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Response to
“Eruvin in Urban and Modern Metro

Harav Yisroel Belsky Shlita”
By:

It is not our purpose with this response to prove
or disprove the mwv of o'pown »mM on
either side of the discussion. However, the
pamphlet named above states its view in a
matter of fact fashion, implying that there is no
credible opposing view. In doing so the
pamphlet labels as erroneous, preposterous and
trivial the words of Dpowvn YT whose
opinions were and are accepted by Y Yo
throughout the generations nbpa oMby Tt
Mmn12. Therefore our intention is but only to
cite their words as they are 'wem PR N

Additionally, since many important
points stressed in the pamphlet are the halachic
rulings of Y7¥t powms nwn 1 on we would
like to clearly state that we do not intend to
mvalidate his rulings.

Our purpose is only to bring to the
readers’ attention the rulings of other renowned
0113 who have ruled otherwise.

(Note: all bold lettering indicates an emphasis
of the editors and not that of the original
author)
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The pamphlet;

“When most people hear the
term of eruv they think of sticks and sirings
used to enclose an area in which one is
Jorbidden to carry in on Shabbos. Chazal term
such a structure as being a nnon Y. This
issue will discuss the parameters of a my

nnonn  The actual term of eruv was only used
when referring to ,powan @rvy ,nrsn anw
or pomn 23y, Nevertheless, since a sy
nnon is commonly referred to as an eruv, we
will use that term throughout this issue.”

Harav Pinchas Tauber Shlita

politan Areas, Reviewed By

Although this point is irrelevant to the
discussion since the pamphlet suggest a mass
public misuse of the word »ary” we indicate
the following : %)
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The pamphlet:
“An argument that frequently
comes up concerning eruvin is that it is
worthwhile to build eruvin even if one must
rely on extraordinary leniencies and nwy7
MY (ie. an opinion expressed by a single
halachic authority, but rejected by most of the
other authorities)... ”
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he searched through all the Rishonim and did
not find this principle that 600,000 people have
to traverse through it every day. and as long as
there is an occasional presence of 600.000
people then it qualifies as a Reshus Horabim.”
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The pamphlet:

“The Bas Ephraim writes... That it be
Ppossible (emphasis by author) for all 600,000
to travel on that streer every day. This is the
Bais Ephraim's interpretation of Rashi quoted
above... he nevertheless extends the Halacha
by saying that it must be possible thar they
Jrequent that specific swreet
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The pamphilet:

“Even if one were to argue tha
according to the Beis Ephraim the streets in
Borough Park and Flatbush should not be
classified as a Reshus Horabim since it is not
possible thar 600,000 people will waverse
down a specific street... Nevertheless. one must
also take into consideration the jact that there

Is an additional way for a sireet to be
considered a Reshus Horabim. Chazal tell us
that an alleyway (ie. a side street that has
houses on both sides) whose ends are both
open 1o a Reshus Horabim. is likewise
classified as a Reshus Horabim If the alleyway
is an actual through-street joining two sections
of the same Reshus Horabim. it may even be
less than 16 amos wide and still be considered
a Reshus Horabim. since the rraffic funnels
through the alleyway continuously”
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The pamphlet:

“Another argument rendered 10 permit
Eruvin in large cities, is that for an area o be
considered a Reshus Horabim it must run
straight from one end of the city to the other
end. However, if it curves, then it is not
classified as a Reshus Horabim.. However, the
Jact that 1t may curve along the way is
trivial .. Furthermore, the Shulchan Aruch
clearly states and it is implied by all the
Rishonim. that only a walled city mandates this
additional criterion that the swreet be voon,
Additionally. there were some Poskim who
required thar the gates on both ends of the city
be parallel (m 10 Mt O9OP B however
this too as is implied by its wording is only
possible and applicable by a walled city. »
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The pamphlet:

“There were those who argue that
when tallying an area 1o see if it is classified as
a Reshus Horabim, one does not tally those
rraveling in automobiles since they are
considered to be a different domain. They

misinterpret the words of the Maharsham and
Beis Ephraim and claim that he is of the
opinion that we do nort tally those traveling in

cars. Qne who properly analyzes the words of
the Maharsham and Beis Ephraim will have

difficulty finding this opinion. We clearly see
that none of the above Poskim ever attempted
to rule that we do not include automobile
travelers who ride below ten Tefachim in the
rally of 600.000."
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It is imperative to note that the pamphlet
quoted the v min several times and failed to
mention the very powerful and decisive ruling
of the very same N 1in,
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The pamphlet:

“Furthermore, the Chazon Ish clearly
writes that this principle does not apply to later
authorities”
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The pamphlet:

“The most stringent definition of a
Reshus Horabim is the opinion of most
Rishonim including the Rambam and that of
the Shulchan Aruch. They maintain that a
Reshus Horabim is any street that is ar least
sixteen Amos wide (approximately 28 feet) that
opens up imo a public area such as a
marketplace... Rashi's opinion that one must
Julfill the additional criterion of 600,00 is itself
avyrn :

Most Rishonim reject this based on the fact
that the Gemara does not mention it as being
one of the criterion”
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The pamphlet:

“We have already explained that
recently there were those who misinterpreted
the words of the Shulchan Aruch who bases his
opinion on that of Rashi and claimed that it
limits the 600,000 people to those who traverse
through that specific street. This would exclude
even large cities from being considered a
Reshus Horabim. This is a preposterous
assertion. It is impossible to comprehend that
the requirement for a city that has 660,000
residents to be classified as a Reshus Horabim,
is that all 600.000 people 1o traverse over one
single road daily. For such a large population,
a city would build several major thoroughfares
1o accommodate all the residents and not have
one big maffic jam. Imagine what Brooklyn
would look like if it only had one small street
(ie. 28 feet wide) to accommodate all the
traffic».
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The pamphiet:

“If indeed this amazing assertion is
frue (i.e. the 600.00 people have to raverse a
single street) why would Chazal suspend the
great Mitzvah of Lulav and Shofar for all of
Klal Yisroel just so that one Yid should not
Jorget and carry them out into a Reshus
Horabim on Shabbos, when the requirements
Jor an area to be considered Reshus Horabim
are almost unfeasible... When listing the three
things that never existed and never will exist,
(Le. anmn vy 00y 2%y , 'm0 13) the
Gemara should have listed a Reshus Horabim
as a fourth thing »
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The pamphlet:
“Furthermore the Shulchan Aruch

writes that the criterion of 600,000 has ro be
met every day. The Mishna Berurah writes that



