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OVERVIEW of the Daf Gemara GEM 
Rav Moshe Feinstein’s definition of a reshus harabim ac-

cording to Rashi 
 עיר של יחיד ועשית של רבים

A private town that became public 

R ashi defines a private town as one that does not have 

600,000 people entering all the time.  It is not considered a 

reshus harabim because it is not similar to the encampment of 

the Jews in the desert. 

Rav Moshe Feinstein, זצ"ל, draws a number of important 

conclusions regarding the definition of a reshus harabim from 

Rashi’s language.  From Rashi’s wording, “one that does not 

have 600,000 people entering all the time,” R’ Moshe writes 

(Igros Moshe, O.C. 4:#87) that according to the opinion that 

requires 600,000 people to be defined as a reshus harabim the 

ones passing through do not have to be residents of the city. It 

is sufficient if there are 600,000 people who enter the city 

even if they do not live there. 

Another point (ibid. O.C. 1:#139, and 4:#87) is that 

Rashi does not indicate that the 600,000 people have to be 

present on the same street at the same time.  All that is neces-

sary is for there to be 600,000 people present in the entire 

area of the town. 

An additional issue is whether the calculation of 600,000 

people is based upon the people in the streets, or perhaps it 

even includes those who are in their homes. R’ Moshe sug-

gests that the logical conclusion is that the number does not 

include the people in their homes. The reason is because the 

number 600,000, which is based upon the encampment of 

(Continued on page 2) 

1)  Clarifying the Mishnah 

The Gemara clarifies two points regarding the language of 

the Mishnah. 

Regarding the second point, Abaye rules that the larger meas-

urement may not exceed the smaller measurement by more than 

585 amos. 

A contradiction is noted between our Mishnah and a Baraisa 

as to whether Chazal instituted techumin to be strict or lenient. 

Ravina explains that the halachos are more strict than Bibli-

cal law but it is still treated leniently since it is only Rabbinic in 

origin. 

2)  MISHNAH:  A town that initially had less than 600,000 resi-

dents (a private town) that grew to more than 600,000 residents 

(a public town) can be joined with one eruv.  R’ Yehudah and R’ 

Shimon dispute how much of the town must be excluded from 

the eruv in a case of a public town that became private. 

3)  Clarifying the Mishnah 

R’ Nachman cites an example of a private town that became 

public. 

A Baraisa is cited that details the guidelines for making an 

eruv in a private town that became public and a public town that 

has only one entrance. 

4)  Clarifying the Baraisa 

R’ Huna the son of R’ Yehoshua identifies R’ Yehudah to be 

the author of the ruling in the Baraisa that permits adjusting a 

public domain without the use of a door. 

R’ Pappa explains that the restriction stated in the Baraisa 

against merging the town in halves applies only when the eruv 

divides the town by its length but if it is permitted to divide the 

town by its width. 

The Gemara explains how this ruling could even be con-

sistent with R’ Akiva. 

A second version of R’ Pappa’s explanation is quoted where 

he states that a city may not even be divided by its width. 

The Gemara explains how this explanation could even be 

consistent with Rabanan. 

The Gemara explains the difference between dividing the 

city in half, which is not permitted, and dividing a city by each 

mavoi, which is permitted. 

An incident involving R’ Zeira and Abaye is cited concerning 

a public town that originally had one entrance but now had two 

entrances. 

5)  Is a ladder the equivalent of an entrance? 

Rabbah understood that Rav ruled that a ladder positioned 

next to a wall is the equivalent of an entrance. 

R’ Nachman disputes Rabbah’s understanding of Rav and 

explains that a ladder positioned against the town’s wall is not 

considered an entrance.  However, a ladder between two court-

yards allows the residents the choice to merge as one. 

The Gemara begins to question whether R’ Nachman actual-

ly issued the ruling just quoted in his name.    � 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. Why does Abaye not permit a discrepancy of more than 

585 amos? 

2. Why is it not permitted to make one eruv for a public 

town that became private? 

3. Under what condition is it permitted to make a different 

eruv for each mavoi? 

4. What changed in R’ Chiya’s town that made it prohibit-

ed to make one eruv for the entire town? 



Number 277—  ט“עירובין  

“Private” cities 
 עיר של יחיד

A “privately” owned city 

O ur Gemara discusses the case of a “private” city that be-

comes a “public” city.  Rambam’s opinion1 is that a “private” city 

is one that is owned by an individual. In other words, all of the 

residents of the city pay rent to the owner and they do not have 

any ownership of even the streets.  If everyone has an equal share 

of the streets it is considered a “public” city.  Ritva2 writes that 

according to this definition, if a city has a ruler and the residents 

pay him taxes it is categorized as a “public” city since the streets 

and alleyways belong to the public and the king may not build on 

those streets or ruin them in any way. 

Beis Ephraim3 contends that in countries that are ruled and 

controlled by a king who has the right of eminent domain to 

build or destroy roads at will, his entire kingdom is categorized as 

a “private” city.  Accordingly, even if he happens to build roads 

that are more than sixteen amos wide which, according to some 

opinions, renders it a public domain, since the area is “privately” 

owned it cannot be categorized as a public domain.  Avnei Nezer4 

also distinguished between countries in which the king is merely 

the figurehead who oversees what happens but has advisors that 

are empowered to make decisions that affect the citizens and 

those places where the king is the sole ruler who has unlimited 

power.  In those places where the king does not have actual pow-

er and does not own the land the streets can qualify as a public 

domain.  In contrast, those places where the king does possess 

exclusive power the streets are privately owned and as such can-

not be categorized as a public domain.  Others5 reject this posi-

tion and contend that even if technically a place is “privately” 

owned if people frequently travel in that area it is considered a 

public domain. 
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HALACHAH Highlight  

Private Cities, Public Cities  
משה: עיר של יחיד ועשית של רבים מערבין 
את כולה ושל רבים ועשית של יחיד אין 
מערבין את כולה אלא אם כן עשה חוצה לה 
כעיר חדשה שביהודה שיש בה חמשים דיורין 
דברי רבי יהודה רבי שמעון אומר שלש חצירות 

 של שי בתים:

The Definition of a Private City (עיר של יחיד) 

1. Rashi — does not have 600,000 

residents. 

2. Ramban, Rashba, Ritva, Ba'al 

HaMa'or — belongs to an individual 

(even if it has 600,000 residents.) 

The Definition of a Private City that became 

a Public City (עשית של רבים) 

1. Ramban — built by an individual 

for himself; the population either 

live in the city by the grace of the 

owner  who, at most, sold them 

the houses, but retained owner-

ship of streets and highways. 

2. Ritva — built by an individual, but 

thereupon sold by him to the pop-

ulation — however, the population 

still pays taxes to the original own-

er. 

3. Ba'al HaMa'or — same as Ramban; 

however, the population pays rent 

and thus has a share in the city. 

4. Rashba — same as Ritva; however, 

the owner has no financial or gov-

ernmental relationship to the city 

— he is no longer owner thereof — 

it is merely known as "So-and-so's 

City." 

5. Rashi — the city has acquired 

600,000 residents, but does not 

contain a Reshus HaRabbim. 

Definitions 1 & 5 preclude the pres-

ence of a Reshus HaRabbim in this city. 

Definitions 2, 3 & 4 allow for such a 

possibility. 

Distinctive INSIGHT 

the Jews in the desert, only takes into ac-

count the males above the age of twenty. 

If one were to include the women and 

children there would four or five times 

that amount. When Chazal established 

the number 600,000 it must have been 

based on the assumption that at any giv-

en time there were 600,000 people out-

side of their tents and in the streets of the 

encampment.  Therefore, when calculat-

ing the number of people in a city to de-

termine whether it is a reshus harabim 

only those in the streets are counted. 

 (Gem...continued from page 1) 

 אלא אם כן עשה חוצה לה כעיר חדשה שביהודה

P ictured is a public city that has two openings and a public 

domain.  This city cannot  join together into one joint eruv.  

Rather, a group of at least 50 residents must be excluded (upper 

right hand corner has fifty residents which are not included in 

the city’s eruv).  The people of the city cannot carry into this 

area, and the people of that area cannot carry into the city. 
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