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I, R, Weir Simchah of Dvindky, Whe renmped suthor of the Or Bame tach and
one of thr mos' prefeund halakhic soholars of all timms, mams a profound comment
in his Meahak) Chokmah which is most sppropriste to Ll day veo nw celebrats,
“hatiat Ha-gudol, the special Sebbath which heralds the celebrstion of eur
fes' ivnl of freadom, Passover,

A) "hem are tMo types of Mitsvot! those that bind s Jew to his U-d,
sl those Lhat bi-xd him closar to his fellmw-Jew, Thus, observances like
taitit, tefillin, and mezuszah bring the Jew directly into cemmunioen with U-d,
aheraas mitgvut sonh aw charity, love of fellow-man, and terumah, bring him
intw closer comrunity with other Jews,

B) Saebbath is & mitsvah which draws G-d and Man closer to each other,
and {t does o largely by bidding the Jew practice a degree of isclation s that
ne might, in his mw-found privacy, study Torah, pray, and otherwise reach eut

r

or his %aker. Thus on Shabbat we wers commanded: [ (NI NNN Q"( [ [
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making jowneys away from homs on the Sabbath impossible. Carrying was prescribed

on “naboat; this too nro;‘gl 8 separatensss between people in diffsrent homss,
for they cannhct carvy from t;m homs ints another., Cooking was forbidden, and
thus entertairment made diffiecult, discouraging too intensive visiting and
hsopitality for sirprise guests. The Sabbath is not, of course, a day of tobal
imolatien, but 1t resiricts free and easy movement and thus emphasises individual
and private religious exrerience between Jew and G=d.,

C) Yom Tov, contrariwise, encourages freer movement and more intensive
social intercourse. 1t mies for grester community solidarity and closer links
betwaan Jews, That is why all melukhot connected with the preparation of food
f Qa_) (pﬂu !:::Il'lilted on Yom Tov, We are permitted to ceok and bake even
for a thouswnd guesis, So important is this ides of imermingling and expanding
numan rela‘ions on Yom lov, that altheugh ardinerily it is stricily ferbidden

to prepare on Yom Tov for the weekdays that fellew, mevertheless if one went
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ahesal and cooksd large quantitie f on Yon Tev ke sannot be punished

e e ypnl U
and e held guiltless, fer we say t\ltr“‘duu the food ean be ecnsumd by
fiowtn, and gince it ia conceivable thal guests will drep in unannounced,
ther the prohibitien is suspended, and mo punishment is decreed.® This 1
the Lim when, in the ers of the lemple, Jews banded together to make the
plligrimage to Jerusaiem, and there woet in sacred conviviality Yom Tov is the
time when, now as then, 1t 1a a mitsvah both to b happy and to make others happy,
“r thit wnile Sabbath is restrictive and fosters isolation, Yom Tov is expansmive
md fostars fratarnisation, On Shabbat we aim to reach O=d, and through Him our
fe low~man, Oh Yom Tov we reach for our fellow-men, and through them for L-d.

D) Fesach, howevar, is the one exception from amongst the holidays.
bBafore the Zxodms - when Fasach was alresdy ocelebrsted in anticipation of the
eventl -- our people wers nol yet un fied and merged into one nation. Each
fam:ly was for i self, and each tribe separate q“\l. PY AL M4SN (LS [fl .
Even when the; were commandsd to bring the Passover lambas an offering, it
wae ardained that all participants had to be designated, ( (/) ~[) beforehand
sc that no ene could come to the Seder unexpectedly. Like Shabbsat, those who
want te dire together must make preparstions in advance (w1t Lh’ Q."‘!‘ r (e )3
feee anc sssy exchange of viaits is diminished, Mo wonder Pesach is called
Shabbat, as wher the Tarah commmmds the counting of the Omer AN _soana,
whicr our Tradition interpreted as meanimg Pesach, What did this counting
signify? It lirmfieci a process leading from the isolation of Pass_.er to the
oran-ose of Shavuot, the restrictivensss ef Shabbat to the uxpansive freedom
o Yom Tov,

) Om-thls Shabbat Ha-gadol, mr.r.r.,‘:. day which iteelf sxpresses
resiriction of movement but which heralds a holiday that, while itself restrictionist

Uw A1 (!
initiateas & process leading to ummiﬂnnu.hs o me to discuss with you the
~--apt of carrying on the Sabbuth iisalf, For, as ntioned, the permissien
prohibition for carrying represents the two ideas of closer relation to O-d

¢ oo thanla e (Xway e oy Avuy vauhuene Yo iy § 00 v
an4 therepy to O=d,
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?) This miter of sarrying on the Sabbath is irtimstely 11.*“
with the institution kmwn as the Eryy - one of Lhe most significant and
m! suxier stood halakhic dmstrumentalities today. Perbaps by describing tm
background of Eruvin, some of its major legal features, urﬂ(i! time nlrniu)
some of the relevant preblama as they apply to our co-ullty; we will appreciate
this dialectic betwaen the Shabbat-type experienceg of Jew-to-U-d, and the

tem-' v tyre exparienca of Jew-ta-Jew, both of whith sare combined in the

calsbrati nn of VPeasach,



A. “erm 217' 5 as popularly used includss & nusber ef separate concepts,
Teclinically, there am 3 kinds of L4V D1 )
1) [-mr\-’“‘f- extending €\P¥ by VK ?"Gﬁtm e I J
l‘uC"J\ Y can't be (DN from L‘nh J\"d, bt if ‘
staried bhe’ore Gt', can continue on C\‘ « Henoe, prepare egg and matsgoh
' for ;--.m. on @mf- this 1o called Q\’}'T:l N
3) J\f’)3 nq-’-ill be discussed in d-uinl hur.)
He HBilyimolegy' mix, stir, eoiﬂm.f- This, in ’rmnﬁ VW eosbine J1 mr‘w
and sxand themy in l{(-\e?.;\y combim aal ngod of f’;t‘( and C'p i uﬂq,gn'y.
comim pprlaor prpz .
Coe We shall c.nf.‘om:rnh nn,m’:3h’{. Bt first try to bring some clarity
into @onfusion in puulic mind, ‘he term 2|71 § as referring to nrfo ah}m Herlc
is often used for tw, different problems, May have seen, in eeuntry er urope etc,

atrirg wire etc. and call 1t ® 2i7f." ‘echnically 1s not 441 '¥at all but a;ﬁ,m{,

& symiolic wall or partition, and institnting it is referred to as '13‘\ liru\n\r
\l‘l.ﬂ \\“q‘.'h'

Vor t,he'.a are, ms said 2 problens!

1) The proper @ J,\Jtnu- dimnsions and partitions s as to have all
territory under oconsideration regarded as “j; and

2) Once this is achisved, there must be the laying of an 2(7'¥ =

wrti r refers to & loaf of bread and such, nct a wall er wire etc,

r.
he 1t “[Jﬁ} YO = One of _,,pll-rw CT‘ Emphasised: Jeremiah, Nehemiah,
w.aroah, “uffersd cruel fate of Y IMQ Mkml a) ignored by large nunbers of

therviss observart Jews; b) not creative like ether ._p.‘:k.‘-.r .
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B 1)U « Bince is met & change in ebjeet but change of place,
wust cefine "place” or il e
1) Torsh knows of 2 domsins, er FaUIAN pibliu (¥ and
priva‘e ( \%‘,\'1]. Prohibitien of earrying meane to transpart er throw from
oha Lo ttm ether, or to esrry ar threw more than L eubits in 437 iteelf,
?) Rabbis add two morw!t .,mrf;‘l:, an intermediate stage batween q\l‘h‘}
and Ve, whits ADN permnitied to carry fwem J,,\(;w: to~n) Rty ¢ H), and
vice varsa, Mablle forbid it; almo forbid %o carry lLP; within the _,.,1’;1‘) .
The rniter Rabbinie dommin i q\Cg ('\'\‘" « & place from which, Lo which, and in
which evern Habiis permit carrying.
{, Mimensions r big question ist how do we defins thos warious domains,
the 7 of Torah and the 2 ef Rabbis? HRememsber we are dealing with Laws, need strictly
dafire d conceple, and they nsed not mecessarily be sams &8 in popular parlance,
'.'h}}s vill i: that a large valley in which no one lives may be regarded as _A l{;-;.)
rathe: than g3y even if owned by one private individusl; and that s large metropolis
with thousands of home owners may be regarded as s -";\j. How do we defime these
L dom: na? |
1) Ap'I J“Qj}f.- is & place such that i%s arca is at least C:; by C“?
(a PPVis s handbresth, about k¥ in,); its height at least 10 flpac- either by
moans of the whole domain being raised that distance over the ocutlying area, a
kind of large platform; or 0y fences or other partitions areund it; or a diteh
wig aroamass weong G pdesti.
For & d-n‘m‘t.o quuuz. «“5n of Torsh, mot necessary that it
have fence a wall of C‘ Gn all Lk sides: 3 sides are sufficient,
~Thase pJippof 20 ¢ O\ high need not mecessarily be selid walls,
Thue, *or instance, if a board or wire is stretched out at this height, it gqualifies

fuily us s r{{},hp) , a8 much as & solid fence or wall,
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«Similarly, 4f a ‘\)MJ of erdimary Wype {0 Iluu, ean bubstitule
& symbolic wall called mmd ® ,.0 YOQuiring twe pillars at least 10 ppaf
high and & beam directly ever them, havirg shape of & dewrvay, This t¥e is
safficient to make wp & P JwmN and thus delineste the "37,

?) #:0an _.h]g') : 18 & public thoroughfars, at least 16 cubits x 16
cubits in area, ne reof above it, snd such that 600,000 peepls walk throagh it
dat ly, (Wa shall have more to say o this later), Al] streets, svenues, and
alleys ieading into the -)*;}') themnseives beoom -,'\i\"l.

3) onln9D 1 19 an epen space which qualifies peither as A,"'ﬁ") OQE\’);
8 place that im not s private (in dimmeions) as the first or as public as the
smoend, 1h;s s lam or park which hes pu-t.ltlou( but they are met the required
10 f\pac hm) and not many people traverse it or a raised platferm situated
in a ..,Q-—‘ which 48 more than C by (, 7 squave but less than 10 PVp D Chigh

(4f 4t were that high it woeuld become a full \-a’) ) s a _nnnu"'\;) e

L) ’\ica flPN t 18 a place at least 3 frpoc high, ‘ﬁi“titl surfaee

area is very small - less than k ,mac squars,
B} Concluslen

1) Definitions offered of -~ N7 and 1 P\ ete, deal only with spatial
dimeosl ons - height, length, arez, etc. They have nothing to de with private er
public ownership.

?) Rence, if we have sd.,\n; 1) = 1e8c A{3upV met preper beight, and
heaxte can't earry more than @[M(E within it - and T institute proner ';3'3.“”
of 10 Q\NC by one way er anotber, 1 create @ <) mnd am permitted to carry therein,
This i# not ar \3'] - s it's popularly called, but ’)3!\ g\f'm- fixing...

Ve _._,ny\Bn *\\._;lj_:
A) Wnole ides of [\" Y refers to a place which, by spatial dimensions

dascribed, ennituuj ctrue DN , 8¢ that carrying within it is permissible,
as is carryirg from ore 3 “) directly into another HY. e queation of

f‘“ Y arises only (for purpos s of eur discussien) when we already have proper
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A3 n N s thats real ' 0 existe,

B) Wpsn this D 18 peepled by different individusle who are
home —cwners = €1 ‘G'i« = guch ag tuo neighboring homeowmers whe share o
commory yard, the Traditicn declared an fy.‘vg me'ic, &uﬂlﬂl that although
frow point of view of Tarah lew Lhe yard cormiitutes » trw l”hﬂ , as does each
heune opening intw 1L, and it sheuld terefore be permdtled Lo emrry within Lhe
var ! af frow the houses imto the yard and vice versa, neverthelens if thmre is
mr= thar onm owner in s "7, arrying is ferbidden, "o Lbaq‘hhhlnic Law
(of great antiquity = the Talmud stiributes it to King Sdieeen) declares that for
carrying to bo mrmitted, there mwst ot only be private property inmfar as
dimervions or a1 3'NN are corerned, but aleo private property inscfsr as
ownership is comermd, If there are P.J;{ , Bmore then one ~'15) FV"L , then
the presence of more than one bemscwner eauses a prohibitien to be in effect again,

€C) "hat is the reascn for thie f‘:_jJQ. YV L, if after all the Biblr al
prescriptions for \dhq have been fulfilled? Why did the cowrt ef Kin; “olomon
further restrict carrying on the “abbath under such comditions? T answer
is paychological 1 when peopls will notice that it is permitted to carry out an
obwct from s privite home, inte & courtiyard joirtly used and ewned b) sehesl savarsk
pecrle, and from the yard %o the (|2N , or street inte which the yerds open,
'tnay will erromously cenclude that in all cases it is permissible to carry
frowm a private domein( Vv 3))) % & tre publie domsin ( 5 D), thus violsting
the = jor Biblical proh.ibiﬂon of ) ]ggm » Which is one of the 39 forms of
labor forbidden by the Torah,
Thersfcre King “olomon's court declared that owrsrship should alsc be a factar
in determining differerd Adumains, and that carrying m-°:: 1)) vuned by
one person to anotry ‘')~ owned by another person er jointly with other
mraors - is foruidaes. “hie is “olemon's f’-__}:t 7/0°F, er "proscription ef

e ighbors,”
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P, Bul juet as Bolomon added s prohiMtden, so be mde provision for §ie
fileviation, Juet as he rentricied metion and movement on Bhabbetl, so e
arrangsd for mere freedem of mevement, He declared the Eruv ‘_m‘ﬂh BTERER

E. By this i» weant that a method was provosed to abolish, for the sake o
“abbatlh=law, the concert of ssparste ewnership and merge the owners int- @
common unicn of -’:wa:’ rossession of all doli:::lu. yards, otreots, ete, A
ioal of bresd or echallan er soms M.hr food s designated as
belenging to all the ©:3>0 - tiw nelghbors or hosmsowners who wish to jein the
un‘en - and placed, on behalf of all of them, ir the home of ome of them. This
foodetuff, called tha Eruv, beléngse te 2ll: hence, iL symbolines that all have
equal rights in this reom and in all rooms and houses, yards and gireets, Lthet who
have expressed 8 desire Lo join in this project, Thus, through the Kruv, all
properties are merged, ard there are nc separate owners, fer all is new ono_,”['),
one large domin, With the knowledgo that sn Eruv is necessary, and that ome
ev sta, the possibility of erroneows comlusions is reduced, and carrying is once
agair perzitied fror house to epurtyard,

F. We cannot go into all the laws of J\y\rﬁ ('Y They are quite complex
and comlicated, But two things should be poinmted out, First, the truv is not
a lrgsl fictioen invinwed to circumvent & previously existing law. The prewious
law aiready permitted carrying, for we are dealing with private domina, the Va0
and mot A N or even r'(nao e ‘hus, the very same Cowrt of Solemon declared
both the p\_j:)', 'HO"[ and the “'L it fui\'J‘t = the prohibitien and the method
for suspending it. The ELruv was not, as some nave haus believed, a “daring,
beld “Kule.” “t was originated simultaneously with the prohibition it was meant
to susperd,
The second thimg to Nff¥ keep in mind is that the Eruv is meaningful enly when
we are deal ing with a true \ 3 ) inscfar ss dimnsiens and partitions are
corcerned, Lruv caneels out P-J:Q_ 510 'k o It cannot vitiste an ;“_?;;1 Sie

due @ J\\“L’ %\ch er iransfer fruom genuinely different domsins,
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., Assuming s ecmsunity which 1s surrounded by the preper N"hﬂ ’
“4 s thus & tres 1'% , how is the Eruv institwted? If there are met
toe mar) howsowners, they all jeim pereonally and individually, Otberviee,

the Hatl!l doss 1L on bahalf of the entire eommunity even without express

wrmisrion, baceuse of the principle of ()@Y ltrﬁ P?hP"JJ’ - we my
confer » bene it wor a man ever in his absence - and the Bewv 1s umdoubtedly »
benaf il

T 4t ts an evern larger comsinity, then how does one include the streets in the

Y ruw ‘ne anmier i@ by _J;H'__)Q,, er obtaining permission via farmsl er
symbi 10 rentsl ef ine wunicipal properties, from the city suthorities, As
long ss the S \YD ')t, the Mayer er other smunicipal department hweds - such as
rublic health, fire, and police - may, evem if enly in emergency, entsr any
aparimert or 'ouss they wish, then the entire censent for the Eruv may be
oL te ned by the Mabbi or Heth Din in this msnner,
Vo Mbs bant

¥e ham thus discussed the Wio separate problems thal must be conaidered
mefore carrying ir parmittod on the Sebhath, First was the question of D AJ47D ,
and sc arrargiry the dimeusions or _}ULHN that the ares not be a 1..7-'}‘] but a

. Secind, once the 7Y is estatiished, the P> C st e nullified
vy the unior of all "peighbers" a citisens im sm Eruv,
“ince we el live in New York “ity/ it might be of imterest for us to ponder t»
halakhic statur of our ceommunity imsciar as carrying is concerned. The second
part that of institutins the Zruv do avosd tte £ )L oifC, 18 of course
th easier problem, If it can be establismd that we live in a !majmd pot
in e ﬁv';j'] in~>far sus dimensions go, then what must be obtaimed is cemsent of
bo th fotab: tarte and municipal autherity for the Bruv, ‘m first problem is the
far more significant one, and it is thie that merits eur atiention,
First, it srneuld pe emphasised that we are considering only Manhattan island,

Frooklyn and Wueens mre wer-ly the Western end of a much larger arva called leong

-glanc, Similarly, the other boroughs are not included st all in this discussion,
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fo purposes of eur dipoussien, 1ot us oensider three soparsie guesiiens
wooh will determine whethar or not Manhattan is @ q“ﬁ') . *bl e
1) A 1 "3 & Pablic D main, as ve said earlier, 1s defined ss
an nufu;‘:rcor:rﬁ. “Tlfqﬁf' d:rh:.hu- 1¢ cubits. !n Manhattan surh comditions
’
of cow se, do exl st,
?) Mowever, Manhattar ' # & island, wurrcunded on all sides by water
derrar thar ' he required 10 P'PQC. “Yoas this constitute tie -JNJ rh N
reiuired for a Frivate Domatn o Y 94 ?
1) Assuming thet Marnhattan can W declared & V39 besause of ihe 13N,
dc mt the [0 r »o bridess leading into and out of the ety constitute a break
brecol of the _-N?'nr‘ and in esserce connsct Manhattan to ether trui’ Thus
revsrting it W oa 4 PHA?
i1 us take up these questions one by ona,

A) Appsrertiy, Marhattan is the ideal “Public “Yomsin.” ‘here are mahy times
more tharn H_'l(!,-{l(";.\;u:':dim' the pavement of our city, and its stre is are certainly
' aer thar  ardic j“c . The faet that the bodies of water on all sides are

13 pN s vitiated by the bridges which are wicer than 16 cubits and hence
coratitute & treect, &n‘: leavirg Manhattan as if without any AN o
‘he breecnh cannot be rectified by a M_n e D Antd which symbolically chose
the openirg in the walle, for p, prg O » 352 is effective enly in bettering a
1@\'-"'1”('%!4 -o‘h‘} « ‘'herefore the fact that our bridges l.lrudj have a .
OND ANIS by their very construction is irrelevant, ihis has been the
positicrn of many of these whe hawe steadfastly mimaimd that Manhattan is a

1

eal —-.:'-1\') wid rence no arrangemnt could ever be mde to permit carryinyg

on this islrnd,

However, Habbi M, Kagher hss brillianly demvnstrated - and received the

coment of the leading mtrorities of our times to his view = that this epening
of 14 eubils constitater a Public Yomain only when tiire are two such openings
with direct access to eachother aleng a strajgyht line = 'ajriij Pf_ymn fl')Fe .

1f, hewever, these openings or gateways & mot face oacl*othr directly if they
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ars not exactly eppewite eschether, then Lhey de not comvert the ares into

. A H0 .

New Marhatban is linked te %ew Jersey, Brooklyn and ether boroughs by tridges

on all widea. Pt no two bridges are directly oprosite Mc*u-r mch thet

you can walk from ome Lo the other withow cwving st all. ‘h bridges,

therefore , cannct annul the effect ef the ne b al qu-nﬂ formed by the rivers
srcund Manhattan laland, which is thus mot a q*O'] .

Fur thermore, the lata ssinted sare, the Y; {(h ||'5 7)Y bas putfd forward a n!-’d
sugiestion sccarding to which mo great city of modern times cas be regarded as »
‘)‘ﬂ'l because of the way eur sireets sre laid owt, le decides that se long as
the standiny parti ti tons around an area are, in tetal , more tharn the comimd
langth of the breeches (qnm R LN 3N ) gvon if the breemh is

over 10 cubits, the ares concerred remains & Private Yomain - a £ (N0 i3 W ";}‘) .
Take 2 normal city bloek which 1s mrh longer than it is wide, and our city streets
eriss=cross, then you di scover that, conxdering each street by itself, it is
Cmaas e DUIN 3 MY, that 18 - the combimed length of the houses on all

x4 s is greater than the empty spaces (of sidewalk and gutter), thus sach street
and all lesding inte it sust be ﬂglrd.d asa (IR D) « The sainted

P e \tjn ¢id not mm f.his a Elnyful n.o-tlt.y but as an enforcatle decision

oumdm& A T S ra Badin S S OP IN AW mtu--wm:
of H‘l.khh o s '\\‘— d—v \‘N'{E:‘ 81 WH \“l.(\""‘i-" rh [Tt k+“ Aed bk e \a-é
2 PRI N S T PRA & VP FOF. S PRV ST SCL

B) The question of whether or not the watsr atout Manhattam constitutes real
_\ﬁgg\mﬁ has also been debated, Allow me to summrise briefly the arguments
of thoss who agree that they are proper ..J\@'M,ror the latest and most authoritative
decisions by the grestest luminamiss of the last gessratiem concerning similar
situatiens in Warsaw end Paris apply Qﬂl evan greater force to Marhattan,
Most early authorities hold that water of lake s and rivers are » ;)3.,.,‘7’ ever
if their depth is less thmg.ha(, . About Manhsttan there is mo question that
the depth is greater then that, Even if in certain places the water cormsesivnbly

"R aY

less than that depth within several feet of the shkyline, it constituies a waiean

and insign!ficarnt breech compared to the total and sufficiently deep circusference,
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C) T mtiter of Bhe bridges was discussed & short whils ago, and we
pointed owt that tecsuse me Swo bridgs emtrances are d&irectly eppesite each-
ether, Manhsttan cannot be called & Public Domain.
11 addition, when we ponder the problem of whether bridges earncel eut the Jal,?'nﬂ
because of the principle that ((.J\%‘hﬁ ~rCam f\29 (N JC , that 8 thereugh-
fare for the public nullifies a 'gjcm\( in 1t.+'nt.h, we must realise that sccarding
to certain suthorities this holds true only for €N 1312 a}-nw, N
naturally-formed parti tifen, such ss 0‘ shoreline or hedges etc, But an
artifical iy-conniructed partiten = @3 132 ﬁg-nﬂ is not canselled by the
pansage of ¢ 17 . Arcund all of this isiand o Menhattan there are placed
watar-preakers. fences, and walls t revert my erosion of valuable real
estote. (In the few spots where this is l;kin('ﬂu fence around the mearb,
highway or the houses themselves sonstituie the artifieial partitiyon). This
viev, that bridges sannot vitfiate artificial partitions is maintaimed by the

A \e PN,

All in all, it would seer ~ socerding to the best opinion awvailable-that the
bridge entrances thexselres should be provided with a AADJ ANl 3, AL
such a door-way is not alrwady part of the original otructure,

V1. Desirability of Eruv;

A) Whet we have tried to demonstrate in only a sketchy manner is that
thers is 8 body of opinion which considers Manhattan at mnst a J‘.‘R')Q and
nota <" Nl If the leading halakhic scholars wers to decide in favor of
this position, it would cenceivably be possibls to consider the pext stept
1" stituling an Sruv so as %o reseive the remaining “prescription of neighbors”
or f:;).’.‘)t ~ANovE .

B) Histarieally, thers were attempts to establish an Erwv in N.1,.C,,
out only for the sastern half of the city, bounded by the %ast River on the
e sl and the then "Prd Avemm 1" on the West. The proposal was first made by
one of the vary first Rabbis ln Amefrica, a disciple of the D)0 Papy e He
was R, Zechariah Joseph Hosenfld, who publisted his plans 4in 1895. He sent it

to the fllustrious R, Tsasc Elehansn Spector who referred the case to the then
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Chief Rabbi of N,Y,C,, R, Jacob Joseph, The latter gladly gave his consent.
In 1907, R, Joshua Siegel of ¥,Y.C, again proposed sn Eruv for the East Bide,
and received the consent of the Bershaner Rav, the greatest "Posek" of the day,
The EKruv wns lmi.ltuﬁd‘ﬁnm Fridey the ‘challah - fer the Kpuv - was faithfully
prepared, Ail was done proporly. Permission from eity authorities was obtained
for a 10-year periocd, Pious Yews acceptad the Eruv, Them Rabbi “iegel died,
The Eruv was no lomgar placed regularly, The 10-year period lapsed, The “g3rd
Avenm E1" was diemstled, Nobody thought to d» somathlrg about ths situation,
And despitatim fact that carrying in New York Uity was - and ia] - positively
and absolutsly forbidden,many observant Jews continusd to carry and thus violated
thea Sabbath unwittingly. Many of those who look with disfavor upon any new
rlans for an Fruv point to this sslancholy experience for support,
Tn 1949 the ebandje&‘:shnmm Rebbe raisad the problem again, But now therm
wes & mew question, The old ©] had come down, The outlying areas of Manhattan
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previously q.-ri nev built up almost right to the shore=line, Artificial
s\Jipn alrsady surround:d the islamd, And sc the efforts st instituting an
truv for all Manhattan have been revived,

C) Those who are now censidering the possibility of an Eruv have labored
leng on ‘the problem, The halakhic issies are extremsly comlex. ‘here are
pedogegic questions to be answsred, There is a tradition in Judaiam that
strongly encourages the establishment of Eruvin, and a reality of a Jewikh
communi ty unlettered in Judaiem which xunot and will not want to understand
what this is all abouz.

Some of our most distinguished scholars are currently engaged in stindying Lhis
protlem, It is difficult to predict when the answer will be forthcoming, whether
very soon or in the wore distant future,

Whatever the answsr will be, it ha® not been giwen yet, Until a qualified and
compatent Beth [Mn of acknaelsdged experis rerders the decision that Manhattan

s mot a v 37 and that, it has trefare arrang d for an Eruv, %< - all of us =
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mast cominue to treat carrying on the Sabbath as oMiear vielation of the
sanctity of the day and a transgression of a divine commandment, The fact
that an Eruv may be instituted in the futwe doss not retroactively gragt
= mrmission to carry teday, an)roro than the kmowledge tha! tomorrow 18
Sunday amd ‘:\_')lﬁ(!' is permitted allows m to smoka today,
VL. Concl oon

A) We hawe tried to show how R, Meir Simchah's dmecription of Pasmover
as a trocess leading from constriction to expansion, from isolation t5 inter=-
mingling, is aleo experienced on the Sabbath as & resilt of the ruling of
King Sclemnn, who increasad the resitraint of Shabbat by promulgating the
€ 5% yiotk ,and at the szie tims t- .3 us how to make our way, through Eruv,
to greater freedom and expansiveness,
Thw purposs of the Eruv and the resultant intermingling is not convenience, but
a8 feeling of greater affinity between Jew and fellm™ --'yu because of our mutuml
faithy a greater fraternity as children of one Oed who gawe the Turah,
Bafore we can attain the concept of shar d experiences with our meighbors as
s vay to G=d a comcept symbolised by Yem lov and Fruv e we must first achiave
the exparience and ability of dirsctly cleaving to G-d and "onh, each of us,
individually - a principle inherent in Shabbat and especially in Solomor's
LSS EAEIIY

B) Shabbat Ha.gadol, the Sabbath immediately preceding Passover, is
therefore an appropriate time to discuss the restrictivensss of ) lr?m A10 )¢
and (r)-ﬁkw\l'k and the permissiveness of_,‘\q?h 317 Yand 'elc Flte

C) But tims particular Sabbath, Shabbat Ha-gadol of the year 5722-1962
is especially appropriate to remind all of us about the greater sanctity of
the Sabbath, and to bring to our attention clearly and unequivocally that under
the prasent circu-tmuat:ﬁﬂ such & time that an Eruv is made, Af and when
it ever will come to pass, any and all form of carrying on Shabbat is an
~INd Yle'k. Proud Yeus, Jows whe believe in O-d and accept His Torah,

will refrain from violating this significant prohititien.
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D) The late Rav Amiel L’m oxplained the appslation rl?('f‘ A 'e
most beautifully., It is werth repeating now in conclusion of eur talk
on the laws of Sabbath as they are inspired by Passover,
Passover is the grest Jewish festival of freedom, It is the most elaborate
hlidey we hawe, It falle in the month of Nisan which 1s '\\Jt% kt}f\r’!ﬂ(“r .
In the Bible it is sven referred to as _At{, so that we are told that Sefirah
begins Jn?\:\'ﬁ-\nﬂﬂ .
One o ghtAhink, therefore, that Pagsover is o important that it transcends
evon the real §ebbath and that Shabbat may e viclated for the sake of
Passover, Jt is a fallacy universally entertained by religiously ignorant
Ameriecan Jews who hold Rosh Hashanah and Fassover in tar greater esteem than
Shabbat,
Therefore the Tradition sinjled out the Sebbath immediately preceding Passover
wid callec’d [0 LY Ao "he Great Sabbath® = to teach us thareby that no
matter how great tw holiday, the Sabbaih 1s grester, leftier, and holiser,
May the holinessa of the Sabbath, and our proper and conscientious ebservance
of it, be for al)l of uws and for all Imrasl the media whereby we shall 21l
attain to _p\" N = tim ftreedom celebrnted on Yesach and vouchsafed to ue by the

promise of Alalghty Owd,



