bar Rabbah
because he gives a measurement of length?

This is because there is more than one factor that effects the height of a sukkah, as the
Gemara on 2a previously stated: 1°2°n 1w°017 720 177°%. While Rav Chanan bar Rabbah and
R’ Yoshiyah agree that the source for the 20 amos height limitation of sukkah is W7 1yn®,
R’ Yoshiyah still argues with Rav Chanan bar Rabbah over the nature of the ¥yap needed
for a valid sukkah, the definition of which also impacts the height of a sukkah. Rav Chanan
bar Rabbah’s measurement of length represents his opinion that the ¥ap of a sukkah is in
accordance with Beis Shammai, 11911 12171 w2, This becomes the basis upon which he
determines the minimum amount of time that the s’chach of the roof must be capable of
producing shade at the floor of the sukkah, as the Gemara on 22b explains regarding the
X9°0 of Mishna 2a that states: 79109 nbxn 7217 ananwy.  Therefore, Rav Chanan bar
Rabbah establishes a minimum shade ratio using the principle of nwsn nwon X 72191 Nwon
nwon vy based on the 20 amos height limitation of W7 1yn% and Beis Shammai’s opinion
that a sukkah is a ¥ap n°7, which requires a minimum size sukkah of 177w 12171 WX in
length to accommodate a person’s table, 7b.

Whereas R’ Yoshiyah maintains that the ¥2p of a sukkah is that in addition to the roof, the
sukkah’s walls must also provide shade when the sun is at diagonal to the sukkah. Because
of this he understands that there is no minimum amount of time that the s’chach must
provide shade at the floor of the sukkah, as the Baraisa on 7b states: n2%¥n 7217 7nnIw
N9 NAMA AR NI TR 227 .MIDT N K21 ,71°0 NN anKan 1321 110 79100, Therefore, R’
Yoshiyah argues with Rav Chanan bar Rabbah (and Rav Huna) in maintaining that a
sukkah must provide shade for the entire day and not just for a certain amount of time
during the daytime heat of the afternoon. Consequently, he holds that there is no universal
height-limiting shade ratio and so long as the walls reach the s’chach the sukkah can extend
far above 20 amos unimpeded.
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How does Rav Huna and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s opinions accomplish
equal or greater shade at the floor of the sukkah in accordance with
Gemara 22b and Mishna 2a in a sukkah above 20 amos in height?

Given that the mitzvah of dwelling in a sukkah applies around the world, in both the
Northern and Southern hemispheres at the same time during Yom Tov of Sukkot, the Tanna
Kamma understood that the physical dimensions of a sukkah were determined on the basis
of the sun passing over the sukkah at a perpendicular angle of 90-degrees. This would
account for locations where a person is dwelling in exile, and the sunlight and heat of the
day is the most direct and intense. The fact that this shade ratio and its resulting physical
dimensions will produce less to even no shade time of the s’chach at the floor level in other
locations of the world (such as Israel, Russia, or Australia) is not a concern.

Therefore, just as we are not concerned about the angle of the sun and the lack of shade of
the s’chach produced at sunrise or at nighttime, so too the Torah is not concerned that this
sukkah with its physical dimensions may be placed in locations of the world that do not
experience the sun at a direct 90-degree angle and produce the same amount of shade from
the s’chach.

(End.)

39| Page



What is Rebbi Yehuda’s opinion regarding the minimum amount of
shade time when he allows a sukkah to be as high as 40 or 50 amos?

As previously stated, the Ritva and Ran cite a tradition of the Geonim that the phrase 177913
777 X7°20, as used in Gemara 7b, indicates that the Tannaim disagree as to the nature of the
vap of a sukkah. Therefore, Rebbi Yehuda disputes Beis Shammai’s opinion that the yap
of a sukkah requires a person to bring his physical table inside the sukkah, which drives a
minimum size sukkah of 117211 12171 1w, Consequently, since Rebbi Yehuda does not
require a table, he holds that the minimum size sukkah is 12171 7Ww&1. And since Rebbi
Yehuda’s opinion is that a sukkah is a ¥ 177 on the basis of an abstract dimension without
limit above 20 amos, he does not and cannot utilize the principle of nwsn X? 7217 nwsan
nwan vy nwan to determine the proper amount of shade time. Rather, he holds that a
sukkah needs only to provide proper shade at mxn for a singular moment when the sun is
at a 90-degree angle to the sukkah.

And Rebbi Yehuda informs us that this is the correct understanding of his opinion by
stating in his Baraisa regarding Queen Helene’s sukkah in 2b, 0> wyn 79¥n? 77123 X2 7010
SRR 2WRM 2OWIIR TV WO AT 02 77100 nR. He states nR o°wnm 0°vaIR 7Y to indicate
that even at 12171 YwX1 (one amah in length for the measurement of a person, 8a), a sukkah
could be 0°¥27X or o°wnn amos in height, which indicates that he does not hold by a ratio
at all. Otherwise, he could not state either or.
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Furthermore, he provided a 17 to his opinion that there is no shade ratio and that the
minimum size sukkah is 2171 WX with the use of the numbers 40 and 50. Because the
numerical value of 1 amah (217 1wX"), 40 amos, and 50 amos is 91, the gematria of 71310.

(End.)
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Why is there no transition from Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa of Queen
Helene’s sukkah on 3a to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak stating the halacha
of a minimum size sukkah?
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Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak essentially said, Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa regarding Queen
Helene’s sukkah has defeated Rebbi Yoshiyah and Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s dictum in
the name of Rav. Therefore, if you are going to maintain that the Tanna Kamma disputes
Rebbi Yehuda holding the opinion of Rav Huna, that the source for the 20 amos height
limitation of a sukkah is that it requires a 1:5 shade ratio, then the consequence is that:
NI 12977 WRT DPIRR RN 2993 Y 8

Rebbi Abba said to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak: w25 jx%3. According to whom are you
ruling? According to Beis Shammai? But we pasken like Beis Hillel! (And what is Beis
Hillel’s opinion? Baraisa 3a: 7w 12171 1WRY RO NPTAR 171K 12°0K.)

Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak responded to Rebbi Abba, J8»2 X9R, but according to whom
could the halacha be, except Beis Shammai? For since, Rav Huna’s opinion maintains that
the 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah is due to a 1:5 shade ratio, which allows a sukkah
to be higher than 20 amos when beyond 4x4 amos, therefore the Tanna Kamma can no
longer pasken that the minimum size sukkah is 12171 7WwX" in accordance with Beis Hillel
who holds that a sukkah is a *%7¥ 077, which requires this sukkah to be 20 amos or lower
in height. This is because Beis Hillel’s understanding that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7 concerns
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the dimension of height as it relates to the s’chach of a sukkah, which consequently enables
a sukkah as small as 127 WX" in length because he does not require the vap of a
table. Whereas Beis Shammai’s opinion that a sukkah is a vyap n7°7 on basis of a
requirement that a table must be inside the sukkah, establishes the minimum length and
width of a sukkah as 121 1217 WK,

Furthermore, since Rav Huna’s opinion maintains that a sukkah can be built at less than
4x4 amos, the Tanna Kamma can no longer pasken like Rebbe who maintains that a sukkah
is a ¥ap 77, which requires a minimum size sukkah of 4x4 amos. Consequently, if Rav
Huna’s opinion represents the Tanna Kamma of Mishna 2a, the halacha for the minimum
size sukkah must be decided in accordance with Beis Shammai that a sukkah is a ¥ap n2°7
which requires a person to bring his table into his sukkah in order to dwell in the manner
that he normally does in his house all year long, 28b and 7b.

Finally, in regards to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak’s understanding of the dispute between
Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel, which he understood in the terms of a Xn»9IX7 requirement
that a sukkah must be either a "X7v n7°7 or ¥3p N7, the Gemara adds that it was said by
some that the exchange continued with R’ Abba asking, “who is it that told you” that Beis
Shammai and Beis Hillel argue over a Xn>7X7 as to whether a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7 or n7°7

vap? And Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak responded to Rebbi Abba, “it is Beis Shammai” that
told me!
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And the proof that Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak’s statement is a continuation of the Gemara’s
conversation regarding the dispute between the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda in the
Baraisa of Queen Helene’s sukkah, and not simply an introduction to a completely new
topic where Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak makes a halachic statement that was already
universally accepted, is that Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak understands Rav Shmuel bar
Yitzchak’s conversation with Rebbi Abba as concerning the case of Queen Helene’s
sukkah hinging on the assumption that Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel are arguing in a small
sukkah over a Xn»MR7 as to whether a sukkah is a *X7v n7°7 or ¥3p 7. Therefore, he
asked on 3a: "»%5 mvp 15102 Y91 N2 w’aT knn, from what evidence do you presume that
Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel’s argument is over the halacha of a minimum size sukkah,
which is derived from a &n»"X7? Perhaps their argument is over a 71277 regarding the
manner in which person eats.
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And, if Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak’s statement was merely a halachic statement of fact Rav
Nachman bar Yitzchak’s question would make no sense outside of the case of Queen
Helene’s sukkah, because no other case has been presented in which the opinions of Beis
Shammai and Beis Hillel are opposing each other. Therefore, Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak
and Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak are discussing the halachic difficulty that Rebbi Yehuda’s
Baraisa creates if the Tanna Kamma aligns with the opinion of Rav Huna.

(End.)
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What is the meaning and significance of Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak’s
challenge to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak?
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Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak is challenging Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak’s understanding that
the argument between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel over the minimum size of a sukkah,
is originating from a XN 77 requirement. As such, a X177 perspective of the argument
represents a Torah requirement by Beis Shammai that a sukkah must be large enough to
accommodate a person’s table and by Beis Hillel that a sukkah cannot be above 20 amos
in height. And since Beis Hillel’s understanding of a *X7¥ n7°7 is in the terms of the height
of a sukkah, which does not involve a table, they can validate a minimum size sukkah
regarding the dimension of length as small as 12171 "wX2. Therefore, they argue in a small
sukkah over a Xn*7I87 as to whether a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7 or a ¥yap n7.

Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak’s assertion that their argument could possibly be over the
manner in which one eats, which could even take place in a large sukkah, is an attempt to
establish the argument as regarding a 31277. This would mean that the argument in the
sukkah is not defined in terms of a XN X7 requirement, that a sukkah must either be a
¥ap N7°7 or *XY 7’7 with their resulting minimum size sukkahs. In doing so, Rav Nachman
bar Yitzchak is stating that the Tanna Kamma who argues with Rebbi Yehuda in Queen
Helene’s sukkah according to Rav Huna’s opinion and permits a sukkah to be higher than
20 amos when larger than 4x4 amos on the basis of a 1:5 shade ratio, would not have to
pasken in accordance with Beis Shammai that the minimum size sukkah is 12171 WX"
un?wn. Rather, if the argument between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel is over a 13277
regarding the manner in which a person eats from a table (whether in a large or small
sukkah) that would mean that the Tanna Kamma can still pasken according to Beis Hillel
in regards to a minimum size sukkah of 12171 1WX1 because it wouldn’t matter anymore that
Rav Huna permits a sukkah higher than 20 amos when beyond 4x4 amos in length.

(End.)
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How do we know that the Gemara concluded that Beis Shammai and Beis
Hillel are in fact arguing in a small sukkah over a Xn*»MX7 requirement
as to whether a sukkah is a ¥2p n9°7 or XY n97?
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The proof that the Gemara rejected Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak’s challenge that Beis
Shammai and Beis Hillel are arguing in a small sukkah over a 11277 regarding the manner
in which a person eats, is that after stating the Baraisa on 3a: ¥27X 72 PRW 71210 92 K *20
7IWD 12171 WK ROR NPT TR 120K R7OM 79100 NINR Y2IR 9¥ nnR, the Gemara concludes
with the statement: *1np X% AW 12°R). Meaning, that since the Gemara finds Beis Hillel
arguing over the minimum size sukkah of 12171 WwX7 with Rebbe who holds that the
minimum size sukkah is 4x4 amos, and it is clearly not over the manner in which one eats
from a table, the Gemara deduces that Beis Hillel does in fact maintain that the minimum
size sukkah originates from a Xn*7IX7 requirement that a sukkah is a "Xy n7°7, just as shall
be learned from the Baraisa on 3b regarding the laws of houses, that the Rabbanan can
build a sukkah at less than Rebbe’s 4x4 amos because they also hold that a sukkah is a
XY N7°7 in accordance with Beis Hillel.
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The Gemara then brings an additional proof with Mar Zutra who states that if the proper
understanding of the argument was as Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak suggests, that Beis
Shammai and Beis Hillel are arguing over a 71277 regarding the manner in which a person
eats, the Mishna should have concluded that Beis Shammai holds that a person does not
discharge his obligation and Beis Hillel holds he does discharge, o> 17721 X¥* XY R”w2
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Instead, the Mishna states 1°wan 17721 1°2019 w2 which indicates that Beis Shammai holds
that the sukkah itself is invalid according to the Torah, while Beis Hillel maintains that it
is valid. Therefore, since they do argue over the structural validity of a minimum size
sukkah, they are arguing over a Xn»7X7 requirement. And, as such the Gemara rejects Rav
Nachman bar Yitzchak’s challenge that the argument is over a 71277 and cannot escape the
halachic difficulty that Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak has highlighted.

And this was the purpose of the Gemara stating on 2a, X1 R ,772109 *INT 71910 *23 RIW XN
79995 51N RNMINT 7210 XN1PN °1n7 127 °23. The principle of 7100 taught there only becomes
relevant here on 3a for the reader to understand the language of 1701 in our Mishna that
states: 1P°WwOn 997 N 'P’?QWB SNRW N2 ,n°20 7IN2 UAWI 72102 12 WK 7w on. This
sequence of thought was purposefully orchestrated to indicate here that the matter in
dispute between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel is regarding a Xn»71X7, and not a 71277.

(End.)
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What is the source of the dispute between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel
regarding the minimum size of a sukkah?

Mishna 28b states: *X7¥ 1021 ¥2p N0 7w 27X 2°»°1 nvaw 93. The Rabbanan further
taught the Baraisa on 28b that states: 7¥°3 XY 1021 ¥ap N0 AW QTR 2777 Dyaw 93 770
172102 97UmY MW 92IR 70107 rUn MIRI MYEA 79107 1Pvn 2°R1 2°70 12 1. Therefore, it can be
deduced that according to the Rabbanan on 3b and Beis Hillel on 3a to make one’s sukkah
yap and to transform his house into >X7¥, he needs only to 72102 9»vn TMWY 22X, because
in the end a person may not have elegant dishes or fine linens. And this requirement
corresponds to Beis Hillel’s minimum size sukkah of 12171 %", that a person must be able
to literally fit his head and most of his body inside the sukkah in order to be able to fulfill
the requirement to 7202 2°°Um) MW YN,
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However, Beis Shammai’s opinion adds to the common denominator of 12171 WK1, in
concluding that a person must literally pull his table out of his house, making his house
>X7Y, and place the table inside his sukkah (1992 12171 7wX") in order for him to 7MWY 92X
72102 2°un as he normally dwells in his house all year long. And the proof that Beis
Shammai requires the table to be removed from his house is that Mishna 3a states: 77w "»
PWon K97 1721 PO0ID WA NI TIN2 1WA 119102 121 WK, Why does the Mishna state:
N In2 unwn? Let the Mishna simply state that the table is outside the sukkah.
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Regarding the requirement to make one’s sukkah vap, what are the rationales of the
Tannaim? In 28b, all hold that the Torah requires us to “12wn” (dwell) in a permanent
manner in a sukkah. Therefore, a sukkah must be a “dwelling” and not like other structures,
such as a hut to merely sleep in or a watchtower from which to stand guard. Rebbe holds
that a sukkah needs to be a permanent dwelling like a house, which if built less than 4x4
amos will lose its ability to be a dwelling, similar to the Baraisa on 3b which explains
regarding houses: 2 "7 X2 X2 OX) SWIR 2 VT MIAK T DY MK T P2 K OORT
"wR. Whereas Beis Shammai holds that the unique feature of a dwelling is that a person
eats meals at a table, otherwise it is not a dwelling but more like a hut, watchtower or some
other type of structure. However, Beis Hillel holds that if a person simply sat in the sukkah
and ate their meals without a table it is enough to make it a valid dwelling, even without a
physical aspect of ¥2p that would make it a ¥3p n7°7 structurally in a physical sense, as is
found by the opinions of the Tannaim on 7b.

Therefore, the argument between Rebbe, Rebbi Yehuda, Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel is
regarding the nature of ¥ap that constitutes a dwelling within which one can fulfill the
commandment to “2wn”. Beis Hillel uniquely makes his sukkah v3p through simply eating
his meals in the sukkah as opposed to his house, while at the same time maintaining that
the physical structure of a sukkah requires a *X7v n7°7 based on the words 2»° nyaw, like
Rava transmits to us on 2a.

(End.)

48 |Page



Since the Gemara proves that Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel do argue in
a small sukkah over a Xn»"R7, and not like Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak
suggested over a 11397, what then is the driving essence of Beis Shammai
and Beis Hillel’s argument in a large sukkah at the conclusion of the
Gemara’s discussion on 3a?
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The main issue of dispute in both a small and large sukkah is concerning whether a literal
table is required inside the sukkah to qualify as a valid dwelling. Consequently, regarding
a small sukkah of 12171 7wX1 the issue is not that the sukkah is approximately 6x6 tefachim,
but that a sukkah of 6x6 tefachim necessarily does not permit Beis Shammai’s required
table inside the sukkah from which a person must be able to eat. Therefore, a sukkah that
is too small is structurally invalid on a Xn>7&7 level according to Beis Shammai, therefore
12010 w2, Whereas, regarding the dispute in a large sukkah the issue is not that the table
cannot physically fit inside the sukkah. In this case, the sukkah itself is structurally valid
according to the Torah, but since the table is not inside the sukkah from which one must
eat their meals, the person does not discharge his Xn*71X7 obligation to dwell (1awn) in a
permanent manner, therefore X¥> X7 2> w2 to dwell in a sukkah.

Therefore, the Gemara is always referring to Beis Shammai’s requirement as an actual table
which is required to be inside of the sukkah to be qualified as a dwelling when one eats his
meals, which tangentially reveals a minimum size for a sukkah as 17271 12171 WX on a
xn»x7 level. The difference being not just semantics, but critical to the essence of the
argument. For, if a person always dwelt in a small sukkah (12171 1wX7) without a table, Beis
Shammai would say to them as they did to R’ Yochanan ben HaChoranis on 28a: “In all
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your days you have never fulfilled the mitzvah of sukkah”. They did not state that he was
dwelling in an invalid sukkah that was too small, but that they found him dwelling without
a table.
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And this is the answer to the confusion recorded in Mishna 28a between the students of
Beis Hillel and the students of Beis Shammai. The students of Beis Hillel viewed the
dispute only in terms of the size of the sukkah and found a proof in the fact that the Elders
of Beis Shammai did not say a word to R’ Yochanan ben HaChoranis about the small size
of the sukkah which was 12171 1wX7. And Beis Shammai said, a proof from that! But, the
elders of Beis Shammai said to him that if you have always eaten without your table inside
the sukkah, you have never fulfilled the mitzvah of sukkah.

Restated in other words, since Beis Hillel holds that a sukkah is a *X7y n7*7, which limits
the height of a sukkah in accordance with 2°»° nyaw to 20 amos, it allows a sukkah as small
as 121 WX in regard to length. Therefore, the students of Beis Hillel viewed the dispute
between 1217 WwXY and 1AM 121 WKRD in terms of a measurement of length. And
therefore, they found a proof that a sukkah is a *X7y n7°7 from the fact that Elders of Beis
Shammai did not say anything to R’ Yochanan ben HaChoranis regarding the smallness of
his sukkah. Beis Shammai then discounted their proof and supported their own opinion
that a sukkah is a ¥2p n7°7 in pointing out that while the Elders of Beis Shammai did not
speak about the small size of R* Yochanan ben HaChoranis’ sukkah they strongly objected
to his eating without a table. Therefore, the Elders did object to the small size of R’
Yochanan ben HaChoranis’ sukkah at the same time that they were rebuking him for not
eating from his table.

(End.)
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After discussing the dispute between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel, why
does the Gemara ask the reader on 3a to identify the author of the Baraisa
on 3b regarding a house that is less than 4x4 amos?
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Since Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel were proven by the Gemara to be arguing in a small
and large sukkah over a Xn» X7, Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak’s logical argument remains
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standing that the halacha of a minimum size sukkah must be according to Beis Shammai,
PAAWT 12N WK,

Therefore, as an alternative to Beis Shammai’s opinion the Gemara now suggests that
perhaps Rebbe is the author of the Baraisa on 3b regarding a house that is less than 4x4
amos, and not the Rabbanan. In doing so, the Gemara is stating that if the Rabbanan are
teaching Rebbe’s Baraisa about houses perhaps they should also follow his opinion
regarding sukkahs. Consequently, the Gemara is suggesting to reject Rav Huna’s opinion
of ¥ap, which is Beis Shammai’s requirement of 12121 1217 WX and instead adopt Rebbi
Zeira’s understanding of the dispute between the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda on 2a
and who holds according to Rebbe’s minimum size sukkah of 4x4 amos.

What is the practical difference and how do we know Rebbi Zeira held according to
Rebbe’s opinion in regard to the vap of a sukkah? Both Rebbi Zeira and Rav Huna hold
that the 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah has its source in a 1:5 shade ratio, as the
Gemara on 2b states that the two opinions are similar in that they both identify the source
of the 20 amos height limitation of a sukkah as originating from this shade ratio. However,
in regard to the ¥ap of a sukkah Rav Huna maintains that a sukkah can be less than 4x4
amos and even as small as 1AW 12171 WX, like Beis Shammai. Whereas Rebbi Zeira
maintains that a person sits in the shade of a sukkah until 20 amos. How is this possible
with a 1:5 shade ratio, since a person can see that a sukkah of 2x2 amos can only be as high
as 10 amos and one of 3x3 amos can only be as high as 15 amos in height. In truth it is not
possible. Rather, a person is able to sit in the shade of the sukkah until 20 amos because
Rebbi Zeira holds in accordance with Rebbe’s understanding of ¥ap and maintains that a
valid sukkah requires a minimum of 4x4 amos.
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Rebbi Zeira’s 20 Amos Height Limitation of a Sukkah 7X 2a holding the V12 of Rebbe 3a, 7b

Rebbi Yehuda
50

nnx

40
nnx

20
nnx

2

Tanna Kamma

]

1:5
Shade IURY WX 4x4 Sukkah 2a: N2JI10 7¥1 2WI' DTN NN DY TV
Ratio Rk N nnx Until 20 amos a person sits in the shade of a sukkah.
N7l

However, at this point the Gemara continues with adding another alternative to Beis
Shammai by stating the opinion of the Rabbanan in context of Baraisa 3b: 1127 X1 19°0R
SRIY NPT A0 P KPR QN 1127 KPR 18D 7Y, In doing so the Gemara conspicuously
leaves the question regarding the identity of the unknown author of the Baraisa on 3b
unanswered and in front of the reader. This has also led the reader to understand that the
Rabbanan actually hold that a sukkah is a X7y n7°7 in accordance with Beis Hillel and
consequently that they hold that the minimum size sukkah is 12171 wX". This is understood

from the Gemara previously stating that Beis Hillel validates a sukkah at less than Rebbe’s
4x4 amos on 3a.
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What are the logical consequences of the Gemara revealing on 3b that the
Rabbanan maintain that a sukkah is a X9y n9°7 in accordance with Beis
Hillel as described on 3a, when the Gemara interprets the Baraisa
regarding a house that is less than 4x4 amos according to the Rabbanan’s

perspective?

Until here the reader only understood a *X7¥ n7°7 in terms of the height of a sukkah in
accordance with the initial explanation of Rava on 2a. However, the Gemara explained on
3b that the reason it cannot ascribe with certainty the authorship of the Baraisa regarding a
house that is less than 4x4 amos to Rebbe, is because the Rabbanan could also have
authored the Baraisa since they maintain that a sukkah built in an area which is less than
4x4 amos in regards to the dimensions of length and width is also considered a "Xy n9°7.
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Therefore, just as Rebbi Yehuda holds that a sukkah is a ¥ n7>7 which can be satisfied by
being either higher than 20 amos in height or 4x4 amos or greater in length and width, the
Rabbanan hold to the opposite that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7>7 which can be satisfied by being
either 20 amos or lower in height or less than 4x4 amos in length and width, regardless of
its height. Therefore, it can be concluded that Rebbi Yehuda and the Rabbanan both agree
to the dimensions of ¥2p and Xy but only disagreed as to whether a sukkah is a ¥ap n°7
or a "Xy N7°7 from the words 12wn and 2°»° NY2w in the verse 2°»° Nyaw 1awn mM>2102. This
is because 4x4 amos is itself the very threshold of a permanent dwelling, so that an area of
less than 4x4 confers the quality of *X7¥ irrespective of height, as the Baraisa on 3b
establishes: "WIR 71°2 v777 &Y XY XY "WIR 7°2 237 DIMAKR 7 O¥ MR "7 702 oKX ORT — if it has
4x4 amos people dwell in it permanently, and if not, they do not. For the Rabbanan, a floor
space too small to be dwelt in permanently is not made a permanent dwelling by its height,
and its smallness area fixes it as "XV at every height.
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Rebbi Yehuda’s Opinion from 12wn 28b, yaj7 7b, Laws of Houses 3b, Disputes 2b, 2a
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The Rabbis hold 'xy n1'Tin accordance with Beis Hillel 3a and unknown author’s Baraisa 3b
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And, the proof that Rabbanan hold that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7 on the basis of height or
length and width, is that there is no way that they can maintain the concept of a "Xy n7°7
according to the initial understanding of Rava’s opinion on Sukkah 2a and not be refuted
by Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa regarding Queen Helene’s sukkah which was over 20 amos in
height while the Elders were silent. Rather, it should be understood on 2a that Rava was
only coming to explain the Mishna’s statement regarding the limitation of a sukkah in
regard to the dimension of height specifically, but his explanation of a "Xy n7°7 in regards

to the dimension of length and width would be different and also in accord with Beis Hillel
on 3a.

The Rabbis hold '‘R1Y N T from the Laws of Sukkahs 2a & Laws of Houses 3b
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Therefore, it must be concluded that the opinion of Rav Huna in the name Rav, in which
the Tanna Kamma disputes Rebbi Yehuda at exactly 4x4 amos, is the opinion of Beis
Shammai, as the Gemara 3a states: 1110 X2 X7 2’2 7R "1 T2 IMKT KIX 227 0K M0RT RN
71rn. This is because beyond 4x4 amos and over 20 amos in height is a completely
permanent dimension where the Rabbanan could not hold that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n73°7 in
either height or length and width in accordance with Beis Hillel. And, since Rav Huna’s
opinion also allows a sukkah to be less than 20 amos in height and as small as 12171 WX"
1A, it is in a completely temporary dimension in regard to the dimensions of height and
length and width, which Rebbe and Rebbi Yehuda dispute. Therefore, Rav Huna’s dictum
in the name of Rav is transmitting Beis Shammai’s understanding of the 20 amos height
limitation of a sukkah in accordance with 9% and that the vap of a sukkah requires one’s
table.

Furthermore, the Gemara taught us to understand the proper questions to ask and how to
extrapolate a more complete understanding of the Gemara. Given Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa
regarding Queen Helene’s sukkah on 2b, and the understanding that the Rabbanan hold in
accordance with the opinion of Beis Hillel, that a sukkah is a *X7v N7 on the basis of either
height or length and width (meaning that a sukkah can only be above 20 amos in height
when it is built less than 4x4 amos in length), the reader should ask: “Is it the way of a
queen to dwell in a small sukkah?” The Gemara has already taught us the answer: 27 &
72w NPNYRY ROK 10781 XY WR. Therefore, as opposed to Beis Shammai who disputes Rebbi
Yehuda and maintains that her sons were sitting in the large sukkah which was over 20
amos high, the Rabbanan hold to the opposite according to Beis Hillel that a sukkah is a
XY N7 and maintain that Queen Helene was sitting in the small sukkah of less than 4x4
amos for privacy and her sons were sitting with her. Therefore, the Elders did not say a
word to her about her sukkah being over 20 amos in height.

Furthermore, the opinion of Rav Huna in name the of Rav (which represents Beis
Shammai’s opinion), the opinion of the Rabbanan (which represents the opinion of Beis
Hillel), and the opinion of Rebbi Zeira (which represents the opinion of Rebbe), all argue
with Rebbi Yehuda from different points of the dispute. And a 177 that the Gemara would
come to prove that there were multiple opinions of dispute after having properly defined a
X7V N7°7 and ¥ap N7, is that the Gemara on 3a stated: “an® 117 XY9P3 772192 7°12 720 1120, It
should have stated 779173 79102 to reflect Rav Huna’s dictum in the name of Rav. However,
since Beis Shammai, Beis Hillel, and Rebbe’s opinions all argued with Rebbi Yehuda the
Gemara states X*72¥n 70102 to accommodate all of the disputes.

Therefore, in conclusion since Queen Helene’s sukkah’s walls did not reach the s’chach
and the Elders did not say a word to her, it disproves R’ Yoshiyah’s dictum in the name of
Rav which is in accord with Rabbah who states w7 jvn? is the source for the 20 amos
height limitation of a sukkah. In addition, since Rav Chanan bar Rabbah’s dictum in the
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name of Rav is based on W7 1917 being correct, his calculation for a required shade ratio
on the basis of the principle of nwsn LY NWoN NWdHN K2 721 NWwon is also refuted.

However, according to Rebbi Zeira who maintains that a sukkah requires a 1:5 shade ratio
and is a ¥2p n7°7 in accordance with Rebbi’s opinion, he held that her sons were sitting in
the large sukkah that was greater than 4x4 amos and over 20 amos in height. Therefore,
the Elders did not say a word to her. While Rebbi Yehuda maintained that her sons sitting
in her private sukkah which was exactly 4x4 amos while over 20 amos in height.

But regarding Rav Huna in name the of Rav, who maintains that a sukkah requires a 1:5
shade ratio and is a ¥2p n7°7 in accordance with Beis Shammai’s opinion, the Gemara states
that the Rabbanan held that her sons were sitting in the large sukkah that was greater than
4x4 amos and over 20 amos in height. Therefore, the Elders did not say a word to her
about her sukkah being over 20 amos. While Rebbi Yehuda maintained that her sons were
sitting in the small sukkah which was 4x4 amos or less while above 20 amos in height.

Finally, according to the Rabbanan who maintain that a sukkah is a *°%7¥ n7°7 in accordance
Beis Hillel, they held that Queen Helene was sitting inside a small sukkah of less than 4x4
amos which was higher than 20 amos in height and her sons were sitting with
her. Therefore, the Elders did not say a word to her. And according to them, Rebbi Yehuda
maintained that her sons were sitting in the large sukkah which was 4x4 amos or greater
while above 20 amos in height.

(End.)
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A Preemptive Reply

59| Page



How should we understand the solution offered by the 7''>2 mpoIn and
Nawvs who conceptualize Queen Helene’s sukkah as being comprised of
two sections with differing heights to explain how the Rabbanan
maintained their opinion that a sukkah is a XY n97?

The problem that the 7" M0 and the X"2v™7 are seeking to address is that a preliminary
reading of Rava on 2a (that a sukkah above 20 amos is invalid) is defeated by Rebbi
Yehuda's Baraisa regarding Queen Helene's sukkah, which was f7R 239w 7777123 and went
unobjected to by the Elders. Therefore, to harmonize Rebbi Yehuda's Baraisa with the
Mishna in a way that sustains the Rabbanan’s position as the Tanna Kamma in opposition
to Rebbi Yehuda, a fact was inferred from outside the Gemara's words. The 7" m90In
and the X"2v™ propose that Queen Helene's sukkah must have contained two rooms of
differing heights — one above twenty amos and one below — and that her sons were sitting
in the lower room. This lower sukkah is a fact not mentioned in the Baraisa or Gemara
elsewhere. It was a necessary inference because no other solution was available to prevent
the refutation of our understanding of Rava by Rebbi Yehuda’s Baraisa.

However, in accordance with the methods stated at the beginning of this work, the Talmud's
own language is preferred over an inference not present in the Baraisa. The broader context
and subsequent discussions of the Gemara portray a more nuanced understanding of the
dispute between Rebbi Yehuda and Rava — between ¥2p and *&v. This is understood when
the Gemara develops a series of deductions that reveal that Rava’s opinion that a sukkah is
a X7 n7°7 is derived from Beis Hillel and that Beis Hillel’s understanding of a *X7v n7>7
includes the dimension of length and width, not just the dimension of height. The Gemara
establishes this in several crucial steps.

First, it utilized on 3a Rebbi Yehuda’s dispute with Rav Huna’s 1:5 shade ratio in Queen
Helene’s sukkah as context to define the functional difference between Beis Shammai’s
opinion that a sukkah is a ¥2p n7°7 and Beis Hillel’s opinion that a sukkah is a "Xy n7°7.
The Gemara’s deductive reasoning in this context effectively connects Beis Hillel and
Rava’s opinions that a sukkah is a *X7y n7>7. This is accomplished because Rav Huna’s
opinion, that a sukkah can be higher than 20 amos in height when beyond 4x4 amos in
length, invalidates their common understanding of a X7y n7°7. Through this mechanism
the Gemara shows that Rava’s opinion is derived from Beis Hillel’s.

Next, the Gemara continues on 3a proving that Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel are not
arguing in a sukkah over a 11277 regarding the manner in which a person eats, as Rav
Nachman bar Yitzchak challenged. In the process the Gemara further defined Beis Hillel’s
concept of a "R7¥ nN7°7 as one that includes more than just the dimension of height. Beis
Hillel’s concept of a "Xy n7°7 is understood to also include the dimension of length and
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width when he argues with Rebbe over the minimum length and width of a sukkah. This
is clearly seen on 3a when the Gemara states: MR ¥2IX 772 PR 7210 22 92X %27 TPXR XM
STTIAR POWP CINR RY AW 12K AW 12177 WRD ROX NPT K 120K X7OMY 79100 MIAR YR DY
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Finally, the Gemara associates the Rabbanan’s opinion with Beis Hillel and Rava’s opinion
using the Baraisa on 3b regarding the laws of houses when it states that the Rabbanan could
also have authored the Baraisa because they can build a sukkah at less than Rebbe’s 4x4
amos. This is because they maintain that a sukkah is a *X7¥ n7°7 in accordance with Beis
Hillel on 3a and by extension Rava on 2a. Therefore, Beis Hillel and Rabbanan hold that
a sukkah can also acquire the quality of *X7¥ by being built at less than 4x4 amos in length
and width as opposed to having to be built at 20 amos or less in height.
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And this is the understanding of the Gemara when it states on 3b: an: 1327 *RP K2 1R 7Y
X7 ORI N777 — 7230 PV ROX. But prior to this point, where does the Gemara speak about
a sukkah being a "Xy n7°7 after Rava introduces the concept, except on 3a where Beis
Hillel argues with Beis Shammai over a 80> 1X7 involving the dimension of height in the
case of Queen Helene’s sukkah and where Beis Hillel argues with Rebbe over the
dimension of length and width.
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Furthermore, this was the thrust of what Rabbi Abba said to Rav Shmuel bar Yitzchak on
3a when he stated: *X»w n°25 ,3%13?! But the Rabbanan pasken like Beis Hillel!
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Therefore, just as Rebbi Yehuda holds that a sukkah is a ¥ n7°7 which can be satisfied by
being either higher than 20 amos in height or 4x4 amos or greater in length and width, the
Rabbanan hold to the opposite that a sukkah is a *%7¥ n7°7 which can be satisfied by being
either 20 amos or lower in height or less than 4x4 amos in length and width, regardless of
its height.

Rebbi Yehuda’s Opinion from 12wn 28b, ya7 7b, Laws of Houses 3b, Disputes 2b, 2a

Permanent (vap) Permanent (vap)
Building Range Building Range
for Height for Height
Permanent (vap)

Building Range for

Length & Width

>20
nnx

Permanent (vap)
Building Range for
Length & Width

4X4
nnx
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The Rabbis hold ‘XY n1'Tin accordance with Beis Hillel 3a and unknown author’s Baraisa 3b

Temporary (xw)
Building Range for
Length & Width

20
nnx

Temporary (xw)
Building Range

for Height

Temporary (xw) Temporary (xw)
Building Range for Building Range
Length & Width for Height

< 4X4
mx

This is because 4x4 amos is itself the very threshold of a permanent dwelling, so that a
length and width of less than 4x4 confers the quality of "XV irrespective of height, as the
Baraisa on 3b establishes: "W1K 71°2 >77°7 &7 87 "R WIR 71°2 7177 MK T 59 DR "7 792 NOR ORT
— if it has to it 4x4 amos people dwell in it permanently, and if not, they do not. For the
Rabbanan, a floor space that is too small to be dwelt in permanently, it cannot be made a
permanent dwelling by its height, and its small area fixes it as "Xy n7°7 at every height.
And conversely, Rebbe does not invalidate a sukkah of 4x4 amos or greater when it is built
20 amos or less in height — he treats it as a ¥2p 17°7 on the dimension of length and width.

In conclusion, after the Gemara establishes that Rava's opinion that a sukkah is a *&7v n7°7
is derived from Beis Hillel and that Beis Hillel's understanding of a *X7¥ n7°7 includes the
dimension of length and width, the reader can understand both the deeper nature of the
dispute and how the Rabbanan, Beis Hillel, and by extension Rava, avoid refutation by
Rebbi Yehuda's Baraisa regarding Queen Helene's sukkah. The queen sat in her private
sukkah of less than 4x4 amos, with her sons beside her. And since the sukkah is a n7°7
X7V by the dimension of length and width it is valid for the Rabbanan even though it
exceeds 20 amos in height.
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This resolution does not require the inference of a second lower sukkah proposed by the
7"9 mooIn and the X"av; the Talmud's own language carries it without altering the
understanding of the Baraisa.

(End.)
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If the Rabbanan who hold that a sukkah is a 89y n9°7 allow a sukkah to
be above 20 amos why does the Gemara on 3b discuss the need to reduce
its size with various materials implying that a sukkah above 20 amos is
invalid?

Analyzing this Gemara in context of Beis Hillel's opinion, when does such a case like this
ever occur? The Gemara can only be discussing a sukkah that was built 4x4 amos or larger
and over 20 amos in height, making it a ¥ap n7°7. Therefore, the Rabbanan who maintain
that a sukkah is a "Xy n°7 in accordance with Beis Hillel, state that if one came to reduce
its height, as opposed to its length, it must be done with the right materials and intentions.
The purpose of this Gemara is to address how to make a correction to the floor of a sukkah
when such a case occurs.
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If the Rabbanan who hold that a sukkah is a X9 n9°7 permit a sukkah
to be built above 20 amos, why does the Gemara state on 4a that a sukkah
whose s’chach provides shade from above 20 amos is invalid?

This is also the case in which the sukkah is 4x4 amos or larger. Therefore, if the portion
of the s’chach that produces enough shade is above 20 amos in height, the sukkah cannot
be considered a valid "Xy n7°7. Therefore, the purpose of this Gemara is to address how
to make a correction to the ceiling of a sukkah when such a case occurs.
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If so, what is the dispute between the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda
regarding a sukkah atop another sukkah in Mishna 9b?

Mishna 9b states: 1717 PR OX WK 37% 77 79100 ANNANM 7w TRV 910 023 DY 1910
7w annna mahva — A sukkah atop another sukkah, the upper one is valid and the lower
one is invalid. Rebbi Yehuda says: If there are no tenants in the upper one, the lower one
is valid.

Iy =

B A0 N PR a0 18 wwopy
£/ma3 By B Shiopy . o 0o ohep i YUMEY o A0S E) L 5 PO TS Mo P pminfn o0 "D 338
PP 0 S0 i ) 1 1550 KT . DhoD DIPRS00 igfnh EgeD) nbw from pip 237 1:*::{;1 al :,“ﬁ“,&?ﬁ; »

snd sy ondpa) 1 ob e frmn Lo phobimpbe b Hhoorop sovm ohbis wH noven Prfo pOOE o w0 b wT
hw:mn-imi}hpe:-uﬁ-pﬁmn pan e ohep Gy nsh hoph o pine oy p':m:' Iﬂécm!mm b g
i s 5 th B0 50 P w nn % 00 W e mmae g

oD PR ginfp i 17N ougs 0 nnoanoo et AN fmm*ﬁ&mmm R vEm o mo

:wf:ﬂ t?_mmi‘l-pn;ﬁ}?m:f::n 0 .3: by N0 AN TR ANy ﬁmﬁﬁﬂ?’ P uEn by < B Y 0 b
e ) Amboe mninm Tws avyn b oo vEm w. e

P s pu phess o OVTNTT TYODI PTT PR DN OCOW PR 1327 271 o 1‘:1':1*39 — e
Prspm pDES 10 Jppbeny  [OND NON P RS RIVEBNCDIIT®Y oo ponhy 6 prozs o

5o s Eth Ae pren  NITID RN O3N WBRD AN NN M b (b 47) o thpm Spat WAt
ks opad oo MY R0 PN YRS UPDTE ONSD s DNt W uon i3 dphipny ooy RTLNND e

The Gemara on 9b presents Rabbi Yermiya's Baraisa about composite s'chach
configurations. The Gemara subsequently focuses on the obvious unanswered question
regarding Rabbi Yermiya's first example which results in two valid s'chachs — how much
vertical separation between the upper and lower s’chachs is required before the upper
s'chach invalidates the lower as a sukkah above a sukkah? On 10a, Rav Huna states one
tefach, while Rav Chisda requires four tefachim. For them, the top layer of s’chach with
these small gaps form a temporary shelter that suffices to disqualify the lower sukkah.

However, since Shmuel does not ascribe to the concept that a temporary shelter nullifies a
fixed shelter as seen further down on 10b, he introduces a different principle of 73 77w372
72109 — as the sukkah’s validation so is its invalidation. For Shmuel, Rabbi Yermiya's top
layer of s’chach must be at least ten tefachim high to invalidate the lower sukkah.

The Gemara then tests Shmuel’s principle of 77105 75 77w verses Rav Huna and Rav
Chisda by mapping these three opinions onto the Tannaitic dispute with Rebbi Yehuda in
the Mishna on 9b. As such, if Rebbi Yehuda shares Shmuel’s principle of 77109 75 77won,
then if the top sukkah is less than ten tefachim and the Tanna Kamma maintains that upper
sukkah is valid while the lower sukkabh is invalid, it would indicate that the Tanna Kamma
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holds like either Rav Huna or Rav Chisda who maintain that a small gap between the
s’chachs invalidates the lower sukkah.

However, the Gemara then brings Rav Dimi from the West to explain the dispute
differently where the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda both subscribe to the principle of
72109 73 wond, like Shmuel. Accordingly, the dispute in Mishna 9b is not related to the
ten tefachim height requirement, regarding this both the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda
agree. Rather the argument is over the requirement for a person to have had an intention
for the mitzvah when building a sukkah — 79109 72 77w>772. And Rebbi Yehuda’s operative
test for determining if there was intent for the upper space to serve as a valid sukkah is if
the lower sukkah’s s’chach can firmly support two persons and their bedding.

LU B A W e ) L e

D W poey e teiamy T PR OSBRSS Annnna avbya
™ WU D P R pED T N

o WA Wit A RS
OO pEb DO BIER DobnD
SO0 DR LSRR TYPRET T

MNTIIINE B3 T PR CRD WO O

AN B N30 NEp KA SOob ey mad k5T e o e
FINCEI N TR NI TN 0N YT 20 RO 42 00D TR e
NI S%0b s i Aty S oo oo S5ph b

S S35 b s sow mboe Sopb e nrse e'pr 0
SANT B TIRN W ORIT B0 D 0 oTET MM fpmn
et wop o Oy sn o San s qupn XY DTER W

T3 WL APl 1 R Dep
sorpep B somen 3 padh o
Wb an e, ferD by
e brp e bl torh opmp
Doy oy poneh fm 69
ohipn mm o onnnb
oo fvpaz Lo fevobh
e S A R

This is derived from the Mishna’s use of the plural language "if there are no tenants in the
upper one." Likewise, the Gemara uses of the word 7717 and in describing Rav Dimi's

bedding test it invokes the plural form of mno>1 0°73. This is critical for understanding the
positions of both the Tanna Kamma and Rebbi Yehuda. Because this dispute is a
continuation of the previous argument in Mishna 9a between Beis Shammai and Beis Hillel
over whether a sukkah needs to be built with the mitzvah in mind in order to be considered
a valid sukkah.

As such, for the Tanna Kamma who aligns with Beis Hillel and does not require intent, if
the lower sukkah’s s’chach barely supports two tenants with their pillows and blankets then
by the same structural fact it would firmly support one and the upper space between the
two s’chachs would be considered a valid sukkah, making the lower one invalid.

Whereas Rebbi Yehuda aligns with Beis Shammai and maintains that 72105 75 79w
requires a person to have the intention to make the upper space a sukkah. Only then would
it be capable of disqualifying the lower sukkah. This is learned from 9a where the Gemara
associates Beis Shammai with Rabbi Eliezer on the basis of Rabbi Eliezer's strict reading
of on> nvaw 7% 7wyn. And Rebbi Yehuda also reads the same verse with the same strict
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posture at Gemara 23a. Therefore, Rebbi Yehuda's requirement for intent in the case of a
sukkah above a sukkah follows directly.

Given this, the Mishna’s plural 717 functions for Rebbi Yehuda as evidence of intent
derived from the physical structure when there are no tenants present. He applies the
principle of 27X *12 YW 13711 217 — that a person builds his sukkah for Yom Tov to firmly
accommodate a minimum household, namely himself and his wife (28b, 17170 1P¥> 12wWn).
Therefore, an empty space between two layers of s’chach that would barely support two
people is not a valid sukkah because it is physically inconsistent with the proper intent
needed to create a valid sukkah. And since the majority of people do not plan to spend
Yom Tov by themselves, Rebbi Yehuda considers the upper space as not intentionally built
for the mitzvah and therefore invalid even when it has ten tefachim in height.

However, if even one tenant were present in the upper space and it only supports one person
firmly, Rebbi Yehuda agrees with the Tanna Kamma that the upper space is a valid sukkah.
The need for a proxy to determine intent from the physical structure is unnecessary because
the tenant's actual use of the structure is direct evidence of intent that the upper space was
built to serve as a sukkah. The plural threshold of Rebbi Yehuda's test applies only when
no tenants are present. Therefore, when the space between two layers of s’chach is not fit
for tenancy and cannot firmly support two people with their pillows and blankets,
Rebbi Yehuda assumes the builder had no intention for that space to serve as a sukkah for
Yom Tov. And this aligns with the Gemara’s statement that it is not the tenants that cause
the sukkah to be valid, but intent.

(End.)
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If the Elders who visited Queen Helene permitted a sukkah to be above
20 amos when less than 4x4 amos in area, why does the Tanna Kamma of
Mishna 2a state categorically that a sukkah above 20 amos is invalid?

The answer was clearly stated by the Gemara at the beginning on 2a: 7°9 1w°517 7210 ¥
— 1909 °1m P05, The details for lowering the s'chach of a sukkah are numerous therefore
the Mishna taught it as a "1m 05 despite the more nuanced understanding of the Elders
and Beis Hillel. The Mishna chose the categorical *1m p°05 for simplicity, which when read
in absolute terms obscures the details regarding the exception of a narrow sukkah of less
than 4x4 amos that is also higher than 20 amos in height.

This approach to 7105 *1m P09 is not the author’s invention but the Gemara’s own
construction when it portrays the potential resolutions to the Mishna’s statement: X7 77310
2100 — ANR DMWYN TPYND M.

— 907 MY NIDT DAR ,T07 MY MIDT PRW NPIPAN 127 IR MWK 227 1ART RiT RITR 181D
2IRNI .7WD ANR WY T9VAY 19°0R

The Gemara asks: In accordance with whose opinion is that which Rabbi Yoshiya said that
Rav said: The dispute between Rabbi Yehuda and the Rabbis with regard to the fitness of
a sukkah more than 20 amos high is specifically in a case where the walls of the sukkah do
not reach up to the roofing; however, in a case where the walls of the sukkah reach up to
the roofing, the Rabbis concede that even if the roofing is more than 20 amos high, it is
fit. In accordance with whose opinion is it? Rabba.

a0 72 W 2R L NINR VIR OV NIAR Y2IR XOR 772 TRW NPT 127 0K RINT 27 MRT KT ROTR IRMD
IR W AR DWW T9VAT 1POR — NIAK YR DY NIAR VAR

The Gemara asks: In accordance with whose opinion is that which Rav Huna said that Rav
said: The dispute between Rabbi Yehuda and the Rabbis with regard to the fitness of a
sukkah more than 20 amos high is specifically in a case where there is not an area of four
amos by four amos in the sukkah; however, in a case where there is an area of more than
four amos by four amos in the sukkah, the Rabbis concede that even if the roofing is more
than 20 amos high, it is fit. In accordance with whose opinion is it? Rebbi Zeira.

DIR 1AW 12170 WK 27D KOR NPT T1RWA NPIPAN 127 AR 720 02 730 20 MAKRT KT RDOTR RN
W3 AR DWYA T9VRY 120K — 1AW 12171 WK 797 N NPIn

The Gemara asks: In accordance with whose opinion is that which Rav Chanan bar Rabba
said that Rav said: The dispute between Rabbi Yehuda and the Rabbis with regard to the
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fitness of a sukkah more than twenty amos high is specifically in a case where the sukkah
is only large enough to hold one’s head, most of his body, and his table, as, if the sukkah
were smaller, it would not qualify as a sukkah; however, in a case where it is sufficiently
large to hold more than one’s head, most of his body, and his table, even if it is more than
20 amos high, it is fit.

Finally, this d’var Torah argues that subsequent to the Mishna’s introduction, the Gemara
sets out to develop the reader’s understanding of how Beis Hillel’s opinion (and Rava’s by
extension) that a sukkah is a "Xy n7°7, also has a specific configuration which permits a

sukkah higher than 20 amos even though — 79109 "1 p°05.

(vwp)
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