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A. HOW COULd It BE FOrGOEN....coovveeeeeeeeeeesssssssnnneeessssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssees 1

In the second year after the Exodus from Egypt, the Jews were commanded to bring the
Pesach offering (Source 1). The Talmud tells us that the law regarding whether the Pesach
offering overrides Shabbat was forgotten by the Sons of Beteira, until Hillel the Babylonian
reminded them of the law (Source 2).

(The arguments for and against the Pesach offering overriding Shabbat: Since the Pesach
offering is brought as a group offering, it has the characteristics of a communal sacrifice,
and thus should override Shabbat like the daily tamid offering. On the other hand, since it
is paid for by individuals and eaten only by those registered for it, it is not truly a communal
sacrifice and should not override Shabbat.)

This raises a fundamental question: How could such a law be forgotten? It's impossible for
14 years to pass without the day before Pesach falling on Shabbat (Source 3). Moreover, the
Pesach offering was offered publicly and with great fanfare—even non-Jews wrote about it
(Source 4)—so how could such a well-known law be lost?

The Tzlach explains: Until that year, they arranged the calendar so that the day before
Pesach would not fall on Shabbat—similar to the rule of “Lo ADU Rosh” (Source 5). That year,
however, they didn't make the adjustment. This is what it means when it says “the law was
forgotten.”

But the Rebbe rejects this explanation: We have no source that indicates that there was ever
a longstanding custom to set the calendar to avoid Erev Pesach (the eve of Pesach) falling on
Shabbat. Moreover, the second Pesach offering in the desert, and the first one after entering
the Land of Israel, both occurred on Shabbat!

B. How Do Halachic Disputes Arise in Mitzvah PractiCe.....mmssseeeeeseessssssssens 9

A similar question arises regarding disagreements over mitzvot that have been practiced
continuously. For example: How many threads are to be twisted in a tzitzit string—three or
four? (Source 6). Or the famous disagreement between Rashi and Rabbeinu Tam about the
order of the passages in tefillin.

Jews have worn tefillin and tzitzit since the time of Moses. So how could such fundamental
differences arise?



C. Diversity of OPiniON iN JUAAISM.....uuueeceeeeeesessssssssseeesssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 13

There were many halachic disputes between Beit Shammai and Beit Hillel. For many years,
each community followed the rulings of its own teachers. Yet Beit Shammai and Beit Hillel
did not stop intermarrying.

Furthermore, the Talmud in various places says that the accepted halachah follows the local
rabbi (Sources 7-8). However, once there was a formal vote and decision—nimnu vegamru—
then the halachah was binding, and everyone was obligated to follow that decision.

So too in our case: It is likely that throughout the generations there was a dispute as to
whether the Pesach offering overrides Shabbat. Some practiced one way, others the opposite.

So what did the Sons of Beteira forget? They forgot whether there had been a formal rabbinic
vote and consensus that established the halachah. When Hillel arrived, he expressed his
view—that the Pesach offering does override Shabbat—and the practice followed his opinion.

This same concept applies to the dispute between Rashi and Rabbeinu Tam regarding the
tefillin passages. Both traditions existed simultaneously throughout the generations, and no
definitive halachic ruling was made in favor of either one. In fact, archaeological findings of
tefillin from the Second Temple era show that even then, Jews followed both customs.



Introduction

Many people ask:

If Moses gave the Torah to the Jewish people, how is it possible that the sages throughout the
generations disagreed over the details of mitzvot that were passed down from generation

to generation?

And if a doubt truly arose, why not simply check how it was done in previous generations,
or open an ancient scroll found in the Judean Desert?

The answer is complex, but very fascinating. It opens a window into the development of
halachah from the very beginning of Jewish history until our own time.
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A. How Gould it be Forgotten?

Hillel and the Sons of Beteira

A year after leaving Egypt, G-d commands the Jews to bring a Pesach offering, just as they did on
the eve of departing Egypt, and the Jews follow G-d’s command.

Source 1 numbers 9:1-4

student's G-d spoke to Moses in the wilderness of Sinai, N2 YN oK M 21N
91 during the second year following their exodus DONYY? noawn w2 o0
from the land of Egypt, in the first month, vIn2 o L DWn YW
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The children of Israel shall offer the Paschal noDn DX 2RI %12 1wy
lamb at its appointed time. JTvina

On the fourteenth day of that month, in the UTn2 0P Wy nyaN2
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Moses spoke to the children of Israel, to offer Ryteiony] n‘w;z‘z
the Paschal lamb.

Rashi
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Appointed time: Even on Shabbat. N2V AR JTwing
Rashi explains that the words “at its appointed time” comes to teach us that the Pesach offering
must be offered on the 14th of Nissan, even if it falls on Shabbat. This is indeed the halachah, but
behind it lies a fascinating story that gives us a glimpse behind the scenes of the development of
halachah.

Source 2 ramud pesachim 66a
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and did not know whether the Paschal lamb
overrides Shabbat or not. They asked: Is there
anyone who knows whether the Paschal lamb
overrides Shabbat?

They were told: There is a certain man who
came up from Babylonia—Hillel the Babylonian
is his name. He served the two eminent sages
of the generation, Shemaya and Avtalyon, and
he knows whether the Paschal lamb overrides
Shabbat or not. So they sent for him.

They said to him: Do you know whether the
Paschal lamb overrides Shabbat or not?

He said to them: “Its appointed time” is stated
regarding the Paschal lamb, and “its appointed
time” is stated regarding the daily offering.
Just as “its appointed time” stated with regard
to the daily offering overrides Shabbat, so
too, “its appointed time” with regard to the
Paschal lamb overrides Shabbat.

They immediately seated him at the head,
appointed him nasi over them, and he
expounded the laws of Passover that entire
day.

>> The Rebbe
The logic of the dispute

The debate over whether the Pesach offering
can be brought on Shabbat is related to the
question of whether it has the status of a
communal offering.

On one hand, since it is brought in a group
setting and all Jews bring the offering at the
same time—on the eve of Pesach—it has the
characteristics of a communal offering. For
this reason, some argue it should be brought
on Shabbat, just like the regular daily offering.
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On the other hand, it's still considered an
individual offering. This is why each person
must pay for their own Pesach offering, unlike
communal offerings which are funded from the
Temple treasury. Additionally, its status as an
individual offering is underlined by the fact that
it can only be eaten by those who registered for
it in advance. There is also a law that it cannot
be brought by one large group like a communal
sacrifice, but must be divided into three separate
groups. Because of these factors, some argue
that the Pesach offering is not like the regular
daily offering and therefore does not override
Shabbat.

There is a well-known question raised on this
point, as stated in the Jerusalem Talmud: How
could it be that this law was forgotten? It seems
difficult to understand. After all, it'’s not possible
for two full sabbatical cycles (fourteen years) to
pass without at least one instance when the eve
of Pesach falls on the Shabbat. So how could it be
that such a law was forgotten?

Jerusalem Talmud, Pesachim 6:1

Rabbi Avin said: Is it not impossible for
fourteen years not to have passed without
the 14th of Nissan falling on Shabbat? Why
was the law forgotten? To bring acclaim to
Hillel.
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At first glance, even if we say that Hillel needed
to rise to the position of nasi, and this is why
something unusual happened, that “this law was
forgotten by the Sons of Beteira,” the question still
remains: How is it possible? The offering of the
Pesach sacrifice wasn’t something done privately,
or by a small group of people. On the contrary, it
was brought in large groups—all the Jews in the
Land of Israel would offer the Pesach sacrifice
together. How then could the law have been
forgotten by everyone—by the Sons of Beteira
and by all the Jews who were in Jerusalem at the
time and brought the Pesach offering? Everyone
forgot the law of whether or not Pesach overrides
Shabbat?

This question becomes even stronger when we
consider that the Pesach sacrifice was brought
with great fanfare and joyous celebration. In fact,
during the time of the Second Temple, the event
was so prominent that it was even written about
by non-Jewish scholars. This is mentioned in
Jewish sources as well, such as in Seder Hadorot.
Clearly the Pesach offering was a very public
event. This would mean the law would have had
to be forgotten not just by the Jewish people, but
even by non-Jews who were aware of it. This is
astonishing.

If we take the story literally, it was an
extraordinary miracle, something completely out
of the ordinary.
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Source 4 (optional) seder Hadorot 121

A Roman official who resided in Jerusalem
witnessed these events firsthand:

The Pesach offering:

They hurried to the stream near
Jerusalem ... On the 14th of the month they
appointed people to ascend a high tower
of the Temple and they blew trumpets
and announced “The time of the Pesach
offering has come!”

The people immediately dressed in their
holiday finery .. when they arrived at the
place of the slaughter, there were rows
of priests, each holding a golden spoon,
and another line of priests holding silver
spoons. All this was done for aesthetics.
The priest at the head of the line received
a spoon of blood from the sacrifice and
passed it to the one next to him, and so
on until it reached the altar. The priest
at the altar would scatter the blood and
return the empty spoon up the line, in
such a manner that each priest received
a full spoon and returned an empty one.
They carried this out so quickly that the
spoons appeared to be flying ...

The sounds of the Hallel songs were
heard from very far away. The gates of
Jerusalem stayed open on the night of
Pesach because the numbers of passersby
were so great, at times double that of the
Jews who left Egypt.

>> The Rebbe

The calendar tricks

The Tzlach offers an explanation: He suggests that
“the law was forgotten” refers to a failure to arrange
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s‘“de';;l'g the calendar such that Erev Pesach should not fallon  pyoapi nx 197°0 85w 793
Shabbat. Up until that point, efforts had been made HOD WYY T%A TN Y
to structure the calendar so that Erev Pesach would IR TV DN .Y I R
not coincidide with Shabbat—just as the calendar DUWIAR DAY oTNwn
is arranged to prevent certain dates from falling X5 MOD 27YW DI 17N
on days that would create difficulties. For example,
the calendar is structured so that Hoshana Rabbah
should not fall on Shabbat, and that Yom Kippur
should not fall on Friday or Sunday. Accordingly,
the “forgetting” of the law was their neglecting to
arrange the calendar to prevent Erev Pesach from
falling on Shabbat.
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Source 5 code of Jewish Law, 4281

Hoshana Rabba

When the Temple stood, it was customary to bring willow branches to the Temple on each day
of Chol HaMoed Sukkot, to place them at the corners of the altar and circle the altar once while
reciting the Hoshanot prayers. On the seventh and final day of the festival, Hoshanah Rabbah, they
would circle the altar seven times. Today, in remembrance of the willow ceremony in the Temple,
we practice the custom of beating the willow branches on Hoshanah Rabbah in the synagogue.

This Hoshanah Rabbah observance does not override Shabbat. When Hoshanah Rabbah falls on
Shabbat, the practice is not performed. On the other hand, it is a very important custom that we
do not want to miss. So what’s the solution? How do we ensure that Hoshanah Rabbah never falls
on Shabbat?

Yom Kippur

If Yom Kippur were to fall on a Friday, we would have two consecutive days of strict labor
prohibitions—Yom Kippur followed by Shabbat. It would be impossible to prepare food, attend
to the dead, or deal with basic life needs—a serious problem both halachically and practically.
Similarly, if Yom Kippur fell on a Sunday, the same issue arises—Shabbat beforehand, followed by
another full day of prohibitions.

So what’s the solution? How do we ensure that the 10th of Tishrei (Yom Kippur) never falls on
Friday or Sunday?

IR0 170 17D 17MTR 21 77aRY 12,7152, 30 71910 .2
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Lo ADU Rosh

To solve both of these issues, the Sages instituted a rule in the structure of the Hebrew calendar:
Lo ADU Rosh.

Rosh refers to Rosh Hashanah, and the rule means that Rosh Hashanah is never established on a
Sunday (Alef), Wednesday (Dalet), or Friday (Vav). Why? Because if the 1Ist of Tishrei falls on any
of those days, then Yom Kippur will automatically fall on either Friday or Sunday, and Hoshanah
Rabbah will fall on Shabbat.

To prevent problems with Yom Kippur and to avoid the cancellation of the willow ceremony, the
Sages ensured that Rosh Chodesh Tishrei always begins on a day of the week that avoids these
issues.

These are the days on which holidays cannot On2 DY PRY Domn PN
begin: Sunday, Wednesday and Friday cannot SR UKD MR X? DTving
Rosh Hashanah.

Magen Avraham

Here is the rule: Yom Kippur cannot be  NiX1? 7273 07997 ,12yn 922
on Sunday or Friday so that we don’t oi"2 0°3837 Di° T XYY
have two consecutive holy days, and N> X?¥ *72," Di"2 X971 'K
also to ensure that Hoshana Rabbah it 0ooMmp DWITR oonY 2
is not on Shabbat so that the willow XIWin nom KoY on i
branch ritual is not overridden. nnTn X9 n2wn oiv2 N2

127910

So, says the Tzlach, just as throughout the generations the calendar was arranged so that Yom
Kippur would never fall on a Friday or Sunday, and Hoshana Rabba would not fall on Shabbat, so
too, it was always arranged that the day before Pesach would not fall on Shabbat.

That year, however, the Sons of Beteira forgot about this, and they had already declared Rosh
Chodesh Nissan. Only afterward did they realize that this would cause a problem with the Pesach
sacrifice falling on Shabbat.

Since the calendar is not arranged publicly, and only a select few are involved in this process, it is
more understandable that a rule regarding it could be forgotten.
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But this explanation is highly novel, because we
don't find any sage in the Mishnah or Talmud
who says that throughout all the years—from
the giving of the Torah until the time of the sons
of Beteira—there was always an effort to ensure
that Erev Pesach would not fall on Shabbat.

This is especially striking given that the second
Pesach after the Exodus from Egypt, took place
on Shabbat. Similarly, the first Pesach offering
brought after entering the Land of Israel— in
Gilgal—was also on Shabbat, as can be calculated
based on the fact that the walls of Jericho fell on
Shabbat.

Alittle less than a year after the Jews left Egypt, on Rosh Chodesh Nissan, they erected the Mishkan.
The Talmud notes that this Rosh Chodesh Nissan fell on a Sunday. And if Rosh Chodesh Nissan
was on a Sunday, then the 14th of Nissan fell on Shabbat. We thus learn that the second Erev

Pesach in history did indeed fall on Shabbat.

About forty years later, the Jews celebrated Pesach just days before their first battle in the Land of
Israel—the conquest of Jericho. The Midrash recounts that the fall of Jericho’s walls occurred on
Shabbat, the 28th of Nissan. A simple calculation shows that the 14th of Nissan, exactly two weeks
earlier, also fell on Shabbat. Here again is evidence that Erev Pesach has indeed fallen on Shabbat

in Jewish history.

It's clear, then, that it would be very novel
to suggest that later on, the calendar was
deliberately arranged so that Erev Pesach
would not fall on Shabbat, even though under
the natural progression of the calendar, Erev
Pesach should be expected to fall on Shabbat
at least once in every two sabbatical cycles
(fourteen years).
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B. How Do Halachic Disputes Arise in

Mitzvah Practice?

>> The Rebbe

Similarly, there is a well-known question about
certain matters in the Torah where we find
disagreements: how can there be differing
opinions about how to fulfill a commandment
that has been observed regularly for a long time?
We're not talking about commandments that
are performed occasionally or are temporary in
nature, but those that happen frequently and are
ongoing. How is it possible that there could be
uncertainty about how such a commandment
should be observed?

How many strings do tzitzit have?

For example: the disagreement between the
schools of Shammai and Hillel regarding tzitzit.

Source 6 Talmud, Menachot 41b

The rabbis taught: How many strings are
needed? Beit Shammai said four and Beit
Hillel said three.
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The Gemara asks how many threads are attached to each corner of the garment for tzitzit. It
answers that according to Beit Shammai, four threads are attached, which are doubled to make
eight—and this is the halacha. According to Beit Hillel, three threads are attached, which are
doubled to make six threads.
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>> The Rebbe

Since anyone wearing a four-cornered
garment is always required to have tzitzit, and
this practice began in the time of Moses, how
could a disagreement ever have developed?

When it comes to tzitzit, there’s no need to
recall how things were done in the past—a
year or two ago, or even in the time of Moses.
We only have to look down at the tzitzit
themselves, and it should be immediately clear
whether they follow the view of Beit Shammai
or Beit Hillel. So how could a disagreement
have arisen about this?

What is the order of tefillin?

There is a similar question regarding the order
of tefillin, for which we have the opinion of
Rashi and the opinion of Rabbeinu Tam.

Inside the tefillin we wear, there are four Torah passages:

1. Shema
2. Ve’haya im shamo'a

3. Ve'haya ki yeviacha

4. Kadesh li kol bechor

Each of these passages is written on a separate piece of parchment and inserted into one of the
four compartments of the head tefillin. In the arm tefillin, all four passages are written on a single

piece of parchment.

According to Rashi, the order in which the passages should be written on the parchment for the
arm tefillin, and placed in the four compartments of the head tefillin, follows their chronological

order in the Torah:

1. Kadesh li ( “Sanctify to Me” - Exodus 13)

1957 TRnw 1170 ,aPRYT NPRY:
0°2%Inn MoId T Sw wiab oy
T399,11°27 WN N Y L,N°80%A

2nPYPnnn A nNn 0 X

2577 I8 XD NS Wwpa M
,0 NI X 7w °10%) aye n N
P TR L0120 awn i W
T ,AN%Y novexn By Sononb
DLW X7 OX7 PPV MIRT? WwoOR
7%°5 .55 N°2 NYOWH IR CRPY N3

2772 DPYPANT 79X RIDR

YRR ORI MR T 7T OO
5w 1on R R bw 15end
.on  wan

2. Ve'haya ki yeviacha ( “And it shall be when G-d brings you” — Exodus 13)
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3. Shema ( “Hear O Israel” - Deuteronomy 6)

4. Ve’haya im shamo'a (“And it shall come to pass, if you will listen” — Deuteronomy 11)
According to Rabbeinu Tam, the order is different:

1. Kadesh li

2. Ve'’haya ki yeviacha

3. Ve’haya im shamo'a

4. Shema

In other words, the two passages from Deuteronomy—Shema and Ve’haya im shamoa—are
switched. According to Rabbeinu Tam, the two Ve’haya sections (Ve'haya ki yeviacha and Ve’haya
im shamo'a) should be placed next to each other.

>> The Rebbe
Why didn’t they simply examine old tefillin and tzitzit?

This appears difficult to understand: how could 1719197 7% :7277 1R 77IROD)
there be a disagreement about something like this? 277193272 NPYAN NS

They could have opened the tefillin that belonged 2w 12°5nA DR mND? 127
to Rashi’s grandfather and seen the order in which TR MXI21 "2 2w 110
the scriptural passages were placed inside. This ~ 172°2N2NPwI57 MMM 70
isn't something that one would need to inquire W PIY 71 PR MAW) 128
about from the scribe who wrote the passages— DR 2Nd@ D07 P¥X M7
what matters is the actual arrangement of the ,JAN2 770 AP°R1 © NPWIDR
passages inside the compartments, and this can be 970 DX 9YID1 ORI KON

seen directly. 124@°N22 NwIsn NnIn

The glaring question is: how do these disagreements arise? Ever since the days of Moses, Jews
have laid tefillin and worn tzitzit according to one of these methods. After all, Moses himself must
have followed one specific version. So how could it be that suddenly a form of forgetfulness fell
upon the Jewish people, and a debate emerged about how these things are meant to be done? Why
didn’t they simply examine the tzitzit or tefillin from a generation or two earlier?

2"DWN'T PYoR-Nun NWID NAW DPwn - 77 YOp 4
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Studeg;"g The same question applies in our case: how could
itbe forgotten or not known whether the offering
for Pesach overrides the restrictions of Shabbat?
As mentioned earlier, it's very difficult to suggest
that they always arranged the calendar so that
the eve of Pesach would never fall on Shabbat.
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C. Diversity of Opinion in Judaism

>> The Rebbe

Everyone followed their teachers

Studeggfg The explanation is as follows: <71 IR
Regarding the schools of Shammai and Hillel, o0 P} CXDw ma? yama
the Talmud says that there was a time when AT 1Y A °RIAT NN
each group followed its own view—Beit Shammai M7 221 11°21 ONYT3 1371 XKW
practiced according to their rulings, and Beit WP X?”,13°D 5y AX1, 0Ny
Hillel according to theirs. Even so, the two  DN'an DWWl Rwon °Xnw nna
groups did not refrain from intermarrying. The XIM31 9DnY B> 7900
Talmud relates this in detail.

There were many disagreements between Beit Shammai and Beit Hillel—at times quite serious
ones. For example, they disagreed about whether certain betrothals were valid, or whether a
woman in a particular situation was permitted to marry. And despite these major differences,
the Talmud emphasizes: they did not refrain from intermarrying. This teaches us that love and
friendship prevailed between them, fulfilling the verse: “Love truth and peace” (Zechariah 8:19).

We see that there were times when the halachah was not fixed or absolute, and each community
followed the rulings of its own rabbis. However, they acknowledged that other communities held
different rulings, and they remained one people, marrying one another and maintaining unity.

Studeg;fg This was the situation before the law was officially .19%10 IpoDIY *ID% 0 AT D
decided. But once it was established that “the WY N°2"W PODY MRS N
rulings of Beit Shammai are not considered valid ~ yx e7m3p 73°% Y%7 N2 P
when they contradict Beit Hillel,” it became RITY IR WY DOW) OR
completely unacceptable for anyone to say they — yyesmm 199 muows 2m5 521
wish to follow the view of Beit Shammai—even if SR NP5 ¥ KT DX 1YDR
they are descended from that school.

2", NN 5
a2, mM2 .6
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We see this pattern in many areas: there are mMa%a [pwsw ooRM T 7T Sy
some laws that were clearly decided, leaving no  pmrynwn 0 am%2  )poDIw
room for different practices. But there are also b nw» ambd w180
cases where the Talmud itself says that in one MIPRAY NINR ALY RN
place they followed the ruling of a certain rabbi— v, MWIPPI 27 DX 29 Sw
such as following Rav’s opinion in his town, or
Rabbi Yehudah’s in his area, or Rabbi Zeira’s in
his place, or Rabbi Yosei of Galilee’s view in his
locale—such as his ruling permitting poultry
cooked with milk.

ST U290 DA AT A
v295 07371 RI°T °27 b impma
"5¥%a7 °07 21 S opnat RS
MY WIS YAU NYIO DA

Labna

Consuming Poultry and Milk

Source 7 exodus 3426

You shall not cook a kid in its mother’s ' 0°2 o200 0NN 77102 NUK)

milk. Ji 25m2 v73 Pwan X7 PN
Rashi

Kid: This implies any young  ynun2 71 771 22 »13
animal, even a lamb and calf. 2291 299 A1

Mother’s milk: This excludes  7i¥? v :inx 2902
birds, because they have no milk. 990K 1R ,271 17 1RY
They are prohibited rabbinically, 2T N‘?N ming M
not biblically. Rargls)le

According to the Torah, it is forbidden to cook the meat of an animal with milk. Already at the time
the Torah was given, Moses was taught that this refers not only to a kid in its mother’s milk, but
to any meat of a young goat (or other kosher animal) with any milk.

However, the Torah does not forbid poultry with milk. That prohibition came later—and even
then, only according to certain Sages. Rabbi Yosi of the Galilee held that there is no prohibition
against eating poultry with milk.

Indeed, at that time, in most places, the people refrained from eating poultry with milk in
accordance with the Sages’ opinion. But in Rabbi Yosei HaGelili’s town, the people followed the
ruling of their teacher—and they ate poultry with milk.

X P naw .9 .X,?0°MoD 2,07 MW .7
2,08 MmN’ .8
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As the Talmud relates a fascinating story:

Source 8 ramud, shabbat 130a

In the town of Rabbi Yosi of the Galilee
they would consume poultry with milk.
Levi happened to come to the house of
Yosef the hunter. They served him the
head of a peacock in milk and he did
not eat.

When Levi came before Rabbi Yehuda
HaNasi, the latter said to him: Why did
you not excommunicate these people
who eat poultry in milk, contrary to the
decree of the Sages? Levi said to him: It
was in the locale of Rabbi Yehuda ben
Beteira, and I said: Perhaps he taught
them that the halakha is in accordance
with the opinion of Rabbi Yosi of the
Galilee.

>> The Rebbe

PP 9P 2 Y inipn2
°21 12QY 2702 A1y w2 PN
PR 2712 T2 MeRY PUan ol

Aiyn Dy 99

nei 2w Q7 yTII V7 :9en
N?7 27m2 0w WK §2 1ot LToEn
TN 27 %ID7 17 K2 UKD 22K
DUWIKR? oronn X7 yrnt 1R 0
"33 K9W 2912 7Y D7D I
P imipnt 12 2 amx "oomon
PHNY T P02 13 AT
" NYWR YW OF7 WIT Nuy
iy 92 N oD 77 o
PX 021 OF7 TATY P2 A2
NTI D7y ToX?Y NiZb oipn

g2 792 opnd? PRY

Student’s Pa P10 W DORM M

alih valhrrhhihirlelhl M aRil)
NP oD IR .1o%n0 NpUod
POD D3 Mm% 0°37n 10900
apoDIY DT X ,700hn
DPna A PIvn v ,nohnn
191,379 79900 oww 11 v

hhvh

e This shows us that there is a difference between
the time before a law was formally decided and
the time after it was decided. Once a law has been
established, everyone is required to follow that
ruling. But before a law was finalized, different
practices could exist in different places. In the area
where a certain rabbi lived, people would follow his
opinion, and so on.

Student’s
po. 1

In fact, this continues to this day: there are still areas
of practice where there are differences between the
customs of Sephardic and Ashkenazic communities.

D11y QI Ovn Ty LION)
AN A pPn v onmaw
OTIDWRT 0277000

For example, Sephardim eat rice on Pesach, while Ashkenazim do not—and yet they marry one
another and eat together in each other’s homes.
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student's The same idea applies to the case of Pesach eve
"1 that falls on Shabbat. Throughout the generations,
there was a disagreement about this—between
those who followed the view of the sons of Beteira,
who were uncertain whether the Pesach offering
could be brought on Shabbat, and therefore
leaned toward saying it should not be brought;
and those who followed Hillel's interpretation,
and acted according to his view.

At certain times, there were groups in Israel who ate poultry with milk, while others refrained
from doing so. Similarly, in many other matters where Beit Shammai and Beit Hillel disagreed,
different groups followed the rulings of their own rabbis. Likewise, regarding the law of offering
the Paschal sacrifice on Shabbat, various groups practiced according to their leaders’ rulings—
some brought the sacrifice on Shabbat, and others did not.

If so, what exactly did the sons of Beteira forget? After all, there were always differing opinions

on the matter.

s‘“d";‘g‘"ﬁ Now, regarding the incident where the law was
forgotten by the sons of Beteira, we can explain
that what they forgot was whether a final
decision had ever been made about how to act
in this matter, through a formal vote or the like,
and if so—what that decision was.

In all areas where the sages disagreed, before a
vote was held to formally decide the law, both
opinions were practiced in different places: in
the region of Rav, people followed Rav’s view; in
the region of Shmuel, they followed Shmuels,
and so on. Later, in certain cases, a vote was
held, and the law was decided according to the
majority, as taught by the principle “follow the
majority.”
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The same applies to the question of whether the
Pesach offering overrides Shabbat when Pesach
eve falls on a Shabbat.

This disagreement had existed for generations.
In practice, some followed the view that the
Pesach offering does override Shabbat, and
therefore brought the offering, while others
held that it does not, and refrained from offering
it on Shabbat.

So when the text says that “the law was
forgotten by the sons of Beteira,” it means they
forgot whether this issue had ever been formally
resolved through a vote—and if it had, what the
ruling had been.
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The Sons of Beteira wanted to decide for their community in that generation how to act when
Erev Pesach fell on Shabbat—whether to offer the Passover sacrifice or not. They tried to rely on a
decisive ruling or established practice from earlier generations. However, “the law was forgotten”
to them, meaning they were unsure whether a definitive decision had ever been made in the
previous generation and, if so, what that decision was. Even if such a ruling existed, they also
wondered whether it had been definitive and binding for the future, effectively ending further

debate (see the previous myn).

Then Hillel came, expressed his opinion, and that became the consensus: the Passover offering

overrides Shabbat.

We can likewise explain the disagreement about
tefillin. There has always been a disagreement
about whether the passages should be arranged
following the order later associated with Rashi
or the order associated with Rabbeinu Tam.
There was never a clear consensus ruling on the
matter. Some followed one approach, and others
followed the other.
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Indeed, tefillin from the time of the Second
Temple have been found, some matching the
view associated with Rashi, and some matching
that of Rabbeinu Tam.

Therefore, there’s no need to explain—as some
have sggested—that, according to Rashi’s view,
the tefillin that matched Rabbeinu Tam’s order
must have been invalid ones that were buried,
or vice versa. Rather, as mentioned above,
there was simply no clear, binding ruling on
the matter. Different people followed different
legitimate practices.

Itisobviousthatiftherehadbeenaclearlystated
decision in the Mishnah, the Talmud, or from
the Geonim about the correct arrangement of
tefillin, then of course both Rashi and Rabbeinu
Tam would have known it, and there would
have been no disagreement between them.
But since no such authoritative ruling can be
found anywhere, the disagreement between
them was possible.

There are areas in the Torah that are stated
in general terms, and the Oral Tradition can
interpret it in different ways. Both ways are
true, because they both follow the principles
of Torah study. The same is true with tefillin:
the differing views of Rashi and Rabbeinu Tam
representtwolegitimatewaysofunderstanding
the Torah’s command about tefillin. These two
approaches always existed—even in the time
of Moses.
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Moses descended from Mount Sinai and told the Jews about the commandment that G-d had told
him—to put on tefillin. The commandment itself is written in the Torah, and many of its details
were given orally to Moses at Sinai, such as which sections to write, the color of the tefillin, and
so forth. However, there were also details that were not told to Moses. For example: in what order
to place the sections inside the tefillin—whether in the chronological order as they appear in the
Torah, or in a different order.

There was a dispute among the sages of that time—and throughout subsequent generations—
about the proper order to follow, and each person did as he thought correct. This continued over
many generations. Some Jews arranged the sections according to Rashi’s opinion, and others
according to Rabbeinu Tam'’s opinion. Therefore, both types of tefillin were discovered in different
caves throughout Israel.

This is something that has not been halachically decided until today, and therefore many Jews have
the custom to put on two pairs of tefillin—first according to Rashi’s opinion, and then according
to Rabbeinu Tam’s opinion.

On the other hand, regarding eating chicken with milk, the number of threads in tzitzit, and
many other disputes, one halacha was eventually decided, and everyone accepted it. Therefore,
everyone is obligated to follow the established halacha, not eating chicken with milk, tying four
threads on tzitzit, and so on.
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Key Points:

* The Sons of Beteira were unsure whether the Paschal sacrifice overrides
Shabbat, until Hillel, who served Shmaya and Avtalyon, ruled that it is
permitted.

* The core of the doubt was whether the fact that the Paschal sacrifice is
offered by a group classifies it as a communal sacrifice that overrides Shabbat,
or whether it being paid for by an individual and eaten only by his household
classifies it as an individual sacrifice that does not override Shabbat.
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Studeglgtj * The Rebbe asks: How is it possible that such a central halacha was forgotten

by everyone? Statistically, fourteen years cannot pass without Erev Pesach
falling on Shabbat, and it was done publicly with many Jews participating!

* A similar question arises: How did halachic disputes develop in mitzvot
practiced for generations, like tzitzit and tefillin? After all, one could have
checked how tzitzit and tefillin looked in previous generations.

* The answer is that in Judaism, disputes have existed from ancient times
without absolute resolution, with some groups following one practice and
others another. Thus, even in the days of Moses, there were differing opinions
about the order of placing the tefillin sections. Some followed one opinion,
others another.

* In certain cases, a majority ruled a definitive halacha, and everyone had
to follow it. But in other cases, differing customs have remained among the
Jewish people until today, as seen in the different customs between Sephardim
and Ashkenazim.

e Similarly here: from ancient times, sages disagreed whether offering
the Paschal sacrifice overrides Shabbat, and the dispute was never finally
resolved. Communities followed different opinions over the generations.

* What the sons of Beteira overlooked was whether a formal count was held
and a majority decision reached or not. Hillel ruled that the Paschal sacrifice
does override Shabbat, and that is how people practiced.

Takeaway:

Disputes among the Jewish people are an inseparable part of our identity. We must embrace the
path of our sages, who knew how to disagree sharply with one another, yet always lived in peace,
brotherhood, and mutual respect. Even when there are serious disagreements between us, it is very
important to respect and love one another, even if someone thinks completely differently from us..
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