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2. Whose is the only birthday mentioned in the Torah and what happened then?

 ANSWERS
1. R’ Chaim Shmuelevitz zt”l explains that Yosef recognised the power of his 

yetzer hora. Had he delayed a moment longer he might have succumbed and 
therefore did not risk staying any longer despite the dangers of leaving behind 
incriminating evidence.

2. It was Pharaoh at the end of the parsha (40:20). It is perceived as a special day 
and was celebrated by a feast where prisoners were reviewed and some were 
granted pardons. In this case it was the butler who was freed from prison. 
(We find this idea of birthdays being a time for celebration in the Mishna and 
Gemora Avoda Zora 8a.)

3. Rashi says Yosef spoke badly about the sons of Leah. The Ibn Ezra says he 
spoke badly about the sons of the maidservants while the Radak says he 
spoke about all the other brothers.

4. This has to do with levels of bitachon expected from a person on a high 
spiritual level. 

5. The Gemora (Sota 36b) brings that the letter Hei was added to his name – 
YeHosef (Tehilim 81:6 that we say as the Shir Shel Yom for Thursday). This 
Hei comes from Hashem’s Name. 
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Now that many people have recently finished learning איזהו נשך in Daf 
Hayomi, there should be more of an awareness regarding the ribbis 
issues and scenarios which need looking out for on a regular basis. I 
would like to discuss a scenario which is extremely common. I have 
personally given shiurim about this particular shaila in many, many 
different places, and I have never finished the shiur without at least 
one person from the audience telling me they are currently in this 
situation - and often a number of people come forward. Having said 
that, often people say “We had no idea that this was a problem! Why 
don’t Rabbonim and Dayonim publicise it more?” 

With that in mind, I have decided to write 
about it this week. I am sure that there are many 
readers who are aware of the shaila however, if 
just one person is prevented from the issur as a 
result of this article, then it is worth writing.

There are situations when a young couple 
buy their first home, and for a number of different 
reasons buy it in their father’s or father-in-law’s 
name. From both a Halachic and legal perspective 
if the person who purchases the property in his 
name agrees that he purchased it for someone 
else, then it belongs to the person it was bought 
for. (This is especially true if the down payment 
was the young couple’s or had been gifted to 
them). In such a situation, often the parent will 
take out a mortgage (in the parent’s name) in 
order to complete on the property, and the child 
will make the mortgage payments. This results in 
a very serious ribbis concern.

The גמרא in ע''א דף  מציעא   explains :בבא 
that if a Jew borrows money from a non-
Jew with interest, and then lends on that 
money to a second Jew, then the second Jew 
cannot pay the first Jew’s interest charge to 
the non-Jew. This is paskened lehalocho in  

א' סאיף  קס''ח  סימן  יו''ד   A practical application .שו''ע 

of this halocho would be in a scenario in which 
Reuven needs funds, and his friend Shimon 
has an overdraft facility which would charge 
2% interest. If Shimon borrows the money ‘for 
Reuven’, Reuven is not allowed to pay the 2% 
interest (either to Shimon or directly to the bank), 
and Shimon will have to pay it at his own cost. The 
reason for this is because Reuven is not allowed 
to pay back Shimon, or anyone else on Shimon’s 
behalf, any amount more than the original capital 
which was borrowed. Just as Reuven would 
not be able to pay Shimon’s gas bill directly, in 
addition to repaying the loan; so too he can’t pay 
his interest payments (even though Shimon only 
borrowed the money for Reuven’s benefit). The 
same would apply if Reuven bought something 
using Shimon’s credit card and there was an 
interest charge.

There are ways in which one can structure 
this initially, which would result in there being 
no ribbis concern; however, if this wasn’t 
implemented from the outset then it is more 
complicated to try and rectify it down the line.

If one analyses what is going on in our 
mortgage situation, it transpires that there are 
two separate loans occurring simultaneously. 

The first is the mortgage funds which the bank/
building society lends to the father. The bank 
is not lending to the child, and the child is not 
personally liable to them. The second loan is 
for the same funds, from the father to his child 
to buy the property. These two loans take place 
simultaneously, however, they are two separate 
loans. The property now belongs 100% to the 
child/children, but if they were to sell it, the parent 
would still expect the child/children to pay the 
capital amount owed to the bank for the loan! 

If the father purchased the property via a 
stand-alone company which has no other assets, 
and the father did not accept personal liability, 
then there wouldn’t be a problem. This is because 
in such a scenario, the bank is only lending to the 
company, not the father, and since the company 
is in reality owned by the son, it is viewed as a 
loan from the bank, directly to the son. However, 
in most cases the father will buy it in his own 
personal name and be personally liable for the 
loan, and in such a scenario the Poskim pasken 
that the son is not allowed to make the monthly 
interest payments. See Bris Yehuda, Ikrei Dinnim 
21 n.10, Igros Moshe Y”D 2:62, Shevet HaLevi 
7:141.

If someone finds themselves in a position 
like this, there are ways to rectify the situation. 
However, one can’t simply write a Heter Iska 
on an existing loan. A Rov familiar with these 
matters should be consulted. If a shaila had been 
asked initially, there would have been a number 
of options available, depending on various factors, 
but instead both parties have entered into an 
arrangement where according to most opinions, 
every month when the payment is made, both 
the father and son transgress numerous Torah 
prohibitions!


