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Therefore, the Sages said: An eiruv is not effective in a place where a gentile is living, nor is 
the renunciation of rights to a courtyard in favor of the other residents effective in a 
place where a gentile is living. Therefore, carrying is prohibited in a courtyard in which a 
gentile resides, unless the gentile rents out his property to one of the Jews for the purpose 
of an eiruv regardless of the number of Jews living there.

However, according to the one who said that we require only a flawed, symbolic rental, i.e., 
all that is needed is a token gesture that has the appearance of renting, what is there to 
say? The gentile would understand that it is not a real rental, and therefore he would not 
be wary of renting out his residence. As it was stated that the amora’im disputed this issue 
as follows: Rav Ḥisda said that we require a full-fledged rental, and Rav Sheshet said: A 
flawed, symbolic rental is sufficient.



The Eruv in Cologne 12th Century 



You are required to lease from each courtyard of the non-Jew, and it is 
not sufficient to lease from the head of the city. This is describing a 
case where the governing official does not own the houses of the city 
and does not have the right to use the houses even in a time of war. 
However, in a city where all the activities of the city are conducted 
under the auspices of the governing official or his assistant, then 
leasing from the official or his assistant is permitted, for he has 
permission to place people and weapons in the houses during a time of 
war even without the knowledge or consent of the residents. 

Shulchan Arukh Orach Hayyim 371:1




