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-~ Course description and learning goals

Course Abstract

The course explores how aspects of rabbinic jurisprudence developed from their
formulation in Tannaitic literature through the generations of rabbis whose rulings are
recorded and discussed in the two Talmuds. We examine shifts in legal thinking that
underlie some of the central disputes in areas such as tort law and the Sabbath. Using
contemporary source critical methodologies, we will discern approaches to fundamental
legal principles like intention and negligence that changed across generations of rabbis
and see how the different schools of thought reflect the teachings of key sages.

Primary texts will be provided.

Learning objectives

1. Students will gain skills in reading and analyzing Talmudic texts using
contemporary source critical methodologies.

2. Students will be exposed to the ways in which different voices are preserved in
Talmudic texts and how they may shed light on how Talmudic law and thought
developed.

3. Students will engage concepts relating to intentionality and its role in rabbinic law
and thought.

n&ué
3$3i Active learning — lessons plan:
Lesson Topic Active Required Assessment
No. learning reading
1 Introduction: background

and methodology

2 Intention in the Mishnah: A | Collaborative | Balberg
mental revolution? learning Rosen-2vi,
3 Tort Law: The Tannaitic Collaborative | Mishnah Bava
approach learning Qamma; 2:6,
chapter 3;
Mekhilta de-
Rabbi Ishmael




on tractate
Neziqin 14
4 Tort law in the Yerushalmi Collaborative | y.Bava
learning Qamma 2:6,
3a; 3:1, 3:6
5 Tort Law in the Bavli: Early | Collaborative | b.Bava
generations of Babylonian learning Qamma 26b
Amoraim
The Shift in Babylonian Collaborative | b.Bava
6 Amoraic law learning Qamma 27b
7 Pumbedita versus Mahoza: | Collaborative | bBQ 26b-27a,
A Third-generation Divide learning 28b-29a
8 Fourth generation: Talmudic | Collaborative | bBMQ 623,
Conceptual Revolution learning b.Sanhedrin
61b
9 The Laws of Shabbat Collaborative | b. Sanhedrin ;
learning 62b; b.Shabbat
72b-73a
10 Intention in the Collaborative | m.Berakhot
performance of Mitzvot: learning 2:1; m.Rosh
Tannaitic law Hashana 3:7-
8;
11 R. Hisda and intention in Collaborative | m.Sukkah 1:1,
Mitzvot learning 3y.Suka 1:2,
b.Sukk 8b
12 “Mizvot ein tzerikhot Collaborative | y.RH 3:7; bRH
Kavannah”: development learning 28a-b
13 “Mizvot do not require Collaborative | m.Eruvin 10:1;
Intention”: A Conceptual learning b.Eruvin 95b-
Category 96a

(In a course that lasts a whole year, the additional sessions should be added)
* There may be changes in the syllabus depending on learning progress and
effectiveness



Final Grade:

Components of the score:

Assignments for class preparation — 30%

Exam- 70% - a written theoretical test with comprehension questions to test mastery of
the material.

The goal is to assess that you have understood what we have learned and are able to
apply it. Grading will be based on clarity, how well the material was understood, and that
you are able to make a compelling argument.

* Attendance — No weight should be given in the final grade to the mere attendance at
the class.

Course Requirements:

e Regular Assignments — assigned to the students as part of preparation for
classes, such as: material to prepare with accompanying questions to answer,
written responses to articles, presentations. These regular assignments are a
way to ensure that students do the preparation and can participate in class
discussions. These assignments constitutes 30% of your final grade. They are
submitted through the class moodle and graded by me.

Attendance — 80% attendance is required. Students are expected to make up
the work for any missed classes
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Prerequisites:
None. This class is intended for all interested students.
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