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Daf DIAGRAM OVERVIEW of the Daf 
1)  The beam of the mavoi (cont.)  

Three different explanations are presented to ex-

plain the dispute between R’ Yosef and Abaye concern-

ing the depth of the platform used to reduce the height 

of the opening to a mavoi.  

The Gemara asks: If the beam is less than ten 

tefachim above the ground and one wishes to increase 

the size of the opening, how long must the excavated 

area extend to be acceptable?  

R’ Yosef asserts that it must be four tefachim long, 

whereas Abaye asserts that it must be four amos long.  

A suggestion is presented to explain the basis of the 

dispute, but it is rejected by Abaye.  

Abaye makes two unsuccessful attempts to prove his 

position.  

2)  A protruding lechi  

Rami bar Chama in the name of R’ Huna stated: Con-

cerning a lechi that protrudes from the mavoi wall into the 

entranceway of the mavoi, if it is less than four amos wide 

it may be used as is.  If it is more than four amos, an addi-

tional lechi is required to permit carrying in the mavoi.  

R’ Pappa rules that the additional lechi should be 

placed on the opposite wall, whereas R’ Huna the son of 

R’ Yehoshua rules that it can be placed on the same wall 

as long as it is taller or shorter than the original lechi.  

R’ Huna the son of R’ Yehoshua states that the rul-

ing of Rami bar Chama in the name of R’ Huna only 

applies if the mavoi is eight or more amos across, but if 

it is less, the lechi serves to close off a majority of the 

entranceway of the mavoi which thereby permits carry-

ing within the mavoi.  

R’ Huna the son of R’ Yehoshua attempts to prove 

the qualification based upon a kal v’chomer.  The kal 

v’chomer is rejected and the Gemara concludes that R’ 

Huna the son of R’ Yehoshua qualified the ruling based 

upon his own opinion but not that this was R’ Huna’s 

intent.  

R’ Ashi rules that if the entranceway is exactly eight 

amos it is permissible to carry without any further ad-

justments.   

רב הוא בריה דרבי יהושע אמר אפילו תימא דמוקי לה 
 דמטפי ביה או דמבצר ביה -בהדיה 

 או עב ממו או ” גבוה ממו או מוך ממו א —י  “ ופרש 
 דק ממו כדי שימש ממו ולחו או הימו ולפים

 The Gemara allows the lechi to be placed along 

the part of the wall near the opening, as long as it is 

noticeable.  

Rashi explains that it can be prominent by being 

taller, shorter (א)  , wider (ב) or slimmer (ג) than the 

thickness of the wall itself.   

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. Explain the two opinions regarding the function 

of the korah. 

2. What features are required for a mavoi to be 

permitted with a lechi or a korah? 

3. What is the maximum width of a lechi? 

4. Explain עומד מרובה על הפרוץ. 
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Number 223— ‘עירובין ה  

The types of activities done in a Mavoi   
אין מבוי יתר בלחי וקורה עד היהיו בתים וחצירות פתוחין 

 לתוכו

B eis Yosef (363) quotes Rashba who explains the 

reason that a mavoi can only be fixed with a lechi-pole 

or korah-beam if it has houses and chatzeiros/

courtyards open into it.  

 Rashba says that houses and courtyards are general-

ly used by individuals.  The type of activity that takes 

place in these places of restricted access is of a more 

private nature.  Therefore, the walls which surround 

these domains must be halachically and even physically 

solid.   Similarly, a mavoi which does not have houses 

and courtyards open into it is generally a more quiet 

and private place. There are fewer occupants, so those 

individuals avail themselves to the privacy which it af-

fords.  Again, such a mavoi would need a wall which is 

solid to allow carrying in it.  

 R’ Shmuel Aryeh Leib Zach, zt”l, the former head 

of the beis din of Biala, used to use this idea to describe 

people and how they conduct themselves. A person 

who attains unusual levels of kedusha and wisdom 

should appreciate what he has accomplished. He 

should be restrained in his actions and his words, in 

order to be careful not to mingle casually with those 

who are unrefined in character.  This person should 

also accept upon himself halachic restraints and some 

personal restrictions to protect his refined conduct.  

This is a situation which is parallel to the private do-

main, which needs to be properly enclosed in consider-

ation of the personal activities which occur there, and 

must be guarded and not seen in public.    

 Others, who do not strive to attain higher levels of 

kedusha, conduct themselves according to the letter of 

the law, and no more.  They can suffice with maintain-

ing the standard rules of halacha and the normal de-

gree of limits which the sages placed upon the popula-

tion at large.  This is similar to the public domain, 

where there is no privacy.  The type of activities which 

are performed there are generic, and they therefore do 

not need protection from view. 
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 A Courtyard - חצר
 וקל וחומר מחצר

A  חצר (courtyard) is a domain 

open to the residents of houses, and 

it is located adjacent to the doors 

leading out of the houses.  It is situ-

ated between the houses themselves 

and the alley (מבוי)   which then leads 

to the public domain. A courtyard 

can be used jointly by members of 

several houses, and in this regard it 

is similar to a public domain.  

Therefore, the chachamim deter-

mined that a person may not carry 

items out of his house into a multi-

family courtyard unless the mem-

bers of that courtyard arrange an 

 which creates a legal ,עירובי חצירות

entity of a single, private unit out of 

this common-use area.  

Before an עירובי חצירות can be 

set, the walls of the courtyard must 

be legally acceptable.  Normally, a 

 is defined with three רשות היחיד

walls.  However, for a courtyard to 

be combined into a unified, private 

area, it must have the fourth, open 

wall enclosed.  

The manner to enclose this 

fourth wall of a chatzer/courtyard is 

more stringent than the way an 

open wall of a mavoi is set. A mavoi 

can be fixed with a lechi-post or 

with a horizontal korah-beam.  A 

chatzer needs a more solid enclo-

sure.  It needs either a four tefach 

post, or two lechi-posts, one on each 

side of the ends of the open wall.  

The reason the method of enclosing 

a chatzer needs to be more solid is 

that the utility of a chatzer includes 

activities which are generally more 

private than those activities done in 

the mavoi, which is a more public 

area (see Mishna Berura 363:13).  

A breach of ten amos disquali-

fies the eligibility of a mavoi from 

being fixed to be able to carry in it 

on Shabbos (Rav Huna, 6a), but a 

chatzer is not ineligible due to a 

breach of ten amos (see 15b).  

 The length and width of a 

chatzer may be equal, or the width 

may be longer than the length 

(depth).  If the length is longer than 

the width, it no longer has the sta-

tus of a chatzer, but that of a mavoi, 

and it can only be arranged with a 

post (לחי) or a beam (קורה). 
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