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B. Talmud Eruvin 13b

Rabbi Abba said in the name of Shmuel, For three
years, the House of Hillel and the House of Shammai
argued. One said, 'The halakhah is like us,' and the
other said, 'The halakhah is like us.' A heavenly voice
spoke: "These and these are the words of the living
God, and the halakhah is like the House of Hillel."

A question was raised: If "both these and those are the
words of the Living God," why was does the halakhah
follow the opinion of Hillel? Because the students of
Hillel were kind and gracious. They studied their own
ideas as well as the ideas of Shammai.
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Avot 5:17

Every argument that is for [the sake of] heaven, it is
destined to endure. But if it is not for [the sake of]
heaven -- it is not destined to endure.

What is [an example of an argument] for [the sake of]
heaven's name? The argument of Hillel and Shammai.
What is [an example of an argument] not for [the sake
of] heaven's name? The argument of Korach and all of
his congregation.
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Mishnah Eduyot 1:5

And why do we record the words of an individual
among the majority when the law is [according to] the
words of the majority? Because if the court sees [fit]
the words of the individual, it may rely on them. But a
court is not able to nullify the words of a fellow court
unless they are greater in wisdom and number [than
the fellow court].

R MYTY MYn

12910 172 NN AT PO Y
,1729170 771273 ROR 195N PRI HIRIN
TN 2T NR PT N2 IR ORY
5025 919 PT N2 PRY ;1YY INoN
9173 YW TY 1Ian PT N2 MaT
3102 NNON2 NN

Questions for Discussion:

What do you think the Talmud means when it says that the opinions of Hillel and Shammai
are both valid? How can that be true? What do you make of the Talmud’s criteria for
choosing between them?
How might you identify an “argument made for the sake of heaven?” What characteristics
would it have? Are these characteristics intrinsic or external?

Why is a distinction made between the words of an individual and the words of the
majority? Why are both valuable?
How does our communal discourse compare to the standards assumed by these texts?




