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In the year 5739 (25 years ago) Rav Menasha Klein asked Reb Moshe Feinstein, of
blessed memory, if an eruv can be established in Boro Park. He replied: yes, he is not
against it. His ruling was published in a booklet written by Rav Menasha Klein, and
5,000 copies were distributed.

Three years ago, I spoke to Rav Tuvyah Goldstein, of blessed memory, he told me
that he asked Reb Moshe the same question. Reb Moshe replied, he is not against anyone
who wants to follow the ruling of the Shulchan Aurach, and all poskim, and establish an
eruv in Brooklyn..However, he personally wants to follow rulings not accepted by the
Shulchan Aurach.

In a letter written to the rabbonim of Flatbush, concerning the eruv they want to
establish there. printed in Igros Moshe (simon 87 part 4), he gives his permission to
establish an eruv. Even though, he does not want to be in involved in their project, for
reasons stated in his letter, which are against the Shulchan Aurach and all poskim, as
stated openly in this letter. Nevertheless, he gave his permission to establish an eruv.
Because, obviously, he is not against those who follow ruling of the Shulchan Aurach,
and-all poskim.

His letter, printed there (simon 88), only explains his ruling in greater detail.
However, his permission to establish a:1 eruv in Brooklyn was never retracted. Because,
obviously, he is not against those who follow ruling of Shulchan Aurach and all poskim.

Posters in the street and documents published in newspapers, proclaiming a
prohibition, in his name, are false doc::ments, against what he told prominent rabbonim,
and printed in igros Moshe. Reb Mc:he never signed on these documents, or authorized
their publication.

No one can stop someone frore oublicizing false documents. However, one obvious

fact remains valid, what he told prominent rabbonim and printed in Igros Moshe when he
was alive.
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Since the eruv in Flatbush was established twenty five years
ago a problem has been puzzling me. Brooklyn is a walled citv.
Most poskim rule that rivers and the ocean around a city are
valid walls. There are also man made walls around Brooklyn.
Therefore, why is it forbidden, according to some rabbonim in our
generation, to make an eruv in Brooklyn?

The wundersigned is well aware of letters form Reb Moshe
Feinstein, of blessed memory, on this subject. He is also well
aware of proclamations, with signatures of rabbonim on this
maticr.

Nevertheless, I am asking a simple question. Why can't an
eruv be established in the walled city of Brooklyn? Maybe some of
your readers, many who are aqainst eruvin in Brooklyn, answer

this simple question.

lhank- you, and may you be blessed,
§ | (//Vﬁ 2y
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OPEN LETTER T0O THOSE AGAINST ERUVIN

Your constant declarations against eruvin in Brooklyn,
against all poskim, and the Shulchan Aurach, in an attempt to
fool the ignorant, is a matter for laughter. You have become the
laughing stock of Torah scholars.

By proclaiminy false rulings, you, and others doing this,
have abandoned, forsaken, and renounced, their portion in the
world to come. I ask you. Is trying to fool ignorant people into
thinking one can not make an eruv in Brooklyn, and carry with

this eruv, worth this grave, everlasting, punishment?
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Declarations against eruvin in Brooklyn, are against all
poskim, and the Shulchan Aurach. No reliable reason was ever
given for these declarations.

Signatures on posters against eruvin, also mean nothing,
because, they are signatures without a reason, against leading
rabbonim, who have stated clear reasons for permitting eruvin in
Brooklyn. These signatures, by irresponsible people, not educated
in the subject of eruvin, who have never learned response from
leading Torah scholars from past, and present, generations on
this subject: and, don't have the mental ability to do so, are
only an attempt to fool the public.

Seeing their signatures on documents, against eruvin,
provokes laughter from those versed in this subject. Time has
come to stop all nonsensical protests against eruvin. Protests,

without rhyme or reason, based on lies, and stupidity.

Sincerely, 7

Gt T Lrrector
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Jerusalem, E. Israel

Dear Rabbi Sturnbuch:

Enclosed please find recent publications, for your review,
on the subject of eruvin in Brooklyn, New York. You will see from
these publications, those against the eruv in Brooklyn, have
nothing to answer, to clarify, explain, and elucidate, their
views against the eruv. They 1ignore all questions posed, and
continue to publish proclamations, against the eruv.

These proclamations are published in newspapers, bought off
by those against the eruv, and by posters in the street. It is a
sad state of affairs, when Torah law is decided by newspapers and
posters.

Many use the eruv in Brooklyn, a walled city: but, many are
influenced by posters, proclaiming lies, and prohibitions against
eruvin, without rhyme or reason.

This literature is sent to you so you can evaluate it: and,

possibly do something to stop this abnormal wave of keferah.
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Reb Moshe feinstein, of blessed memory, was not designated
by the ALMIGHTY to give absolute rulings on Torah Law for HIS
holy people. He was a mortal being, an object of criticism:and,
not GOD ALMIGHTY who gave us the Torah on Mount Sinai.

He was not the only one who wrote, and issued rulings, on
the subject of eruvin. Gedolei Yisroel have issued rulings on
this subject for thousands of years. Their rulings are clearly
stated in their many warks.

Talmud Bava Metzia (p. 59) relates a story, about Reb
Eliezer Hagodol, who argued with the sages of Israel. A voice
cried out from heaven, how do you argque with Reb Eliezer Hagodol,
we rTule like him on all matters of Jewish Law. Reb Eliezer
Hagodel was the greatest sage of Israel at that time. Nevertheless,
the Talmud relates, he was put in charem (excommunicated):
because, he arqued with all the sages of Israel.

Greatness in Torah scholarship does not give one power,
or authority, to argue with all sages of Israel. Nevertheless,
Reb Moshe Feinstein, of blessed memory, did this. When he ruled
against eruvin in Brooklyn.

He states this openly in Igros Moshe Orach Chiam part 4
letter number 87. Therefore, he states: his ruling 1is not
absolute, or clear cut. Because, he argues with all the sages of
Israel from past generations.

Let 1t be stated here forthright. Leading poskim in our
generation did not accept his ruling. Nor, did leading poskinm in
his generation accept his ruling. Because, it is a novel ruling,
against all sages of Israel, and the Shulchan Aurach.

Nevertheless, Litvishe freaks, with idiotic whimsies,
publicize his novel ruling, on Eruvin in Brooklyn, as absolute.
They conjecture, everyone has an obligation to follaow his novel
ruling, against all poskim.

Absolute, idiots, zanies, and imbeciles, run around getting




signatures, from the ignorant, against eruvin: and, continuously

publicize an absclute ban, against establishing eruvin in

Brooklyn. This is senseless, asinine, brainless, and a joke.
Because, his ruling is against all sages of Israel, in our

generation, and previous generations: and, is in no way absolute.

He would be guilty of a sin punishable by excommunication.
Had he declared his ruling absolute. He was very careful. He
openly declared his ruling is not absolute. He alsa stated,
many times, he 1is not against those who establish eruvin in
Brooklyn. Who follow rulings of all sages of Israel from past and
present generations. '

Nevertheless, idiotic zanies, liars, and imbeciles, are
publicizing his ruling as absolute. Exactly the opposite of what
he stated.

Woe! They have power, aided by forces of evil, Satan and
his forces, to convince others that a ruling against the Shulchan
Aurach, and all sages of Israel, is an adsolute ruling. They tear
eruvin, terrorizs rabdbonim who maxe eruvin, and with 1lies and
deceit convince them. .

Woe! We are living in a generation where terrorists rule
many. Lies, deception, and deciet, are supreme: and, the public
is hoodwinked into the abyss of humiliation,and degradation.

May the prayers of King David be answerd: "Destroy all who
speak false"(Psalms 5:7): "Obliterate, ALMIGHTY, all lips of
trickery" (Psalms 12:4).

" YOU, ALMIGHTY GOD, watch them, save them from this

generation, forever" (Psalms ibid.8).
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To Whom It May Concern:

After edict by the Agudas Harabonim, in the year 5741, was issued, against
the eruv in Boro Park, signed by Reb Moshe Feinstein, of blessed memory. Rabbi
Menasha Klein was asked by Rav Simcha Elberg, of the Agudas Harabonim, to
withdraw his approval of this eruv.

He replied: Reb Moshe told me that I can make an eruv there. Therefore, 1
made one. If he will tell me not to make an eruv my approval of this eruv will be
withdrawn. He was not allowed to see Reb Moshe and discuss the matter with him.
He called Reb Mose's house many times and was told that he could not see him.

Had this edict been valid, and signed by Reb Moshe, why was his request
refused? His approval of the Boro Park eruv would be withdrawn and the m atter
would be settled. Obviously, this document is a fraud.

Please be advised. Reb Moshe's approval of the Boro Park eruv was stated in
front of five witnesses, published, and widely distributed, before the Boro Park eruv
was established in the year 5741. Validity of these published statments were never
denied by Reb Moshe. 7

Two years after Rabbi Klein was told by Reb Moshe that he could make an
eruv in Boro Park, and his ruling was published, widely distributed, and never
disputed, he made an eruv there. Because, he listened to Reb Mosha's ruling.

Therefore, the edict from the Agudas Harabbonim is a complete fraud.
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Editor
Yated Ne‘éman ”
e f

53 0Olympia Lane
Monsey, N Y 10952

Dear Editor:

Please be advised, the undersigned studied under great sages
of the past generation, fifty years ago, before you were born. He
is author of many works on Jewish Law. Therefore, comments sent
to your newspaper for publication, on matters of Jewish Law, are
most reliable.

You have a holy obligation to publish my comments on Jewish
Law in your newspaper. The undersigned is not getting paid for
writing and sending you these comments. He sends them because he
knows readers of your publication will benefit from them.

Publication directed to the Orthodox Jewish community has an
obligation to publish comments on Jewish Law. The undersigned is
open to criticism and comments from your readers. He will answer

any questions from them, on what he writes, and submits for

publication. . s
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