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But we learnt four Ahmois — DR YAIR a0 AN NN

OVERVIEW

The X713 asked how can X2* 17 say that distance from the windows is the width of
the window, when 1n our 71wn it states that one must distance his wall from the
windows N1R 7. Our MdOIN justifies and clarifies this question:
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For our mwn is also discussing a case where the new wall is perpendicular to
the wall with the windows. We know this to be so, since our 71w»n is not

concerned for X217, it is only concerned because of the windows, and nevertheless
it requires N1AR '7.

SUMMARY
The m1wn mentions M1Y9n, indicating that the distancing is not for Xwn7.

THINKING IT OVER

nooIN is apparently convinced that the reason of 7n77 in the 71wn is not because
of Xwn7.> Why then was it necessary for the X723 to challenge X271 (who offered the
reason of Xw17) from a Xn>73, when the X713 could have asked from our mawn?!*

! Seemingly what is the s'®3 question. Perhaps our mwn is discussing parallel walls where nR '7 is required for
X7, and the Xn°12 (which X2 17 explains) is regarding perpendicular walls, where there is no Xwn7 and the only
concern is 298 X>w, for which 1911 2mn is sufficient.

2 The distancing in our mw» is not because of Xwn7, for if it was for X7, why mention windows at all. Obviously
there is no concern for Xwn7 (for they are not parallel), merely for 58 X?w (even when it is 7877 1) and nevertheless
it requires distancing of nX "7 which contradicts the view of X3 27. See ‘Thinking it over’.

3 See footnote # 2.

4 See X"wN.

TosfosInEnglish.com



