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**Halachic Declaration Regarding the Status of the Product: ” ' e

Sand from the Temple Mount**
Halachic Ruling by the Great Gaon,

Rabbi Amram Fried, shlit"a
Head of a Beit Hora"ah (Halachic Court) in the city of Bnei Brak

Subiject of the Halachic Inquiry

Regarding soil 7 sand that was taken and removed from the area of the Temple Mount by non-Jews:

Does soil 7 sand taken from the Temple Mount possess any sanctity, or is it permissible to use it for inclusion in
Jewish burial outside the Land of Isracl, as well as for various non-sacred (mundane) purposes?

Response of the Great Gaon, Rabbi Amram Fried, shlit”a

A. There is no prohibition in using this soil, since there is no inherent sanctity in the ground surface of the
Temple Mount.

B. An additional reason:

The sanctity that existed on the Temple Mount pertains only to the laws governing entry into the area of the
Temple Mount. It does not constitute inherent sanctity of the substance itself (kedushat haguf, nor does it entail
any prohibition of benefit (/ssur hana’aly.

C. An additional consideration:

Even if it were to be assumed that sanctity applied to the soil, it may be addressed under the principle of
“When lawless individuals entered and desecrated it”

(“Ba’u pritzim ve-chil’luhtu”-Masechet Avodah Zarah 52b)
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