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OVERVIEW of the Daf Distinctive INSIGHT 
Is the halachah in accordance with R' Yose?  

ולכאורה ראה דאין הלכה כרבי יוסי כדאמרין במי שהוציאוהו (לעיל 
תוספות עירובין דף   —דף מו:) דהלכה כר' יוסי מחבירו ולא מחביריו   

 פג/ב 

From Teshuvos Yechaveh Da'as 4:51: 

I n Meseches Mezuzah (chap. 2) there is a dispute between the 

Sages and R' Yose concerning the placement of a mezuzah in 

the case of a portico that cannot be accessed from outside. One 

can only enter it from within a house. The Sages assert that the 

mezuzah is placed on the right side when entering from the por-

tico into the house, while R' Yose maintains that the mezuzah is 

placed on the right side when exiting from the house into the 

portico.  

Above (46b; see Tosafos to Ta'anis 28a) we learned that the 

law is in accordance with R' Yose even when he disagrees with 

several of his colleagues, because his logic was unassailable 

הלכה כרבי יוסי אף מחבריו, שרבי יוסי ימוקו עמו)( . However, 

Tosafos here (d.h. Shivas), and the Rosh (Sukkah 1:31) in the 

name of the Geonim and the Ramban write that the proper 

version reads that the law is only in accordance with R' Yose 

when he disagrees with a single colleague, not with many of 

them. The Yad Malachi (§230) writes that this version of the 

principle is the correct one. 

(Interestingly, however, Teshuvos Yechaveh Da'as does not 

feel bound to take the description of the dispute as described in 

Meseches Mezuzah as authoritative, as many authorities have 

written that the Mesechtos Ketanos do not contain Baraisos 

that underwent the editing of R' Chiya and R' Oshiya, and are 

therefore replete with errors.) 

1) Loaf measurements 

A Baraisa is cited that uses a loaf to determine the quantity 

of food that is susceptible to tum’ah.  The Gemara explains why 

our Mishnah did not include this calculation. 

Different opinions are cited concerning the measurement 

of a half-pras. 

R’ Dimi reported: Rebbi was once sent a container measur-

ing  a se’ah and it held the volume of 217 eggs.  The Gemara is 

troubled by the fact that this is inconsistent with all known 

measurements. 

The Gemara finds a solution to explain the discrepancy. 

A Baraisa is cited that follows the progressive development 

of the se’ah at different times in history. 

Details in the Baraisa are elucidated. 

A Baraisa is cited that calculates how much dough is neces-

sary for the mitzvah of separating challah. 

2)  MISHNAH:  The Mishnah presents the method to deter-

mine who will have the right to use an area that is shared by 

residents of two different domains when an eruv was not made. 

3)  Applying the principle developed in the Mishnah 

A number of different possible scenarios are presented con-

cerning an area shared by residents of two chatzeros and the 

ruling concerning who, if anyone, has the right to use that area. 

Rav and Shmuel dispute the halachah in the following case: 

An area is accessible to one chatzer by lowering objects into the 

area, and it is accessible to the second chatzer by throwing ob-

jects into the area.  According to Rav, both chatzeros are prohib-

ited from using the chatzer, whereas according to Shmuel we 

grant rights to the chatzer that has access by lowering. 

The Gemara begins to try and prove Shmuel’s position as 

correct.   � 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. How many egg volumes did the different seah measure-

ments contain? 

2. What was unusual about the measuring utensil presented 

to Rebbi? 

3. How does the Mishnah define “close”? 

4. How many different applications of the Mishnah’s princi-

ple are presented? 

אשי חצר ואשי מרפסת ששכחו ולא ערבו כל שגבוה עשרה טפחים 
 למרפסת פחות מכאן לחצר

I f the residents of a 

chatzer and a balcony 

(more than ten tefachim 

above the chatzer) did not 

merge with one eruv, we  

divide the commonly 

owned area as follows: Any 

area higher than ten 

tefachim from the ground 

is under the domain of the 

residents of the balcony 

and any area lower than 

ten tefachim is under the 

domain of the residents of the chatzer. 

Daf DIAGRAM 



Number 301— ג“עירובין פ  

A mound located in a courtyard 
 אשי חצר ואשי מרפסת ששכחו ולא עירבו

If the residents of the courtyard and the residents of the balcony forget 

to make an eruv 

T he Mishnah discusses a two-flat in which there are multi-

ple residents who live on the ground floor (שי חצרא) and 

multiple residents who live on the second floor (שי מרפסתא).  

In the event that each floor made an internal eruv to permit 

carrying in their jointly-owned area but they did not make a 

joint eruv to combine the two floors it is prohibited for them 

to transport objects from the homes on one floor to the homes 

on the other floor.  However, objects that were in the common 

area may be transported since we consider all roofs, courtyards 

and non-residential courtyards to share the same status.  The 

issue addressed in the Mishnah is the status of mounds located 

in the chatzer used by all the residents to gain access to the 

public domain.  The Mishnah rules that if the mound is ten 

tefachim high and is located close to the upper floor it is con-

sidered the domain of the residents of the upper floor and 

they may transport items from their apartments to that 

mound.  If the mound is less than ten tefachim high or if it is 

ten tefachim high but located at a distance from the upper 

floor it is considered the domain of the residents on the 

ground floor.  The Gemara below (84a) explains that this 

means that the residents of the courtyard also have rights to 

the mound and as a result both groups are restricted from us-

ing the mound for household items. 

Based on the Gemara’s discussion, Shulchan Aruch1 rules 

that when the use of the mound is easily accessible to both 

groups of people, i.e. it is less than ten tefachim high and it is 

not ten tefachim below the upper floor, they prohibit one an-

other from using the mound.  Similarly, if the mound is equal-

ly inaccessible to both groups, i.e. more than ten tefachim high 

and more than ten tefachim beneath the upper floor, it is pro-

hibited for both groups to use the mound.  Beiur Halachah2 

notes that the mound must have a length and width of at least 

four tefachim because if it was any smaller than that it would 

be categorized as a makom p’tur and both groups would be 

permitted to use it. 
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HALACHAH Highlight  

Eating Right—How Many Bites? 
מכאן אמרו האוכל במדה הזאת הרי זה בריא 

 ומבורך, פחות מכאן מקולקל במעיו

O ur Mishnah sets the volume of 

food necessary for a person to have two 

meals daily is that of 6-8 eggs.  This is also 

the amount listed in the Mishnah in 

Kesuvos (64b) as the amount a man must 

provide as support for his wife.  Yet, the 

discussion in the Gemara sets 43.2 eggs 

volume as the amount necessary for daily 

rations, with less than this being consid-

ered unhealthy. 

Some want to say that if one eats 

bread alone, the amount necessary is a 

full 43.2 eggs volume.  However, if bread 

is eaten with condiments, the bread itself 

only need be the volume of 6-8 eggs.  The 

volume of bread prescribed for eruv and 

for a wife is the smaller amount, that 

which is eaten with other food. 

Some also suggest that women eat 

less than men.  This accounts for the fact 

that a wife is given the smaller volume, 

which is adequate for her.  Our Gemara 

which teaches that the volume of 43.2 

eggs is a healthy amount is for men.  The 

Achronim (see Noda B’Yehuda 1:37) also 

mention that the volume of 6-8 eggs is 

listed for minimal subsistence, and this 

amount is what even a poor man must 

provide for his wife.  However, the larger 

amount of 43.2 eggs is recommended for 

a person who wants to be robust and 

healthy.  According to this, a wife should 

also be given up to this full amount is the 

husband can afford it.  If a person eats 

less than this, he might suffer digestive 

problems, but he can certainly exist and 

cut down to the 6-8 eggs volume and sur-

vive. 

Chazon Ish (O. C. 39:10) writes that 

the volume of 43.2 eggs seems to be the 

cumulative amount that a person eats in 

a day, including foods eaten other than 

bread.  ספר קרן אורה comments that the 

 which fell in the desert fell in this מן

amount per person daily, and it had the 

ability to taste not only like bread, but it 

had the varying texture and consistency 

to taste like any and all foods.  This 

amount of 43.2 eggs therefore should be 

seen to include the foods that a person 

consumes throughout a typical day. 

Chazon Ish adds (ibid. 37) that the 

amount given in the Gemara is not rigid-

ly to be applied by all people.  If a person 

does not want to eat to satiation, he may 

eat less, and if someone does not feel sat-

isfied unless he eats more he is not to be 

categorized as ravenous.  Rather, if he is 

satisfied by having eaten 43.2 eggs worth, 

and he eats more, this is considered rav-

enous.  Also, if a person regularly eats less 

than this amount, and this provides him 

with full satisfaction, this indicates that 

his digestive condition should be correct-

ed. 
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