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HALACHIC AND HASHKAFIC ISSUES IN
CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY

SERIES 2: 48 - MULTIPLE TRUTHS IN HALACHA - PART 1
OU ISRAEL CENTER - WINTER 2022/23

 

A] CAN THERE BE MULTIPLE HALACHIC TRUTHS?

1..c«̈g ¤̀  d¬¤rŸx«¥n E­p §Y¦p zF ®R ªq£̀ í¥l£r«©A mi­¦rEh§p zF ¬x §n §U ©n §k «E zF½pŸa §x´̈C ©M Æmi ¦nk̈£g i³¥x §a ¦C
`i:ai zldw

Kohelet discusses the nature of Rabbinic Torah and calls the Chachamim ‘Ba’alei Asafot’ - the masters of the gatherings.
Nevertheless, the Torah was given by ‘One Shepherd’.

2.zetq` ilraoixqe` elld ,oixdhn ellde oi`nhn elld ,dxeza oiwqere zeteq` zeteq` oiayeiy minkg icinlz el` - 
mlek :xnel cenlz ?dzrn dxez cnl ip` j`id :mc` xn`i `ny .oixiykn ellde oilqet elld ,oixizn ellded¬¤rŸx«¥n E ­p §Y ¦p 

c «̈g ¤̀ aizkc ,`ed jexa miyrnd lk oec` itn ,oxn` cg` qpxt ,opzp cg` l` - (`:k zeny) mi¬¦xä §C ©dÎlM̈ z²¥̀  mi ½¦dŸl ¡̀ x́ ¥A ©c §i ©e
.d¤N­¥̀d̈ oixqe` ixac z` ,mixdhn ixac z`e mi`nhn ixac z` renyl oian al jl dpwe ,zqkxt`k jipf` dyr dz` s`

 .oixiykn ixac z`e oilqet ixac z` ,oixizn ixac z`e
 :b dbibg

Chazal themselves raise the concern of multiple opinions in halacha.  How can a person know what to do when
confronted with conflicting opinions? Their answer is that all of the opinions are really from the same Divine source.
This response seems to address  philosophical concerns as to the origin of Torah.  Practically speaking, Chazal teach in
Pirkei Avot ‘ax jl dyr’ to deal with practical halachic questions.

3.dkld mixne` ellde epzenk dkld mixne` elld ,lld ziae i`ny zia ewlgp mipy yly :l`eny xn` `a` iax xn`
od miig midl` ixac el`e el` :dxn`e lew za d`vi .epzenk1miig midl` ixac el`e el`y xg`n ike .lld ziak dklde ,

`l` cer `le .i`ny zia ixace odixac oipeye ,eid oiaelre oigepy iptn - ozenk dkld reawl lld zia ekf dn iptn
 .odixacl i`ny zia ixac oinicwny

:bi oiaexir
The split between the opinions of Beit Hillel and Beit Shammai was sufficiently serious to create a potential schism in the
Jewish people.  The crisis was only resolved when a ‘bat kol’ ruled the halacha like Beit Hillel. The bat kol also taught
that ‘elu v’elu divrei Elokim chaim’ - seemingly each opinion comes from God and thus both are correct, although the
reason for the psak following Beit Hillel is apparently not their superiority in analysis but their moral character.

4. - i`ny zia ixace odixac oipeye i`ny zia odl xne` 'idy zeaeyzde zeprhd mipey eid 'itoda oiwcwcneoiwcwcny jezne .
 i`ny zia ly zei`xae odizei`xa`zklidc `ail` oipeekne xac ly eixea lr oicnerwcwcl d'a ixaca oigibyn eid `l y'a la`  .

odixac `l` odl oix`p eid `ly xac ly eixea lr ecnr `l jk jezne ,oda
(ci iazka) my c'ix 'qez

Tosafot Rid understand that the ability of Beit Hillel to listen properly to the views of their opponents enabled them to
better  understand their own positions.  This gave them the halachic authenticity which resulted in the halacha being
ruled according to their opinion.

1. The expression od miig midl` ixac el`e el` appears in one other place in the Gemara - Gittin 6b - in the context of the Pilegesh MiGiva.  The context there is aggadic, rather
than halachic, and raises the fascinating question as to multiple truths in hashkafa and in relation to ‘historical’ events.  We will deal with this be’H in the following shiurim.
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5.xfril` iax aiyd meid eze`a :`pz oi`nhn minkge xdhn xfril` iax ,`ilegl `ileg oia leg ozpe zeileg ekzg :mzd opz
ixn`e ,dn` d`n enewnn aexg xwrp .gikei df aexg - izenk dkld m` :mdl xn` .epnid elaiw `le mleray zeaeyz lk
exfg .egikei mind zn` - izenk dkld m` :mdl xn`e xfg .aexgd on di`x oi`ian oi` :el exn` :dn` ze`n rax` :dl
yxcnd zia ilzek - izenk dkld m` :mdl xn`e xfg .mind zn`n di`x oi`ian oi` :el exn` .mdixeg`l mind zn`
- dklda df z` df migvpn minkg icinlz m` :mdl xn` ,ryedi iax mda xrb  .letil yxcnd zia ilzek ehd .egikei
xn`e xfg .oicnere oihn oicre ,xfril` iax ly eceak iptn etwf `le ,ryedi iax ly eceak iptn eltp `l ?mkaih dn mz`
!mewn lka ezenk dkldy xfril` iax lv` mkl dn :dxn`e lew za dz`vi .egikei minyd on - izenk dkld m` :mdl

) i`n - .`id minya `l :xn`e eilbx lr ryedi iax cnrl mixac (`id minya `lxdn dxez dpzp xaky :dinxi iax xn` - ?
) dxeza ipiq xda zazk xaky ,lew zaa oigibyn ep` oi` ,ipiqb"k zeny (zhdl miax ixg`xn` ,edil`l ozp iax digky`  .

.ipa ipegvp ,ipa ipegvp xn`e jiig `w :dil xn` - ?`zry `idda `ed jixa `ycew ciar i`n  :dil
:hp `rivn `aa

Rabbi Eliezer attempted to bring a proof for his opinion from a Bat Kol and was totally rejected by Rabbi Yehoshua on
the basis that we do not pay any attention to a bat kol. A number of key questions arise from this episode including (a) if
we do not listen to a bat kol why were Beit Hillel and Beit Shammai prepared to listen to one? (b) Why does Rabbi
Eliezer still feel it appropriate to listen to the bat kol? (c) This Gemara does not appear to say that all of the opinions are
right, but rather that there is one truth in Heaven, which seems to contradict the Gemara in Eruvin; (d) How can we
ignore God’s truth?!  (e) In what way does God take pride in the fact that we have ‘beaten’ Him?

6.lew za xg`l o`k- dxezde miax cbpk dzid mzdc ...... xnel yie xfril` iaxc lew zak ol `niiw `lc `py i`n xn`z m`e 
.....ith itixg eed i`ny ziac meyn `l` lew za ekxved `le `aex eed lld zia daxc` `kd la` zehdl miax ixg` dxn`

:e oiaexir zetqez
Tosafot address the first question and answer that that in the Gemara in Eruvin (above), Beit Hillel was in the majority.
However, in the case in Bava Metzia  Rabbi Eliezer was a minority.  In fact, Beit Hillel did NOT need a bat kol to support
them since the halacha already follows a majority.  The bat kol was in fact needed for Beit Shammai - to inform them
that, even though they were ‘correct’ (at least in the eyes of Heaven), the halacha could not be be ruled like them!

7. - dpyn- enaiizp .oixiykn lld ziae ,dpedkd on oilqet y"a - evlg .mixqe` lld ziae ,mig`l zexvd oixizn i`ny zia
zia erpnp `l ,oixiykn el`e oilqet el` ,oixizn el`e mixqe` el`y it lr s` .oilqet lld ziae ,oixiykn i`ny zia
`l ,oi`nhn el`e mixdhn el` eidy ze`nhde zexdhd lk .i`ny zian lld zia `le ,lld zian miyp `yiln i`ny

.el` iab lr el` zexdh oiyer erpnp
 .bi zenai 

In the context of the laws of Yibum, the halachic status of certain women and children was strongly disputed by Beit
Hillel and Beit Shammai to the extent that they even disagreed on the mamzer status of certainly individuals.
Nevertheless, the Mishna stresses that they did not avoid marrying into each other’s families.

8. :xn`py dn miiwl ,dfa df mibdep zerixe daigy ,jcnll ......  (hi:g dixkf).Ea «̈d¡̀ mŸe­lẌ ©d §e z¬¤n¡̀d̈
:ci zenai 

Chazal also stress the love and shalom that Beit Hillel and Beit Shammai showed for each other in permitting marriages
between the families.

9. .iyxte edl ircenc .eyr mlerl - `l):i"yx edl ircenc(.eyxte d`a dnaiizpy dexr zxvn ef dgtyndy erc - d"al y"a - 
 .ci zenai

However, the Gemara also makes clear that they NEVER permitted a marriage which they held to be halachically
prohibited!  Rather, they trusted each other to give information as to who would not be permitted  according to the other
party’s position.  
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B] PLURALISTIC MODELS OF ELU V’ELU

B1] RITVA - MULTIPLE DIVINE TRUTHS FROM SINAI

10. xne` did dynl d"awd xne` didy xeac lk lr `l` .oikizg dxez ixac dpzip `l i`pi 'x xn`h"ne xedh mipt h"n
`nh mipt dil xn` ?!xac ly exexia lr cenrp izn cr mler ly epeax eiptl xn` .(a:bk zeny)  - z «ŸH ©d§l mi­¦A ©x i¬¥x£g ©̀eax

 .xedh oixdhnd eax `nh oi`nhnd
ai xenfn mildz yxcn

11..miig midl` ixac el`e el` ik evxize ,xizn dfe xqe` dfe miig midl` ixac mdipy ediy xyt` j`id l"f ztxv ipax el`y
xn`e ,df lr d"awdl l`ye ,xzidl mipt h"ne xeqi`l mipt h"n xace xac lk lr el e`xd dxez lawl mexnl dyn dlryk

.xaca ceqe mrh yi zn`d jxcae yxcd itl `ed oekpe ,mzenk drxkd didie xece xec lkay l`xyi inkgl xeqn df `diy
:bi oiaexir zkqn `"ahixd iyecig

One understanding of the concept of ‘elu v’elu’ is that God gave Moshe on Sinai a full range of opinions, all of which are
Emet - 49 aspects of ‘tahor’ and 49 of ‘tamei’.  The halacha fixes onto one of these views in practice but they are all valid
as the word of God - elu v’elu.  The Ritva also hints at a deeper kabbalistic explanation, which we will see below. 

12.ifpb lky iptn l`bfpbq eny `xwp dnle ,dnkgd xy l`bfpbq ely oexg`d mye ,md el`e oexhhnl el yi zeny a"v
 xda cner didyk mini mirax`a el ecnly cr ipiqn dynl egztp oleke .ecia oixeqn olek dnkgdmipt miraya dxezd

 .oeyl miray ly
481 cenr jepg (oiihypfii`) miyxcnd xve`

Chazal also stress the symbolism of ‘70 faces’ of Torah which Moshe received at Sinai. 

13. (`i)l`nye oini jl ecibi xy` xacd on xeqz `l l"fg exn` xak ik ..... .(:b dbibg)oixdhn ellde li`ed mc` xn`i `ny 
 xnel cenlz ?dzrn dxez cnl ip` j`id oixizn ellde oixqe` elld oi`nhn elldecg` drexn epzip (`i:ai zldw)l` olek 

 `ed xacd xe`ia `l` ?dxez cnl ip` j`id seq seqe !`zkecl `iyew `xcd `ld dywe .'eke opzp cg`d`neh xac lkay
e`nhl mipt dnke ,exdhl mipt dnk yi dxdhemiaexn md dxdh ipt mi`xnd miccvdy iptn `ed ezxdh dxezd m`e ,

 l"fg exn` df mrhne ,leqte xyke ,xeq`e xzen xaca oicd `ede .jtidl oke d`neh ipt mi`xnd miptd on xzei(.fi oixcdpq)

cbp weqtl dry z`xedl oikixv minrtl m`y xac ly enrhe  .dxezd on uxyd xdhl rceiy cr oixcdpql oipnn oi`y
 meyn dxezdjzxez extd 'dl zeyrl zr (ekw:hiw mildz)oze` ''dl zeyrl zr' zxaql sxvl `iapd e` mkgd leki f` ,

rcei `iapd e` mkgd oi` m` la`  .lnxkd xda edil` z`xedk herind xg` jlile ,aexd zngn egcp xaky zexaq herin
..... !dry z`xeda elit` exdhi `l mlerl f` jtidd l` `xaq mey

oic zia ly `aex jenq exdhl mb zexaq yiy li`ed dxezd on `nh `edy xac lr xedh miwqet dhnly oic zia m`e
oic zial mb gk 'd ozp ik .d`neh ly `aex rxz`e exdhl ikd e`la el yiy zexaq herin l` exdhl enikqdy dhnly

 l"fg exn` dti ok lre .dxdh cvl oihepd zexaqd eaxzpe o`kle o`kl zexaq zeyrl dhnly(:b dbibg)jpfe` dyr 
el xyt` i` ik zexaqd lkl jixv mc` lk zn`d itk ik ,oi`nhnd ixace oixdhnd ixac renyl al dpwe zqkxt`k
l`ny `edy oini lr mixne` m` elit` mdn lawl ie`x df mrhne .zexaqd lka eci didi xy` cr oixcdpqd on zeidl

!c`n oekp jxc dfe l`ny cvl mb mihepd zexaq oze` cvn

 xn`py enk ze`ex eipiry dn m` ik oiicl oi`y ,oipicd lr df exn`y xnel jytp m`e(e:hi 'a minid ixac)htyn xaca mknre 
it lr oecl ecia ik envrn x`ean xacd f` .oiicd ipir ze`x itl lkd ik ,'oicl oic oia' dlrnl xn`y dn lr i`w `ede

 xn`py enk ezrc cne`(fh:g dixkf) mkixrya ehty mely htyne zn`'xeriy' oeyl - mkixryae ,ozyely lr ehty xn`e .
 ik .oiprde mewnde onfd itl zrcd cne`e zilky dxryd oikixv ozyely ikmelyd iptn zn`d zepyl jixv minrtl

 mlerl rxe mdl rx miryxl qepk ik mewn lka envrl aeh epi` melyd oke ,`veike(`r oixcdpq)xeriy jixv htynd oke ,
.x`azpy jxca zrcd cne`e

 `i:fi mixac xwi ilk
The Kli Yakar explains that wherever there is a legitimate halachic sevara to rule in a certain direction there is also a
spiritual reality which underpins it.   As such, in most cases, an item is not simply ‘tahor’ or ‘tamei’, but has elements of
both tuma and tahara within it.  The role of the dayan is to identify the dominant element for this particular psak, which
will require an assessment of ‘emet’, ‘mishpat’ and shalom’.  Usually the dominant element will be the ‘majority’ element
but not always.  Where a ‘minority’ element is particularly relevant in a specific case, this could be the basis for a
‘hora’at sha’ah’ - a temporary ruling which goes against the regular psak.   
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14.,`nh - oal xryl zncew zxda m` `riwxc `zaizna ibltin `w .qixb `we `lewcc `cxib` aizi ded .... ipngp xa dax
 - wtq .xedh - zxdal mcew oal xry m`e`nh ixn` `riwxc `zaizn edleke ,xedh :xne` `ed jexa yecwd:ixn`e .

ivn ded `l ,dixza `gily excy .zeld`a cigi ip` ,mirbpa cigi ip` :ipngp xa dax xn`c .ipngp xa dax gkep ?gkep o`n
.... diqxbn dinet wiqt `w ded `lcn ,dil axwnl zend j`ln

.et `rivn `aa
Even within Shamayim, Chazal symbolically identify the potential for different views and halachic machloket between
God and the Heavenly host! 

B2] MAHARSHAL - MULTIPLE HUMAN PERSPECTIVES

15. elawe ipiq xda eid zenypd lky itl .xacl mrh eazk milaewndezexepiv h‡n jxclke .e`x mbe erny xy` zelewd ode ... 
dpeilrd eznyp gk itl lawe ezbyd itl ely xepiv jxc d`x cg` lk .xepiva zewlgznd - zeircd od - zelewd z` mi`ex l`xyi
on wegx zervn`l iyilyde `nhl oexg`d dvwl ribi ipyde xedhl ribi cg`y cr .dfn wegx df dzezigt e` diielir aexl

... zn` lkde zeevwd
w‡a ‡qn enely ly mi ‡ql dncwd

The Yam Shel Shlomo gives us an insight into the kabbalistic ideas hinted to in the Ritva above. Every Jewish neshama
was present at Har Sinai and received a unique Torah channelled specifically to them!  Thus each Jew has their own
‘derech’ to establish the emet and each derech came from God.  Of course, in practical terms, there has to be a uniform
psak to enable society to function and each person will be bound to that ruling.  But outside those parameters each will
find their own pathway

16. .dfl df minec oditevxt oi`e ,dfl df dnec mzrc oi`y .mifxd mkg jexa :xne` l`xyi iqelke` d`exd :opax epz
 .gp zekxa

We make a beracha on seeing a multitude of people with a multitude of personal perspectives.
                

                  Wittgenstein's Rabbit

                  
           Old/Young Woman?
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