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Shimon lent money to his friend Reuven. The two agreed that the loan would be
repaid in three months. As soon as three months had passed, Shimon, the lender,
sued Reuven in a Beit Din, a court of Jewish law. Shimon brought witnesses who
testified that the loan indeed had been made and that Shimon had requested
repayment. Reuven responded that he had already repaid the money a month
and a half earlier.

Is Reuven trusted in his testimony and his
claim? The Amora Reish Lakish said Reuven’s
testimony is not to be trusted, since it is
illogical that a person who borrowed money for

a fixed term would repay the money before the
specified time. Abaye and Rava disagreed and
said Reuven is to be trusted. Why? Sometimes
it does happen that a person receives a sum of
money unexpectedly and uses that cash to make an early
repayment of existing debts.

K Daf 6: LOAN AND REPAYMENT
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At times, there are arguments between two parties. One says: “you owe me money”
and the other says: “l don’t owe you anything”. For example, Reuven confronted
Shimon: “You borrowed $50 from me. Please return it”. Shimon responded: “l owe
you nothing”. Shimon could clarify his denial by saying: “I don’t owe you anything
because you never lent me any money”. Alternatively, he could assert: “Yes, you
did lend me money. But | already returned it to you”. How are the dayanim (the
judges) supposed to arrive at a decision regarding such disputes?

The dayanim say to the plaintiff: “Provide evidence that your claim is valid and you will
receive the money”. If the defendant claims that the matter never transpired, but the
complainant provides witnesses who say, “we saw the loan take place,” then the Beit
Din (court) decides in favor of the complainant and obligates the defendant to pay.

What if, after the complainant brings witnesses to verify that the
loan took place, the respondent claims: “It’s true that | lied and
initially said | had not taken a loan. | did, in fact, borrow money,
but | already repaid the debt”. Will the respondent be
trusted? The Talmud says, no. Since the respondent
said in the beginning that he did not borrow, it is as if
he admitted he had not paid off the loan. This halakhah
is called “Kol haOmer Lo Liviti — k’Omer Lo Parati,”
that is, anyone who says he did not borrow is
deemed to be saying he did not repay.
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K Daf 7: THE NEIGHBORS AND THE NEW WALL

This daf tells the story of a man who built a very tall wall in his yard,
extremely close to his neighbor’s house. The wall was so high that it
blocked the neighbor’s sunlight. The neighbor approached the man and
demanded he tear down the wall. The man who built the wall said: “I will
pay to seal off your current windows, and open
up new windows that are high enough so that
the wall | built will not block your access to
sunlight.” But the neighbor with the obstructed
windows refused, claiming: “When you open up
new windows, you will repeatedly hit the wall with
a hammer and that beating of the hammer could
weaken the entire wall from the portion above
the new windows up to the roof.” The neighbor
who built the wall said: “Then, we’ll break down
the wall, from the height of the new windows
up to the ceiling, and replace it with a new
wall.” However, the neighbor with the obstructed
windows did not agree, claiming that the old
and new portions of wall would not connect well
together. The neighbor who built the wall then said: “We’ll break down your
entire wall and build a new one!” The window owner replied: “But one new
wall will not fit in well with the remaining old walls.” So the neighbor who built the
backyard wall said: “l am prepared to tear down your entire house and build
a new house for you— and | will rent an apartment for you to live in now, in
the meantime.” But the neighbor with the obstructed windows refused again,
claiming he did not want the trouble of moving homes. Who is in the right?
The Talmud states that all the claims of the neighbor with the obstructed
windows are justified.

K3 Daf 8: TAX EXEMPTION
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This daf refers to a letter sent by the Persian King Darius to the governor of
the province beyond the Euphrates River, warning against collecting taxes
under any circumstances from the Jewish scholars of Anshe Knesset
HaGedolah, (“The Great Assembly”). The Anshe Knesset HaGedolah was the
group of scholars that led Am Yisrael after the Babylonian exile. These scholars
lived in an area controlled by King Darius.

According to halakhah, there are several types of taxes that are not imposed
upon talmidei chachamim (Torah scholars), such as taxes designated to finance
municipal security. If the city’s wall required renovation and a decision was made
to collect a special tax from all city
residents, talmidei chachamim
would be exempt from paying,
and as a result, the remaining
residents were required to pay a
little more.
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K} Daf 9: THE VALUE OF TZEDAKAH
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Halakhah mandates that even a pauper, who generally is exempt
from giving tzedakah®, must try to give at least one-third of a shekel

per year. (This refers to the 1/3 shekel which was the customary
donation requrired during the time of the sages). The Talmud
adds that an individual who motivates others to donate
tzedakah merits a large reward, even greater than that of
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those who give the tzedakah.

On this daf we learn an important detail about giving tzedakah:
During the time of the Beit HaMikdash, a person could bring
an offering in order to atone for his transgressions. Since
the destruction of the Beit HaMikdash, a person can donate
tzedakah and that act is considered to be equivalent to that
person’s having sacrificed an offering.

*The mitzvah of tzedakah is the commandment or obligation to
give righteously, and is associated with doing justice, tzedek
(the quality of being fair, moral, or correct). This is in contrast to
giving charity, a voluntary act or donation to help those in need.

K3 Daf 10: THE EVIL QUINTUS TINEUS RUFUS
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Chazal referred to one of the Roman leaders by the unflattering
name “The Evil Quintus Tineius Rufus”. After serving for several
years in a senior position in the Roman Empire, Tineius Rufus
was appointed “Governor of Judea,” which meant he was the
ruler of the Judean region of Eretz Yisrael. After the destruction
of the Beit HaMikdash, remnants of the sanctuary building still stood
on the mound of the Temple Mount. Tineius Rufus ordered the entire
area of Har HaBayit to be plowed over, so that not even a memory of
the Beit HaMikdash would remain. Following Rabbi Akiva’s violation
of the Roman decree by gathering together large groups for Torah
study, the Romans decided to put Rabbi Akiva to death in a most
cruel manner. The evil Tineius Rufus was the one who carried

out the horrible murder.

This daf shares the dialogue the evil Tineius Rufus
conducted with Rabbi Akiva about the mitzvah of
tzedakah, during which Rabbi Akiva explained
that giving tzedakah is a great privilege and that
God dearly wants us to be good to the poor and
to assist them.
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KA Daf 11: A COURTYARD THAT CANNOT BE DIVIDED
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Two partners jointly owned a courtyard.
The pair decided to end their partnership
and divide the property. They measured
the area and each owner received half. But
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what should be done if one partner wants
to end the partnership and his associate
refuses to do so? In most cases, each owner
is entitled to force his partner to divide the
property evenly.

However, if they share joint ownership of a
very small courtyard, the second partner could
contend that if they split the property, each
owner would be left with such a tiny portion
of land that it would be almost worthless,
because it would be practically impossible to
use. In such a case, the partner is correct
and has the right to refuse to sell. This type
of courtyard is called a “chatzer she’ayn
bah din chalukah”— a courtyard not
subject to the law of division.
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D’VAR TORAH: PARASHAT KORACH

The first word of the parashah teaches us much about the great
dispute between Korah and Moses. Korah presented idealistic
claims under the guise of representing the common good, but in
reality, he was seeking to satisfy his own personal interests, which
is why the section begins with the word “and he took.” When a
person seeks to take, to gain, to add for themselves, an alarm
should immediately go off even if their arguments and persuasions
are couched in noble words and important ideals. Such a conflict,
the sages say, is not for the sake of Heaven, because ultimately,
what drove it was Korah’s personal quest for status, honor, and
position. A dispute that genuinely seeks the truth is one in which
a person puts aside their own desires and strives to uncover the
unadulterated truth, without any personal gain. Such a dispute is
destined to endure.

7V Nnian ANk NTA7A NW192 MWK N7An
NiwyY o My .nvni M 7¢ n%imn nignnn
7092 72X 7790 29 X! 7Y NloN NiFYO'IRT'X
1271 174 D“Y'RI) D'OIVI'RD NX 7907 Wil W9N KiN
MNiZ7 WoNnN DTRYI “Nil” 1792 NNNI9 NYI9N
MY N 77707 "X TR Ny q'oin? ,n'Na’
D' 7V D'o0Qn 7Y DWWl D'MYVYD DX DA
MR i NN v .0ivn oYRTR V1 Ninina
ANIX VDY NN 902 '3 ,0'nY DYY AYX X'DY 77TN
TN T ,TYN DK NP 7Y Mxy wion nW
I'NiNiXY X DY DTN N2 NIRTY XD NN NN
iNXY7 12T UAT? 72N N2TD NKY? v'an’? wonni T¥a

.D'ZNNY N9IO - it NiF7nNi

FOUNDER & EDITOR-IN-CHIEF: MEIR JAKOBSOHN | TALMUD ISRAELI—DAF YOMI FORUS | GAL NAOR: CHAIR DAF YOMI FOR US
EDUCATIONAL DIRECTOR & EDITOR: RABBI AVI RATH | 112W.34THST, 18THFL+-NY,NY10120 | YAEL SCHULMAN: DR, DAF YOMI FORUS

SPONSORED BY:

MEDISN

BOARD CHAIRMAN: HAIM FREILICMAN, C.P.A.
"HXw? Tnbn

www.talmudisraeli.org « yael@talmudisraeli.co.il

TEL. 914/413-3128




