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OVERVIEW of the Daf Distinctive INSIGHT 
A chatzer within a chatzer—But how many Jews live there? 

 אלעזר וכרי הרי הוא כרבים‘ אמר ר

R ashi and Tosafos both learn that we are dealing with a 

chatzer in which there are two Jews living in the outer chatzer, 

and a non-Jew in the inner chatzer.  If, however, there would be 

only one Jew in this outer chatzer, we have already seen at the 

beginning of the perek (61b) that rabbis did not require any 

arrangement to be made at all to fix the chatzer. 

Beis Yosef (382), however, cites Rambam who rules that 

even if a single Jew lives in the outer chatzer with a gentile in the 

inner chatzer, the gentile’s residence causes a condition of איסור, 

and the Jew must rent the space of the non-Jew in order to carry 

in the chatzer.  Although we mentioned that the halachah tech-

nically does not require this arrangement, the Mishna Berura 

(ibid. #59)  explains that Rambam holds that people passing by 

this chatzer are not always aware who lives in this chatzer within 

a chatzer, and they will think that there is a Jew in the inner 

chatzer just as they see that a Jewish family lives in the outer 

chatzer.  People will come to the mistaken conclusion that a non

-Jew never has an impact in a chatzer, and that his presence is to 

be disregarded  They will think that even when two Jews live 

with a non-Jew that no correction needs to be made, due to the 

gentile’s living in the chatzer.  Therefore, to avoid this misunder-

standing, Rambam learns that we require an arrangement even 

when one non-Jew lives with one Jew. 

The ב)“ק ס“שער הציון (ס  adds further clarification. The 

reason the halachah technically only requires rental of the non-

Jew’s property in a chatzer when we have two Jews or more living 

there is that this is a normal situation. However, a condition of 

one Jew living together with one non-Jew is highly unusual, and 

the rabbis did not enact their decrees in cases that are rare. This 

leads us to realize that the only situation that is uncommon is 

when we have a Jew and a non-Jew who share the same chatzer. 

(Continued on page 2) 

1)  A mavoi shared by a non-Jew and many Jews (cont.) 

Abaye continues to explain how one might have misun-

derstood Rav’s ruling, and he proceeds to explain the actual 

rationale behind the ruling. 

 

2)  MISHNAH:  The Mishnah elaborates on the case of two 

chatzeiros, one in front of the other, and the consequences of 

someone’s non-participation in the eruv. 

 

3)  Clarifying the Mishnah 

R’ Dimi presented a teaching in the name of R’ Yannai 

who explained that according to Chachamim, a person from 

one chatzer never restricts members of another chatzer. 

This explanation is refuted. 

Ravin explains the different positions of the three Tan-

naim cited in the Mishnah. 

R’ Yehudah in the name of Rav explains: The Mishnah’s 

term "במקום אחד" refers to the outer chatzer, because it is 

place that is used by all.  This explanation is supported by a 

Baraisa. 

The Gemara explains that R’ Akiva and Rabanan dispute 

the issue of whether one can relinquish rights to members of a 

different chatzer. 

It is suggested that a dispute between Shmuel and R’ 

Yochanan is the same dispute as R’ Akiva and Rabanan. 

The Gemara demonstrates that this is not necessarily true. 

 

4)  Cases involving an inner and outer chatzer 

If two people live in an inner chatzer and one person lives 

in the outer chatzer, everyone agrees that without an eruv it is 

prohibited to carry.  There is a dispute between R’ Ada bar 

Ahavah and Shmuel if two people live in the outer chatzer 

and one in the inner chatzer.  According to R’ Ada bar 

Ahavah there is a decree prohibiting carrying in this case as 

well whereas Shmuel disputes the existence of the decree. 

R’ Elazar rules that if a non-Jew lives in the inner chatzer 

by himself he restricts the members of the outer chatzer from 

carrying. 

R’ Yehudah in the name of Shmuel and R’ Yochanan dis-

agree whether the gatehouse of an individual is treated with 

the leniencies of a gatehouse. 

In the name of Rav it is ruled that in a particular configu-

ration of five houses and two chatzeros only two of the houses 

would have to give food to create a valid eruv that permits eve-

ryone to carry.  � 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. What was the rationale behind Rav’s ruling that the presence 

of one non-Jew restricts other Jews from making an eruv? 

2. According to Ravin’s explanation, what are the positions 

regarding a person restricting members on another chatzer? 

3. What mistaken word led R’ Yosef to misunderstand Rebbi’s 

opinion? 

4. When is a home considered a gatehouse? Today’s Daf Digest is dedicated  

In memory of our mother 
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Carrying in the chatzer of a Beis HaKnesses when the commu-

nity eruv is invalid 
 שתי חצרות זו לפים מזו

Two courtyards, one behind the other 

T he Mishnah addresses the case of one courtyard that is situ-

ated behind a second courtyard.  The halacha is that if the resi-

dents of the inner courtyard do not make an eruv they are not 

only prohibited from carrying within their own chatzer but they 

even prohibit the residents of the outer chatzer from carrying.  

The reason is that they are considered residents of the outer 

chatzer by virtue of the fact that they have rights of passage 

through the outer chatzer.  This halacha is known as regel ha’as-

urah bimkomah, oseres shelo bimkomah. 

Someone once posed the following question to Rav Akiva 

EIger1.  It was common for the community eruv to be stored in 

the Beis HaKnesses.  If the community eruv becomes invalidated, 

the residents are prohibited to carry but the people who share the 

chatzer with the Beis HaKnesses continue to carry in their 

chatzer.  The questioner was disturbed by the fact that the re-

maining citizens have the right to walk in that chatzer and as such 

it should be prohibited for anyone to carry in that chatzer due to 

the halacha of regel ha’asurah bimkomah, oseres shelo bim-

komah. 

Rav Akiva Eiger answered that the principle regel ha’asurah 

bimkomah, oseres shelo bimkomah is limited to two courtyards 

one in front of the other.  In that case the residents of the inner 

chatzer have no alternative way to reach the street other than to 

traverse the outer chatzer.  Therefore, they are considered resi-

dents of the outer chatzer and thus prohibit the outer residents 

from carrying in the outer chatzer even though the residents of 

the outer chatzer made an eruv.  However, when a person has 

rights of passage in a chatzer but it is not essential for him to exer-

cise those rights, e.g. someone who may walk through a chatzer to 

reach the Beis HaKnesses that is located in that chatzer, he does 

not become a resident of that chatzer and the principle of regel 

ha’asurah bimkomah, oseres shelo bimkomah does not apply. 
 �שו"ת רעק"א מהדו"ק סי' ל"ד.  .1
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HALACHAH Highlight  

Loud  
 סתם כרי אי איתא דאוגר מיפעא פעי

T he Gemara here tells us that if an 

idolater had rented a property, he would 

have made it known loudly — he would 

have bellowed, or shouted. 

Rambam (Shemoneh Perakim; based 

on Kiddushin 71b — cf. Rashi ad loc.) 

writes that the extent to which a person 

maintains silence is in direct proportion to 

the distinction of his lineage (יחוס). 

The Maharal (Nesivos Olam vol. 2, 

Nesiv HaShesikah) finds this difficult — 

what does silence have to do with lineage?  

He suggests an interpretation based on 

our Gemara (see also Chullin 113b): Since 

we see that idolaters — who obviously do 

not possess Jewish lineage — bellow and 

shout (and are generally loud), it follows 

that the less talkative and more soft-spoken 

a person, the more distinguished his line-

age. He explains that this is because a ten-

dency to silence is indicative of יעותצ — 

modesty. The word tzeni'us itself is rooted 

in the shoresh עצ, which means to 

conceal. And, as the Maharal explains else-

where (Nesiv HaTzeni'us), people who con-

duct themselves with tzeni'us merit having 

holy children. The parents' tendency to 

silence leads to children who tend to si-

lence, and the children's tendency to si-

lence indicates that the parents tended to 

silence: "Therefore, curtailing one's speech 

— which is tzeni'us — indicates lineage. For 

this is the foundation of lineage, to be the 

progeny of tzenu'im. Hence, this person is 

also modest in his speech, and does not 

reveal matters…" Gemara GEM 

However, the Mishna here is dealing in a 

case of a Jew and a non-Jew who each 

have their own separate chatzer, but one 

is along the edge of the public domain, 

and the other is deeper, off the street. 

Here, they do not share a common area, 

but rather the inner neighbor has a right 

of passage through the outer chatzer. 

Here, although the Jew and non-Jew have 

to cooperate with one another, this is not 

the case of “מילתא דלא שכיחא” about 

which the law of renting was non-

applicable. This chatzer-within-a-chatzer is 

a relatively normal arrangement, and even 

though it involves one Jew and one non-

Jew, the laws of rental are in effect. 

(Insight...Continued from page 1) 

כולה ר' עקיבא היא 
ה  שת ע ש "א  בד  ' כו ו
דקה אבל לא עשתה 
דקה חיצוה אסורה 

 דברי ר"ע

R ’ Dimi ex-

plains: The entire 

Mishnah reflects the 

opinion of R’ Akiva.  

It is teaching that if 

the inner chatzer 

made an eruv by 

themselves and the outer residents made an eruv by themselves, 

each chatzer is permitted in their chatzer.  This, however, will 

apply only if the residents of the inner chatzer constructed a 

small door – דקה at the entrance to their chatzer to indicate 

that they have withdrawn their rights of passage from the outer 

chatzer. 
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