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Overview

Halacha Highlight

Siman 412 Seif 1:

If one made an eruv for part of the day to the north and for
the other part of the day to the south because he mistakenly
assumed that it was permitted to do so or if he instructed two
people to make an eruv and one did so to the north and the
other to the south, if both eruvin were placed 2000 amos from
his city, he may not move from his home since we do not know
which eruv he acquired. If the eruvin were not placed 2000
amos apart he may walk wherever they overlap. If each ervv
was placed only 1000 amos from the city he may walk be-
tween the two eruvin. If the one to the east was placed 1000
amos away and the one to the west was placed 500 amos
away, he may walk 1000 to the west by virtue of his east-eruv
and to the east he may walk 1500 amos by virtue of his west-
eruv.

o,

% He is not even considered a resident of the city since he
intended for the eruvin to be his residence and we do not
know which one is effective. (M.B. 2)

% This is because each eruv covers this area since there are

2000 amos between the eruvin. (M.B. 3)

Siman 413 Seif 1:

If one makes an eruv for many people with his own food, he
must declare that the eruv is for them and must have food for
two meals for each of them and then anyone who wants to
utilize the eruv may do so. He must convey ownership of the
food to them via a third party who is fit to acquire the food on
their behalf similar to an eruv chatzeiros (see above siman
366:10). He must inform them of his intent. As long as they
were informed before Shabbos, even if they decided to rely
upon it after Shabbos began rather than beforehand, the eruv
is effective. However, if they were not informed beforehand,
they may not rely upon when they find out after Shabbos be-
gan. Similarly, if one put out an eruv for future Shabasos and
declared that when | want to use it, | will, even if he does not
make his decision until Shabbos, he may rely upon it. Similar-
ly, if one hears that a scholar is arriving but one does not
know where he will settle so he placed two eruvin and de-
clared that he wants to acquire residence in the direction
where the scholar will be, it is effective. Alternatively, if he de-
clared that if the scholar does not arrive he wants to remain
one of the citizens or if two scholars arrive and he wants the
option to choose which scholar to visit, it is valid in accordance
with his stipulation. Similarly, if one informed three people of
his intent to join one of their eruvin, even if he does not make
his choice until it is dark, the eruv is effective.

®,

% Since they will lose the fechum in the other direction which
may be detrimental, they must be informed. (M.B. 5)

% B’dieved, informing them during bein hashemashos is ef-

fecitve. (M.B. 6)

Conveying ownership to someone who is

not present

Shulchan Aruch Siman 413 Seif 1
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Even if they did not decide to use it while it was yet day

Shulchan Aruch ('~ ¥»n »D) presents many circumstances in
which we utilize the principle of bereirah — retroactive clarifica-
tion. One example is a person who makes an eruv on behalf of
others and informs them that he did so before Shabbos. Even if
they do not make the decision to use the eruv until it is after
dark, it is effective. Mishnah Berurah (7pv) explains that the
principle of bereirah indicates that the decision he made on
Shabbos was his intent from before Shabbos. For that reason if
he did not inform them of their choice before Shabbos the prin-
ciple does not apply since we cannot retroactively create a
choice that did not exist. The reason we may employ this princi-
ple is that the Gemara states that regarding Rabbinic matters
one may apply the principle of bereirah.

Maharsham (175 >0 27n nv) discusses whether the principle of
bereirah applies to the bread that will be used for the eruv. In
other words one conveys ownership of some bread to a friend
but did not specify which loaf. When the friend arrives on
Shabbos and chooses a loaf the principle of bereirah seeming-
ly indicates that that was his loaf from before Shabbos and the
eruv is valid. However, he cites Teshuvas Chaim Sh'al
(075 P 8”N) who writes that one who forgot to make an eruvv
tavshillin and remembered while in shu/ may not designate
food as his eruv favshillin even if he knows its exact location.
The reason is that he must be with his food when he makes his
designation. Sefer lkrei Hadat ('n mx 775 »0 nmn) wrote that the
same is true concerning an eruv techumin. Accordingly, when
he is not physically with his eruv fechumin it is not valid and
thus he may not designate food as his eruv techumin from shul.
In his conclusion, he writes that although one could argue that
since the matter is Rabbinic one may adopt a lenient approach,
nevertheless, since they issued a ruling prohibiting it, one must
follow their stringent ruling. Biur Halacha (n 951 171), however,
rules that it is acceptable to convey ownership of eruvv food to
someone who is not present.

KD

% Bereirah is effective when they knew before Shabbos of
their choice but is not effective when they did not know of
their choice beforehand. (M.B. 7)

< Not only is it effective if the scholar already arrived and he

is merely ignorant of his location but even if the scholar

did not yet arrive and did not decide if he will enter this

person’s fechum it is effective due to the principle of bere/-
rah. (M.B. 9).



