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Daf DIAGRAM OVERVIEW of the Daf 
1) Abaye’s six questions to Rabbah (cont.)  

5. If a chatzer extends into an area enclosed by double 

posts, is it permitted to carry?  

Rabbah responded that it is permitted.  

Abaye questioned further; what if there are two chatzei-

ros that open into the area enclosed by double posts.  

Rabbah responded that it is prohibited. R’ Huna rules 

like Rabbah, but Rava disagrees and maintains that it is 

permitted to carry under such conditions.  

6. Is it still permitted to carry if the water in the well 

dries up?  

Rabbah ruled that it becomes prohibited.  

In a related question, Ravin asked: If the water dried 

up on Shabbos and then returned, is it permitted to carry?  

Abaye responded that it is permitted.  

2) The Biblical status of the area between the double 

posts  

R’ Elazar rules: One is liable for throwing an object 

from a public domain to the area enclosed by the four 

double posts. The novelty of the ruling is that R’ Elazar 

himself does not subscribe to the principle of  אתו רבים

 .ומבטלי מחיצתא

3) Providing an animal water to drink  

If one is holding the container of water as well as the 

animal’s halter is there a requirement that the animal 

should have its head and most of its body in the reshus 

hayachid?  

The Gemara unsuccessfully attempts to demonstrate 

that one may not hold a container of water for an animal 

even if it is restrained unless the head and most of the 

body is in the enclosure.  

An alternative version of the question is presented: If 

one is holding the container but the animal is not re-

strained is it permitted to give the animal to drink even if 

the animal’s head and most of the body are within the en-

closure?  

The Gemara unsuccessfully attempts to demonstrate 

that if the head and a majority of the animal’s body are 

within the enclosure it is permitted to give the animal to 

(Continued on page 2) 

 דרך פתח שבמחיצה שבייהן.י: ”פרש—ואפילו עירבו

R ava had said that if two chatzeiros are both open to 

an area enclosed by פסי ביראות, the members of those 

chatzeiros may carry between themselves provided they 

have joined in an eruv utilizing the fact that they share a 

doorway between each other in the chatzer itself.  

The Baraisa seems to concur with the opinion of 

Rava, where we find that the members of two chatzeiros 

may not carry between the chatzeiros unless they set up 

an eruv.  � 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. What is the status of walls that were constructed 

on Shabbos? 

2. Explain אתו רבים ומבטלי מחיצתא? 

3. What is necessary for a person to be permitted to 

drink from water in a different domain? 

4. With which animals does the leniency of well 

boards apply? 
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Number 238— ‘עירובין כ  

Asking a gentile to affix a lechi on the second day of 

Yom Tov 
 כל מחיצה העשויה בשבת

Any partition that came into existence on Shabbos 

T he Gemara teaches that a wall that was constructed 

on Shabbos, regardless of whether it was constructed in-

tentionally or not, is considered a mechitza.  R’ Nachman 

explains that it is considered a mechitza in the sense that 

someone who throws something from a public domain 

into a domain surrounded by a wall that was constructed 

on Shabbos has violated the Biblical prohibition against 

transferring something from one domain to another.  

However, one may not rely on a wall that was intentional-

ly constructed on Shabbos to permit carrying. The reason 

is that Chazal penalized the person who violated Shab-

bos. If the wall came into existence by itself or one con-

structed the wall as a shogeig it is permitted to carry in 

that domain. 

It happened once that a lechi fell on the second day 

of Yom Tov which coincided with erev Shabbos.  The 

residents of that town instructed a gentile to affix a new 

lechi.  Their reasoning was that it is a shvus d’shvus 

b’makom mitzvah. In other words, instructing a gentile to 

do melachah is Rabbinically prohibited (shvus) and the 

prohibition against doing melachah on the second day of 

Yom Tov is also a Rabbinic decree (shvus).  The people 

considered it to be a mitzvah since people would think 

that it is permitted to carry on Shabbos being that they 

did not know that the lechi was no longer functional. 

Teshuvas Noda B’Yehudah1 wrote that he had two 

issues with their ruling.  He questioned whether it is, in 

fact, prohibited to ask a gentile to construct a lechi and if 

it is prohibited, once it was done may one rely on that 

lechi to permit carrying on Shabbos.  He then elaborated 

that although the observance of the second day of Yom 

Tov is a Rabbinic construct, nevertheless, it is a very 

weighty Rabbinic enactment and one may not apply the 

same rules of shvus d’shvus b’makom mitzvah.  There-

fore, he ruled that it is prohibited to ask the gentile to 

construct the lechi.  Once it was done, however, it is per-

mitted to carry relying on that lechi since it is comparable 

to one who inadvertently constructed a wall on Shabbos, 

which may be relied upon to carry on Shabbos.   � 
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HALACHAH Highlight  

 Corner-Posts as Walls for—פסי ביראות

a Sukka  
אמר רבי יצחק בר אדא לא הותרו פסי 

 ביראות אלא לעולי רגלים בלבד

R ambam (Hilchos Shabbos 17:30) 

rules according to this Gemara. It is 

interesting that this halacha is found in 

reference to Sukkah as well. The Ge-

mara (Sukkah 7b) cites Rava who 

teaches that if one placed schach over 

the area surrounded by corner-posts, 

this is a kosher sukkah. Once we recog-

nize this arrangement as “walls” in 

terms of Shabbos, we must also consid-

er it as valid in terms of the walls neces-

sary for a sukkah. The Shulchan Aruch 

(O.C. 630:7) rules that this sukkah is 

valid, but only for the Shabbos during 

Sukkos. The truth is that these corner-

posts do not constitute valid walls. 

However, due to the dispensation for 

the festival pilgrims, we validate them 

as walls for Shabbos alone. Therefore, 

as Rema explains, it is only to this ex-

tent that the sukka walls have validity, 

which limits its legal status to the Shab-

bos of the festival alone.  

The Gr”a adds that even for that 

Shabbos, the sukkah is only valid for 

festival pilgrims, and not for the other 

residents of Yerushalayim.  

The Admur of Telene points out a 

difficulty with the comment of the 

Gr”a, because these pilgrims who travel 

to come to Yerushalayim are apparent-

ly exempt from the mitzvah of sukkah 

altogether. The Gemara (Sukka 26a) 

teaches that travelers who are on a mis-

sion to do a mitzvah are exempt from 

the mitzvah of residing in a sukkah. 

The Chelkas Yoav writes explicitly that 

this includes the pilgrims who travel to 

Yerushalayim. Therefore, the special 

dispensation to consider the walls of 

the corner-posts as walls of a sukkah 

just for the pilgrims is incongruous 

with the fact that these very people are 

exempt from sukkah. ע“וצ . 

Distinctive INSIGHT 

drink even if the animal is unrestrained.  

The Gemara unsuccessfully attempts to resolve the 

first version of the question.  

4) The use of well-boards  

R’ Yitzchak bar Ada rules: The leniency of the well-

boards applies only to the animals of those who are travel-

ing to Yerushalayim.    � 

(Overview...continued from page 1) 


