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OVERVIEW

GEM

1) Clarifying the opinion of R’ Meir (cont.)

Rava suggests an alternative way to reconcile the contradicto-
ry rulings of R’ Meir.

2) Clarifying the opinion of R’ Yosi

The Gemara notes that R’ Yosi’s rulings regarding a doubtful
eruv and doubtful immersion are also contradictory.

Three different resolutions to the contradiction are recorded.

A Baraisa is cited that further clarifies R’ Yosi’s ruling con-
cerning a doubtful eruv.

3) Doubtful eruvin

R’ Shmuel the son of R’ Yitzchak asked R’ Huna: What
would R’ Meir and R’ Yosi rule in a case of one who put out two
loaves of terumah bread, one of which was tahor and the other
tamei, without knowing which was which?

R’ Huna ruled that according to both opinions the eruv is
invalid since the loaf is not fit to eat.

Rava asked R’ Nachman: What is the halachah if a person
made an eruv with a loaf that was to remain unconsecrated until
Shabbos, and on Shabbos become consecrated?

R’ Nachman ruled it is valid.

Rava asked R’ Nachman: What is the halachah if a person
made an eruv with a loaf that was to remain consecrated until
Shabbos and on Shabbos become unconsecrated?

R’ Nachman ruled it is invalid. R’ Nachman explained the
difference between his two rulings.

4) The moment the eruv takes effect

Rava thought to deduce from a Mishnah that the eruv takes
effect at the end of Friday or the beginning of bein hashmashos.

R’ Pappa refuted Rava’s assertion.

5) MISHNAH: The Mishnah discusses two examples of a person
making conditional eruvin which are to be determined using the
principle of N2,

6) Clarifying the Mishnah

R’ Yitzchak cited a Baraisa that had the cases of the Mishnah
in the reverse order and the Gemara explains how both sources
are accurate.

The dispute between R’ Yehudah and Rabanan is explained.
7) Clarifying R’ Yehudah’s opinion

Rav states that R’ Yehudah’s opinion as recorded in the
Mishnah, accepting the principle of bereirah, should be rejected
because of the Baraisa taught by Ayo where R’ Yehudah rejects
the principle of bereirah.

The reason to reject the Mishnah’s version is that there are
other sources which indicate that R’ Yehudah rejects the princi-
ple of bereirah. W

Mishnah vs. Baraisa
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Teshuvos Kol Mevaser (2:46) critiques the work of a Rab-
bi in Vienna who put out a new edition of the Tosefta to
Bava Kamma.

In the Introduction, the author cites our Gemara as an
example of a tendency that Rav had to give precedence to a
Tosefta over a Mishnah — since that is evidently what Rav is
doing here. The author also cited Yevamos 83a, where Rav
seems to even give precedence to a “non Tosefta” Baraisa
over a Mishnah. [Were this to be true, perhaps it could be
seen as an extension of the concept of Rav Tanna u'Palig —
Rav had the status of a Tanna, and therefore was entitled to
dispute them (see Eruvin 50b).]

Kol Mevaser, however, rejects both examples.

In the first place, the Baraisa in Yevamos is a Tosefta - in
the second chapter of Tosefta Bikkurim.

Moreover, Ido's Baraisa here is not a Tosefta!

Rather, states Kol Mevaser, it is only when there are two
Baraisos that contradict a Mishnah — as is the case in our Ge-
mara (see Tosafos to Yoma 54b d.h. Mai Shnah who define
this principle; see also there that it is uniquely Rav's, and that
others do not necessarily agree) — or a case in which there is
some unique reason to prefer the Baraisa (as is the case in
Yevamos 83b) that Rav gives the Baraisa precedence. B

REVIEW

1. What condition is necessary for R’ Yosi to rule that a
doubtful eruv is valid?

2. Explain n2p ovn q0.

3. What is the principle of bereirah?

4. Does a person prefer to listen to a lecture from his rab-
bi or from his friend?
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HALACHAH

Using chometz for an eruv on erev Pesach that falls on Shab-

bos
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This loaf is non-sacred today but tomorrow will be sanctified

The Gemara teaches that one who declares that a loaf of
bread should remain unconsecrated on erev Shabbos but sanc-
tified on Shabbos may use that loaf for an eruv. During the
period of bein hashemashos it is not yet sanctified. Although
it is prohibited to eat the food during bein hashemashos which
is the time that the eruv takes effect, nevertheless, since before
bein hashemashos the loaf was edible and during bein
hashemashos the sanctity did not definitively take effect, it
may be used for an eruv. Poskim turn to this discussion to
address the question of whether one may make an eruv with
chometz on Shabbos that is erev Pesach. Maharash Engel'
notes that our Gemara only requires that the eruv should be
edible during bein hashemashos and as long as it is permitted
during that period of time, the eruv takes effect even if the
food is prohibited for consumption on Shabbos. Accordingly,
it should be permitted to make an eruv using chometz on
Shabbos that is erev Pesach since it is permitted to eat chometz
through the 4™ hour of the day. He prefers, however, that one
make the eruv with matzah on this Shabbos so that the eruv
will edible for the duration of Shabbos. Even though adults
may not eat the matzah on erev Pesach, since children who are
too young to retell the story of the Exodus may eat it, it is con-
sidered edible for the entire Shabbos.

Tzafnas Pane’ach’? contends that according to Rashi one
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A person may place two sets of eruv, one in each of two
directions of his city, and he makes a condition that he will
use the one which is desirable due to conditions that will
develop as the Shabbos day occurs.

In the top diagram, he can use either the eruv to the east
or the one to the west, or neither, and be as a member of his
city. In the bottom diagram, he will want to use the eruv to
the west to escape the enemy army which approaches from
the east. ®

may only use matzah but not chometz. He proves that accord-
ing to Rashi the food used for the eruv must, theoretically be
usable for the entire Shabbos. Food that will not be edible for
the entire Shabbos may not be used for an eruv. Therefore,
since chometz will not be edible for the entire Shabbos it may

not be used for the eruv. W
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INSIGHT

The Eruv food must be edible the day

before
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The food which is designated to es-
tablish an eruv station must be edible at
the time it is put into its position, before
Shabbos begins. Nevertheless, the mo-
ment it becomes activated is later, when
Shabbos is actually beginning.

If the food is not fit for consumption
at the time it is placed, for example, if
terumah is used as the food for an eruv,
and the terumah is ' meiah and therefore

prohibited to be eaten, this would not be
a valid eruv. In fact, even if there is a
doubt whether the terumah was t'meiah
at the moment it was placed, it is not
valid as an eruv.

Another example is where a person
placed tevel as an eruv, and he stated that
the proper tithes should be valid as the
moment the Shabbos is about to begin.
In this case, the eruv is not valid. Alt
hough the food is edible as Shabbos be-
gins, nevertheless, at the moment it was
put in its place it was not yet permitted
to be eaten in its state of tevel.

If the food itself is kosher, but the
person placing it cannot access the food,
this is also grounds for disqualifying the

eruv. For example, if Yom Tov occurs on
Sunday, after Shabbos. The person set up
two eruvin, one eruv for Shabbos on the
east, and another eruv for Sunday on the
west. The eruv on the east prevents him
from going to the eruv on the west dur-
ing Shabbos. Therefore, even though as
Yom Tov begins, he could have gone to
the eruv on the west, and he could have
even eaten it, the eruv on the west is in-
valid. The moment the eruv is put into
place is determined to be oY Twan —
before Yom Tov begins — and at that mo-
ment, on Shabbos, the eruv on the east
prevents the person’s ability to go to the
eruv on the west. This therefore fails the
test of being a DY TIY2N MININ NTIVD. B
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