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Before the groom (chassan) goes down to the chupa, 

he accepts upon himself the financial responsibilities 

towards his wife-to-be, written in the kesuba. 

The mesader Kiddushin, officiating Rabbi, acts on 

behalf of the bride, hands the chassan his kerchief, 

(as though it was the bride who was handing her 

kerchief to the groom), the chassan picks it up, and 

somehow through that act, the groom becomes 

obligated in the terms of the kesuba. The groom then 

returns the kerchief to the Rabbi. 

William’s got a warehouse full of whiskey. Whiskey is 

made from barley, rye, or wheat may not be owned 

by a Jew during Passover. Derivatives of the five 

grains are chometz. Jews who own leaven or leaven 

derivatives (chometz) must either dispose of the 

goods before Passover or sell them to a gentile for 

the duration of the forbidden time.   

For generations, the local Rabbi facilitates this sale 

for his constituents. How does he assume the legal 

right to sell William’s whiskey to the gentile? He gives 

William his kerchief and assumes the legal right in 

the whiskey to sell it. William then give him back his 

kerchief. 

This means of acquisition is called chalipin. It is from 

the most prevalent means of legal acquisition in day 

to day life. Its use dates back thousands of years. The 

first mention is in Megillas Ruth. Yet, it may seem 

difficult to understand on face value how and why 

such an act should work.  It might be easier to 

comprehend why lifting an object, or improving 

realty (a form of chazaka) functions as a means of 

acquisition. After all, we can understand why 

displaying ownership works as a means of 

acquisition. But how and why does chalipin work? 

And for the record, while we attempt to understand 

why and how chalipin works, we may discover 

answers to the following issues.  

 

Does the grantor assume temporary ownership of the kerchief? 

Is there a way to perform a chalipin act today for an anticipated acquisition tomorrow? 

May the officiating Rabbi give the groom a paper napkin or a disposable cup, a hamster or a goldfish? 

 

What’s the Law? 

 

The Answers 

The grantor assumes a limited ownership. 

There is a way to perform a chalipin act today for on condition that x amount of time passes. 

It is questionable whether the Rabbi can use a disposable cup. He may not use a paper napkin. He may use a 

hamster or a goldfish. 

See Detailed Explanation. 
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Detailed Explanation 

Before we discuss why and how chalipin works, it would behoove us to understand the basic concept of ownership 

transference between the grantor and the acquirer. 

Ownership transference is essentially in the mind! The required defined actions are necessary to simply confirm 

the commitment and establish that the idea to transfer ownership was not simply a fleeting thought [Choshen 

Mishpat 195: 7, Sm”a]. 

Thus, transference of ownership is primarily a function of the human intellect. It is generally expressed in a physical 

act, but causes a transference in the upper worlds as well.   

That being said, let us take a look at the first mention of kinyan chalipin in The Scriptures. We will notice that while 

the prevalent custom is to use a kerchief or other belonging, in the times of the Scriptures, a shoe was used.  

R Akiva Eiger references the Holy Zohar who discusses this deep concept. 

The wife of a man who dies childless must marry the dead husband’s brother. This is called yibum or Levirate 

Marriage. 

The relative who marries the widow inherits all of the dead man’s assets; (even inheritance plots sold 

posthumously). If the relative does not want to marry her, he must perform the mitzvah of chalitza. The woman 

takes off the man’s shoe and spits at it. 

In Megillas Ruth, Machlon; Ruth’s husband died childless. Tov was Machlon’s closest relative. He had the first 

responsibility to perform yibum with Ruth. 

Along with performing yibum, he would have inherited Machlon’s realty. Tov did not want to marry Ruth. Boaz, 

the next closest relative, who was willing to perform yibum with Ruth, purchased Tov’s rights to Machlon’s realty 

by removing his shoe and giving it to Tov, whereby Tov transferred his ownership rights of the fields to Boaz. The 

Pasuk says that this means of kinyan, was a long standing custom amongst the Jewish people. 

ַוֹיאֶמר ַהֹגֵאל  {ח}: ְוֹזאת ַהְתעּוָדה ְבִיְשָרֵאלְוֹזאת ְלָפִנים ְבִיְשָרֵאל ַעל ַהְגאּוָלה ְוַעל ַהְתמּוָרה ְלַקֵים ָכל ָדָבר ָשַלף ִאיש ַנֲעלֹו ְוָנַתן ְלֵרֵעהּו 
 : ַוִיְשֹלף ַנֲעלוֹ ְלֹבַעז ְקֵנה ָלְך 

And this was a long standing Jewish tradition for redemption and ownership transference to make commitments 

binding a man would remove his shoe and give it to his counterpart and this was   . The relative told Boaz, acquire 

the inheritance and Boaz removed his shoe [Ruth 4: 7, 8]. 

What is the significance of shoe removal and why does the Rabbi use a kerchief at the wedding or when assuming 

power of attorney to sell your chometz and not his shoe? 

In an effort to understand the concept of chalipin, let us peruse the Scriptures for some more instances when 

individuals acquired or removed their shoes. 
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Shoes in the Torah 

Yosef’s Brothers 
1. The ten brothers took the money they earned from selling Yosef HaTzaddik (twenty silver coins) and used 

the money to purchase ten pairs of shoes [Pirkei D’ R Eliezer].  

In fact, when the Roman ruler Lulianus set to avenge the sale of Yosef 16 centuries later by executing 10 

Mishnaic luminaries; as part of the charade, Lulianus filled his palace with shoes to incriminate the sages.                     
ְמִביֵני ָדת ּוְטָעֶמיָה ְבִפְלפּוִלים ְוָקָרא ַלֲעָשָרה ֲחָכִמים ְגדֹוִלים ָגַבּה ֵלב ִבְגדֹוִלים ְוִצָּוה ְלַמלאת ַפְלֵטרֹו ְנָעִלים   [Eileh Ezkara 

Selichos Mussaf Yom Kippur] 
 

Holy Places  
2. Moshe Rabbeinu had to remove his shoes from his feet when he stood by the Shechina [Shemos 3: 5]. 

3. Yehoshua had to remove his shoe(s) in deference to the holy place on which he stood when the Angel 

Michael appeared before him to promise him in G-d’s Name a successful attack on Yericho [Yehoshua 5: 15].  

4. The Kohanim could not wear shoes in the Mikdash. (Midrash Rabba Shemos 2:13). 

Yom Kippur 
5. It is forbidden to wear shoes on Yom Kippur [Maseches Yoma 8: 1]. 

Excommunication 
6. The Excommunicated must take off his shoes [Moed Katan 15b]. 

 

Shoe: Definition 
A shoe is a personally fit apparatus that human beings place around their feet. It enables them to go where they 

want while protecting their feet from being affected by the surface upon which they tread. 

A human shoe thus signifies numerous concepts including but not limited to 

a) Individuality  

b) Free will  

c) Separation and elevation from the surface 

d) Limitation by natural order (fit tightly around the foot)1 

e) The shoe services man by enabling the wearer to transfer domains. 

Holy Premises 
The sanctity of the Beis HaMikdash is to permeate the individual. He is to connect with the sanctity therein and 

become metamorphosed through its directive. He does not instruct the Mikdash, but the Mikdash instructs him. 

Moshe and Yehoshua too, stood upon holy ground. They were to become one with the sanctity therein and 

become metamorphosed by G-d’s directive [Rav Shimshon Raphael Hirsch]. Moreover, Moshe was to shed his physical 

limitations and ready himself for constant prophecy, connecting himself to the Shechina instead [Zohar Chukas 7].  

                                                           
1 In a deeper vein, the physical body is like a shoe to the spiritual soul. 
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Mundane Premises 
אמר רבי חייא בא אבא ( פסחים קיב א. )ואל תמנע מנעלים מרגליך... שבעה דברים צוה רבי עקיבא את רבי יהושע בנו, תנו רבנן

   אמר רבי יוחנן גנאי הוא לתלמיד חכם שיצא במנעלים המטולאים לשוק )שבת קיד א(

Generally, though, our sages instruct us that we must wear shoes. Amongst the instructions Rebbi Akiva gave to 

his son was to always wear shoes [Maseches Pesachim 112a]. Rebbi Yochanan said that it is inappropriate for a Torah 

sage to walk in public with ripped shoes [Maseches Shabbos 114a]. 

 
Why? 

The earth was cursed since Adam’s sin as in ֲארּוָרה ָהֲאָדָמה ַבֲעבּוֶרָך [Bereishis 3: 17].  From hereon Man was to lift 

himself above the earthiness and overcome its limitations. “Do not be so connected to the ground!” The human 

being who caused the ֲאָדָמה to be cursed can transcend it and become one who brings blessing to the ֲאָדָמה as 

Hashem promises Avraham Avinu ְוִנְבְרכּו ְבָך ֹכל ִמְשְפֹחת ָהֲאָדָמה. 

The earth upon where the Mikdash stood on the Temple Mount however, was not cursed as a result of Adam’s 

sin. 

[It is interesting to note that psychologically people feel comfortable removing their shoes at home, for they 

connect with their home, whereas shoes are for outside the home.] 

Yom Kippur 
On Yom Kippur we are like heavenly angels [Zohar Tetzaveh 96, Menoras HaMaor 5:2:2, 3]. Through Teshuva, we can lift 

ourselves above the natural order, and unfetter our conceived limitations. 

Excommunicated 
The excommunicated is stripped of his individuality and must humbly submit himself to the governance of others. 

He removes his shoes. 

The Brothers 
By purchasing shoes, the brothers displayed their independence and severance of ties from Yosef. They would 

walk away from the brotherhood as the Pasuk says;  

ִכי ָשַמְעִתי ֹאְמִרים ֵנְלָכה ֹדָתְיָנה ַוֵיֶלְך יֹוֵסף ַאַחר  ָנְסעּו ִמֶזהַוֹיאֶמר ָהִאיש  ַהִגיָדה ָנא ִלי ֵאיֹפה ֵהם ֹרִעים: ֶאת ַאַחי ָאֹנִכי ְמַבֵקשַוֹיאֶמר 
 )בראשית ל"ז: ט"ז, י"ז( :ֶאָחיו ַוִיְמָצֵאם ְבֹדָתן

Whereas Yosef was seeking brotherhood, they traveled away from this [Rashi, Ramban, and Ohr HaChaim Hakadosh]! 

Chalitza 
The Neshama of the dead brother becomes connected to the Neshama of the live brother. He can benefit the soul 

of the dead and bring it to its resting place by marrying the widow. If he refuses to do so, the widow removes his 

shoe. Through this action, she is removing her husband’s soul that has become connected with the soul of the 

brother-in-law and she takes it toward herself. She now has the capacity to bring her former husband’s soul to its 

resting place by building a family with whomever she chooses to do so [Zohar Chukas ibid.]. 
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Kinyan Chalipin 
Two explanations are offered in the Zohar [Zohar Parshas Chukas referred to in Glosses of R Akiva Eiger on Choshen Mishpat 195: 

3]. 

1) Just as the shoe transmits the person from one domain to another; removing of one’s shoe and giving it 

to another signifies the counterpart’s cognitive resolute decision for ownership transference. How? 

The acquirer or his/her deputy removes his shoe and gives it to the grantor.  

He instructs the grantor to internalize the symbolism of the domain-transferring shoe and resolve to cognitively 

acquiesce the ownership of the purported article. 

The grantor accepts the shoe and simultaneously agrees to cognitively acquiesce the ownership of the purported 

article. 

2) In a deeper sense, the shoe represents a dimension of the Shechina. G-d’s Essence is beyond our reach, 

but He allows His Shechina; spiritual eminences to rest in various degrees of intensity in our physical 

world. The concept of a shoe carrying a greater being on a lower surface is a mashal an allegory for the 

Shechina which bears the eminence of a Greater Being on a lower form of existence.  

 

(Aside from this explanation, there are deeper concepts which are beyond my present scope of 

comprehension) 
 [ וגו' היה תופר מנעלים בפועל[ חנוך]והוא : (כב' ג סי"ח)מאמר אם כל חי , ע מפאנו"להרמבעשרה מאמרות עיין  ]. 

As such, when performing kinyan chalipin, the grantor brings the acquirer’s shoe to his domain and 

commits in the name of the Shechina to cognitively acquiesce the purported article to the acquirer. Such 

an action has semblances of swearing in G-d’s Name, where the one who swears says that just as Hashem 

is true so will I commit to fulfil my word…”  

Shoe to Kerchief 
The Zohar explains, that the shoe was used as long as people were scrupulously honest and upheld every 

commitment. Then we could feel comfortable invoking the Shechina in our commitments. As time went on and 

people became less honest, Chazal instituted a substitute for the shoe, so as not to G-d forbid invoke the Shechina 

and not fulfil the commitment properly. The kerchief or corner of one’s cloak was chosen to signify a concealing 

of a profound concept.    

The Questions 
Now let us attempt to elucidate the questions we began to explore. 

Does the grantor assume temporary ownership of the kerchief? 

Must the grantor return the kerchief to the acquirer? 

Is there a way to perform a chalipin act today for an anticipated acquisition tomorrow? 

What type of materials may be used?  

May the officiating Rabbi give the groom a paper napkin or a disposable cup? 
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Chalipin Acquirables 
The acquirer can acquire moveable objects, realty, personal commitments via kinyan chalipin. 

The Process 
The acquirer or his/her deputy gives a functional object (either the acquirer’s or deputy’s article) i.e. a vessel or 

an article of clothing or a piece of functional material to the grantor.  

In fact, when the groom accepts upon himself the kesuba responsibilities, the officiating Rabbi uses his kerchief 

instead of using the bride’s kerchief [Choshen Mishpat 195: 3 Rema]. 

Food items may not be used. 

Are animals considered food items or functional material? 

Not only work animals but even animals which produce usable byproducts like wool, milk etc. have a status of 

functional vessels which can be used to perform kinyan chalipin [Choshen Mishpat 195 Sm”a 7]. 

The Poskim understand the Sm”a to include any animals which can be used in any way. This would include pets. 

In return, the grantor cognitively gifts the article-of-acquisition to the acquirer wherever it may be. The value of 

the functional object may be negligible, but it must be made from respectable materials. This excludes vessels 

made from dried dung [Choshen Mishpat 195: 1, 2, 3].   

Explanation 

Vessels made from dried dung have a very limited functionality. They cannot be used for hot. [Shita Mekubetzes 

from R. Yonasan] 

 

As kinyan chalipin does not function like a payment, but instead to inspire a serious cognitive decision to transfer 

the article’s ownership, it is unnecessary for the grantor to keep the kinyan article forever. Instead, the acquirer 

or his/her deputy may give the kinyan article to the grantor for a limited time on condition that the grantor 

subsequently return the kinyan article to its original owner.  

The degree of ownership that the grantor assumes of the chalipin article is limited in time and scope. The grantor 

is given the chalipin article for the specific facilitate the kinyan chalipin and for a definitive time period. 

In fact, it is so generally understood that the grantor must return the chalipin article to the acquirer or the deputy 

that the grantor is not permitted to keep it for him/herself without permission to do so [Choshen Mishpat 195: 4, 

Rema]. 

Thus, the officiating Rabbi at the wedding gives his kerchief to the groom on condition that the groom return the 

kerchief to the Rabbi after the groom commits himself to the kesuba terms. Similarly, the Rabbi officiating the 

chometz sale will acquire the rights to sell William’s Whiskey [Choshen Mishpat 195: 3]. 

Gift 
When attempting to acquire a gift, the deputy can perform a kinyan chalipin with his/her kerchief unsolicited.  
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Purchase 
When attempting to procure a purchase, the deputy cannot affectively perform a kinyan chalipin with his/her 

kerchief unsolicited, as the “acquirer” may not want to purchase the item [Choshen Mishpat 195: 3]. 

For a Later Date 

Kinyan Kesef 

In Issue 242, we mentioned that the Poskim rule that if money was indeed pre-paid for the purpose of kesef 

kinyan, the money need not physically exist anymore at the time the land was to transfer ownership [Choshen 

Mishpat 191 Sm”a 9, Taz]. This means, that via kinyan kesef the acquirer can give money far in advance and acquire 

the article at a later date. 

Why? 

Since if for whatever reason, the sale ultimately fails to materialize, the seller is required to reimburse the buyer, 

it is as though the purchase money is still in “existence” at the time the land actually transferred ownership [Ketzos 

Hachoshen].   

Kinyan Chalipin 

What about kinyan chalipin? Can a kinyan chalipin be employed to take affect at a later date? Remember: the 

chalipin article may be returned to the acquirer immediately after the execution of the chalipin act. 

The acquisition must take affect together with the transferring of the chalipin article.  

Thus, performing a kinyan chalipin now for an acquisition to occur later is ineffective.  

However, one can perform a kinyan chalipin now for an acquisition to occur now on condition that x amount of 

time passes.  

Rema assumes that it can be assumed that most wishing to “postpone” the realization of the ownership 

transference to a later date would want to do so in whichever effective manner works and as such, there is no 

need to specify “for an acquisition to occur now on condition that x amount of time passes” [[Choshen Mishpat 195: 

5]. 

Application 
The grantor assumes a limited ownership of the chalipin article in scope and time and must return the article to 

the original owner unless otherwise expressed. 

There is a way to structure the kinyan chalipin to take effect at the time of the performance of the chalipin act on 

condition that x amount of time passes.  

Disposable Wares 
Rav Yaakov Bloy [Pischei Choshen Kinyanim] suggests a comparison of disposable wares to R. Yonasan’s interpretation 

of dung vessels, vessels with a limited functionality capacity.  Disposable wares too, have a very limited 

functionality capacity and are not made to use more than one time. Accordingly, a kinyan chalipin performed with 

disposable wares is ineffective. 
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On the other hand, for the duration of their existence, they are completely functional. Perhaps that is sufficient 

to be considered for kinyan chalipin. Rav Bloy leaves this question unanswered. 

A paper napkin though cannot be used. 

Goldfish and Hamsters 
What about using goldfish or hamsters? 

Pets are deemed functional vessels as would an animal that can be used for work or can produce usable 

byproducts [Dayan Chaim Kohn]. 
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