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Gemara GEM OVERVIEW of the Daf 
1) Raw beets (cont.)  

The Gemara answers the challenge to R’ Hamnuna’s 

ruling and presents a second version of the discussion.  

R’ Chisda extols the virtues of cooked beets.  

2) Apples  

Upon inquiry Rava questioned the validity of using 

apples for an eruv. The Gemara, however, demonstrates 

that apples may be used for an eruv.  

R’ Nachman ruled that one kav of apples are necessary 

for a valid eruv.  

This ruling is unsuccessfully challenged.  

R’ Yosef criticized R’ Menashya bar Sheguvli for quot-

ing Rav as commenting on a Baraisa when in fact Rav’s 

comment was made in reference to a Mishnah. The Gema-

ra explains why it is preferable to associate Rav’s comment 

with the Mishnah rather than the Baraisa.  

3) Clarifying previously quoted statements  

R’ Yosef thought that the quantity of food necessary 

for an eruv, the amount of food for two meals, must come 

from no more than two varieties of food. Rabbah, howev-

er, disagrees.  

Rav’s ruling that two reviis of wine are necessary to 

make an eruv is challenged.  

The Gemara distinguishes between cooked and un-

cooked wine.  

The quantity of vinegar needed for a valid eruv is clari-

fied.  

4) Onions  

The ruling of a previously cited Baraisa permitting the 

use of onions for an eruv is challenged.  

The Gemara resolves this challenge by distinguishing 

between the onion itself and its leaves.  

5) Beer  

Shmuel rules that beer may be used for an eruv and it 

invalidates a mikvah in a quantity of three lugin.  

(Continued on page 2) 
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A person who deliberately traveled beyond Techum Shabbos  
חוץ לעיר היה דבעיר  היה מהלך את —אמותיו ‘  מאיר בד ‘  והושיבו ר

כולה כדאמר במי שהוציאוהו (דף מא) ... ועוד עיון דחשבין כל העיר 
כארבע אמות אפילו במזיד מי מהלך את את כולה דמזיד מי אית 

 תוספוד דף כט עמוד א—ליה ארבע אמות

A ccording to the Tosafos (d.h. V'Hoshivo), a person who 

deliberately traveled beyond his allotted Techum Shabbos is 

only limited to the four amos in which he comes to a halt 

when those four amos do not happen to be in an enclosed 

city. However, if this person halted within a city (or within any 

other form of enclosure, such an airport), he is permitted to 

walk throughout the city. 

The Be’ur Halachah, Orach Chaim 405:6 (d.h. Aval) 

notes that the Rambam and Shulchan Aruch dispute Tosafos 

on this point. They hold that the person who deliberately trav-

eled beyond his allotted Techum Shabbos is even limited to 

the four amos in which he comes to a halt when those four 

amos indeed do happen to be in an enclosed city. Normally, 

in the case of a dispute such as this one — i.e., one that con-

cerns a Rabbinic Decree — we would rule in accordance with 

the lenient position (ן לקולאספק דרב) In this case, however, 

the Be’ur Halachah cites many authorities who disagree with 

the Tosafos, and seeing that the disagreeing authorities make 

up a significant majority, he states that one may not conduct 

oneself leniently, and must therefore remain within the four 

amos in which he halts, even if it is within an enclosed city. 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. What would Rava do on days his mind was particularly 

clear? 

2. Why is the quantity necessary to make an eruv from 

cooked wine smaller than the quantity necessary for 

uncooked wine? 

3. What caused R’ Chanina to find himself on the brink 

of death? 

4. What is the proper treatment for a weak heart? 
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Number 247— ט“עירובין כ  

The prayers of friends on the behalf of the ill  
ומעשה ברבי חיא שאכל חצי בצל וחצי חש שבו וחלה וטה למות 

 ובקשו חביריו רחמי" עליו וחיה

M  aharsha mentions that it is usually Rabbi Chanina 

ben Dosa who is featured as the one whose prayers are ac-

cepted throughout shas, as we find in Berachos 34. Yet here 

we find that when he became ill, it was his friends who 

prayed on his behalf and saved him from the clutches of 

death. Why did Rabbi Chanina not pray for himself?  

Rabbi Chanina was effective in his supplications when 

he prayed on the behalf of others. However, the rule is “the 

prisoner cannot extricate himself from the prison 

cell.”(Brachos 5b) In our case, where Rabbi Chanina was ill, 

it was specifically others who held the key to his recovery. 

Although he certainly did pray for his own sake, it was his 

friend’s entreaties that were successful in eliciting a response 

from Hashem to heal him.  

This incident must be studied in contrast to a lesson 

which our sages teach us which seems to say exactly the op-

posite. The Torah relates that when Hagar and Yishmael 

were banished from the house of Avraham, they quickly ran 

out of food and water, to the point where Yishmael was on 

the brink of death. When they called out to the heavens, 

the verse tells us that “Hashem heard the voice of the lad.” 

Rashi (Bereshis 21:17) cites the Midrash that says that from 

here we see that the prayers of a person who is ill are heard 

before the prayers of others. This, then, presents us with a 

problem. Is it the prayers of the sick person that are most 

effective, or is it the prayers of others on his behalf that 

make the difference?  

Chizkuni on the Torah (ibid.) explains that normally, 

the person who is ailing is unable to focus and daven for 

himself. This is the case in Brachos, when the prayers of 

friends make the difference. However, if the person who is 

ill is able to daven for himself, these prayers are the most 

potent.  

Others want to suggest that our Gemara tells us that the 

reason the prayers of the friends were so important was that 

 the hour was such that Rabbi Chanina was—השעה צריכה לו

indispensable to the generation. Under normal conditions, 

the prayers of the sick person are most penetrating. Howev-

er, in this case the friends had an added incentive to pray 

for him, because they needed him. This added element 

caused their davening to be more intense, and this is what 

saved his life. 
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Distinctive INSIGHT 

The honor due to an adopted mother  
 אמר אביי אמרה לי אם

A baye often quotes the woman who 

raised him, as her insight and experience 

impact the discussion of the Gemara. 

Abaye was orphaned from his mother 

and father. The woman who nursed him 

as an infant continued to raise him as a 

young boy into his adult life.  

Abaye often quotes this woman in 

areas of medicine and health issues 

(Shabbos 66b, 133b, 134a, our Gemara– 

Eruvin 29b, and Yoma 78b). He also 

credited her with enabling him to be-

come an accomplished scholar (Eruvin 

65a), where he said, “If my mother 

would have asked me to do even a meni-

al task, I would not have been able to 

learn as intensely as I have did.”  

As a sign of respect and honor, 

Abaye called her by the title “my moth-

er”, although she was not his birth moth-

er. 

Gemara GEM 

The necessity for Shmuel’s ruling concerning a mikvah 

is clarified.  

R’ Acha the son of R’ Yosef suggested that the quanti-

ty of beer necessary to make an eruv is two quarters of a 

kav or two lugin.  

The Gemara, however, refutes his proof.  

6) Dates  

R’ Yosef asserts that a kav of dates is sufficient for 

making an eruv and suggests a proof to prove his asser-

tion.  

Abaye disputes the proof. 

7) Other foods  

The Gemara discusses the amounts necessary of other 

foods to make a valid eruv.  

8) Liftan  

R’ Yehudah in the name of Shmuel rules: Foods eaten-

with bread measured by the amount which would be eaten 

with bread for two meals. Foods eaten without bread are 

measured by the amount of two meals eaten from it.  

Raw meat is an example of the latter category. Rabbah 

and R’ Yosef disagree regarding roasted meat. R’ Yosef 

attempts to prove his assertion that meat is eaten without 

bread from the practice of the Persians who eat roasted 

meat without bread.  

Abaye disputes R’ Yosef’s assertion and proves that the 

halacha is not determined by the practice of the minority.   

(Overview...continued from page 1) 


