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Overview

Halacha Highlight

Siman 440 Seif 2:

If one is not responsible for the chometz he is not obligated to
destroy it even if the gentile is under his control, e.g. a resident
alien who lives with one in a courtyard. One must construct a
partition ten tefachim high so that he should not mistakenly eat
the chometz. If a gentile put chometz in a Jew’'s home without
permission he should cover it with a vessel. This applies only on
Yom Tov but if it is before Yom Tov he must construct a parti-
tion.

®,

% One should not accept a deposit of chometz on Pesach even if
he does not accept responsibility. (M.B. 10)

A partition made from a sheet is not sufficient. (M.B. 12)

The reason covering chometz with a utensil is not sufficient is
out of concern that someone will have a need for the utensil
and will uncover the chometz. (M.B. 13)

% When Yom Tov is over one should construct a partition in
front of the chometz. (M.B. 15)

Siman 440 Seif 3:

One is not responsible for the chometz a gentile brings into his

home. Even though the Jew sees the chometz he is not respon-

sible for it but it is prohibited to eat at a table where a gentile is
eating chometz.

% The intent of Shulchan Aruch is that one should not eat on the
same table as a gentile who is eating chometz. (M.B. 17)

% Eating with a gentile raises the concern of eating even a
crumb and thus it is prohibited even if one does not know the
gentile. It is permitted, however, for a gentile to eat on a Jew's
table if he does not eat there. (M.B. 18)

Siman 440 Seif 4:

If a Jew gives his chometz to another Jew or a gentile, even if

the custodian accepted responsibility the owner nevertheless

violates the prohibition against owning chometz.

% The custodian also violates a prohibition since he accepted
responsibility for the chometz. (M.B. 20)
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Stories to Share

Sharing a table with a gentile who is eating
chometz

Shulchan Aruch Siman 440 Seif 3
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But it is prohibited to eat at the same table as a gentile even if
a cloth is used as a separation

Shulchan Aruch (1 'yo) writes that on pesach one may not sit at a
table together with a gentile to eat even if something is put on
the table as a separation. Mishnah Berurah (n» pro) explains
that although it is permitted for one person eating fleishigs to
eat at the same table as one who is eating milchigs as long as
there is a separation between them, regarding chometz this is
not allowed. The reason for the distinction is that when it comes
to fleishigs and milchigs the concern is that they may share food
and inadvertently violate the prohibition against eating milchigs
and fleishigs together. To assure that this does not occur it is
sufficient to put something on the table to serve as a barrier be-
tween the two people to remind them not to share food. The
concern on Pesach is that it is prohibited to consume even a
crumb of chometz. When two people share a table together it is
highly likely that some crumbs will become scattered and the
Jew could end up eating a crumb of chometz. Therefore, the
barrier to remind them not to share food is insufficient. Addi-
tionally, even if one does not know his tablemate, which also
allows people to share a table if one is eating milchigs and the
other is eating fleishigs, one may not share a table with a gen-
tile who is eating chometz out of concern for the crumbs.

Since the size of the table that one would share with the
gentile does not effect this halacha, one must be cautious at
parks or amusement parks not to sit together at a table where
gentiles are eating chometz. Some Poskim take this concern a
step further and contend that if tables are lined up in a row one
may not eat at one end of a table if a gentile is eating chometz
even if he is sitting at another table in that row of tables
(3 X TM2IWN >Poa 7).

Taking Responsibility
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A certain man rented his premises to a non-Jew the entire
year. The non-Jew used it as a commissary to sell alcohol,
much of which was chometz. When the Jew learned about the
prohibition of even taking responsibility for a non-Jew’s cho-
metz, he wondered if he had a halachic problem. In this partic-
ular instance, the non-Jew’s whiskey was covered by the Jew’s
insurance policy against fire and the like. Of course the whiskey
was chometz, so in a way he was responsible since if something
happens to the non-Jew’s chometz his insurance would pay him
and he would pay the non-Jew. Yet he certainly wasn’t watching
the non-Jew’s chometz and didn’t even care if it was destroyed

since the insurance would pay, not him. Yet maybe this was like
taking responsibility for a non-Jew’s chometz while it was in his
house?

When he asked Rav Shlomo Zalman Auerbach about this,
the gadol ruled that there was no problem with their arrange-
ment, “It is definitely permitted to cover a non-Jewish tenant’s
chometz with the Jewish owner’s insurance policy. The problem
of taking responsibility is only if the Jew cares about the non-
Jew’s chometz and does not want it to be destroyed. If the Jew
is indifferent about the non-Jew’s chometz, even if it rests in a
place owned by the Jew, this does not constitute achrayus and is
not a transgression of the halachah not to have chometz under

one’s auspices during Pesach.”
NN PIYI 1IARNT TYIWNIN 9T NNPOYW 2970 YY 1INNN ,NDI 0 N
NPINN POY DAY




