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Intro

Today we will Be”H learn a'"> q1 of avio noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about today include:

N7 My

The Chachamim initiated that a woman who does not
conduct herself according to standard Jewish practice
and acts immodestly in public should be divorced by her
husband, and she forfeited her rights to her namo.

The Gemara discusses whether

NRINN DX

Whether she loses her nan> immediately, or only after
ignoring a warning?

And

"' 'wa

Whether her husband may decide to remain married to
her?

NONNY N
A warning to a nornx IS valid regarding a seclusion that
takes place AFTER the pxiwn, after their marriage.

1M 9y 'INnw 'wa

The Gemara discusses whether a husband has the ability
to retract his warning. It also discusses whether such a
retraction can take place nno anxy, after her seclusion.

INY XY TV [0'va 1nn

A widow does not drink the waters. It is a npinn whether
she receives her nan, and the Gemara explains that this
depends on whether

mT '122d N2 AN oY

Is a lien considered to be in the possession of the creditor
or the debtor?

NN npImi Mavn
It is a npinn whether a woman who remarried while
expecting or nursing drinks the waters.

T2 NUNY DRI NITR

It is a nponn whether a woman who cannot bear children
drinks the waters. The Gemara discusses whether a nam
is also subject to this npnn, or if everyone agrees that she
does not drink?
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Should be divorced,
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Depends on whether..

™ma3b Town ww
20T 123D

NP NIAYN
17720

nINHMR
7979 MR NN

Sotah 25-1



R aRyia)ie]

So let’s review...

The Gemara begins with a Shailah which it will want to
resolve from the previous Mishnah:

N7 XYANR

N7 Ny

The Chachamim initiated that a woman who does not
conduct herself according to standard Jewish practice
and acts immodestly in public should be divorced by her
husband, and she forfeits her rights to her nam>.
However, the question is whether

NNAIND NT'09N'7 NRINN NdMIX

N TN N MTART

MY NIX IR

Is she first warned about her behavior, allowing her a
chance to improve her ways, or does she lose her nam>
immediately?

The Gemara quotes our Mishnah from which we have
already inferred concerning a na' mniwi nonx

N'NY XIT NID KDY

N pn np RN

They do NOT drink, but the warning IS valid. Appar-
ently, the warning accomplishes

nNaINd NT'09n"

To penalize her with the loss of her nun; clearly indicat-
ing that she is warned beforehand;

The Gemara counters that perhaps she WOULD lose her
nun> even without a warning; but the warning is
necessary either

Ny 7y NNoIXY

To forbid her to her husband; or

NKIY] X'NYD nnlrjwn'l

It causes her to drink if she violates the warning after
I'RIV).
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The Gemara é%'m/ with & 2l whichs i will try
ty resolve ﬁam the previonss Wishnah:

/SJ/L"}/»'L'
nT Yy N1y
A woman who conducts herself
immodestly in public
FOREEITS her rights to her n21m>

2037IX NINR N

OR, does she lose her 2100

Wmfeé/?

(

Perhaps she WOULD
lose her NN even
without a warning

The warning i necessary
92 Y NIOINY
04

nMpwNY
NRIVI RNV
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AW%J‘%/, the warning
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Clearly she IS warned
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Similarly, regarding the next case of the Mishnah

7172 027 NN'IN

XY™ NN TAN

And all other women in forbidden marriages; the
warning would be effective

J¥1aN NMOINY

To forbid her to the alleged adulterer, as the Mishnah
later says

7v27 NNIONY DWD

Jy12'7 MIoX P

She becomes prohibited to both her husband and the
adulterer.

However, the Gemara resolves this question from the last
case in our Mishnah:

N9 190 T N NI

nva vannw m

nonwi IX

|"I0XN N1 YIdN Y IR

i1 na will step in and warn a promiscuous woman if the
husband is mentally or physically incapable to warn her
himself. And the Mishnah explicitly states;

NN ANIPYRNT X

nNaImdN N10197 XX

The warning is necessary for her to lose her namo.

The Gemara adds that we were initially hesitant to cite
this Halachah as proof, because one could argue

DNN 'IXY

795 9yaT ’xnNn'R 0 N7

In these cases she is not afraid of her husband’s reaction,
and so her behavior is not considered xyn xnixmo,
especially promiscuous, and therefore she is entitled to a
warning.
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And all other women
in forbidden marriages;

The warm'n?/ wow&/ be %&fdw
5v1aR NI0INY
b the Wishnah later sayy
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The Gemara resolves thiy question
/rom/z‘é@@fm&mou/ ghnah:
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And the Mishnah explicitly states;
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We were initially hesitant to
cite this Halachah as proof
Because one coskd argue,
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The Gemara continues to explore the status of a s nmw
nT

1N X'VaR

nTY9

' wa nxl

nn'pn

m"pn 'R IX

If the husband wishes to remain married to her, may he
keep her as his wife, because

NN X9N 2T KoM

T'97 X9 KNI

The mpn is based on his objection as in the case of Sotah,
and if he does NOT object, he may keep her.

Or, he may NOT keep her, because

TR TOPT 1D

Since it is normal to object to such behavior, he must
divorce her.

This question remains unresolved at this point.

A third Shailah, whether the husband can retract his
warning:

N7 X'WaR

1M 9y 1Nnw 'wa

inn 11y

91NN 1R IR

If the husband retracts his warning, is the warning void,
because

NXInNY XN WaT

The Torah made the prohibition dependent on him, and
he wishes to retract;

71NN 1R IR

NI Y T I

N0 ¥ XY

It is not possible to retract a warning?

The Gemara tries to bring a proof from an earlier
Mishnah:

D'ON 'TNYN Y 19 Mo

TNy K KDY

Two scholars escort them to ensure that they are not
intimate. Now, if the husband may retract his warning
and be permitted to her, why is this necessary?

The Gemara answers perhaps he CAN retract, and the
scholars are there

y2'n’3 'a 'XT

n'war 11 NIk 0 nx

To ensure that he does indeed retract before being
intimate;

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara confinues to explore
the statuss U% @ p3? i/n,a/}/:
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nT %Y NIy
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2010770 1R N 20PN
TOP TOPT D V27 RTDP2
RIONI XON
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This question remains unresolved
at this point

2

Can the husband retract hiss warning:
/5)/;6'}/»%
™M2°p 5 SNnw Sp2

2970 1R IR 20mn Mp

RPN D IPT I
2 2NN NN RH

V27 NP2
RINNI RSN

I an earleer Mishnah:
D'om *Taon N 1o o
T2 hp 82 N
Ifthe husband MAY.' retract his warning

and be permitted to her,
why is this necessary?

The scholary are there
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The Gemara resolves the question by citing three
testimonies from a"wne wax:

Inn g gy nnw va

A husband can retract his warning;

17 1"I010 17 31NN |'T N2 IXW XN |jnl

17 na can pardon a rebellious elder;

17 ["3010 17 71NN INKRI AR I N0 Al

Parents can pardon their rebellious son.

However, when this was repeated to nnmw nan, the Sages
in the South,

1 1TIn DY 9y

1m0 XY X Ty

IxIW2 NpInn Y XY

They disputed the Halachah regarding the rebellious
elder, to lessen the probability of future disputes.

The Gemara explores the parameters of this retraction:
X1'271 KNK 21 M2 e

anx T

INn N'No 0TIp

JINN 1R N0 KT

Some say that he can only retract his warning BEFORE
the seclusion, because she has not yet become forbidden;
While others maintain

JINN 'M1 N'NO KT

He can retract the warning even AFTER the seclusion as
well, and although she became forbidden to him by the
ano, she now becomes permitted, because the wpis
voided retroactively.

DafHachaim.org

The Gemara resolves the question
by citing 3 testimonies from gl G-

MR MR HY SNNW Y2
Iy

19 N5 PT N2 IR RN PN
W yopt

19 MN5 MR PIRINTY AN IO 12
Syt

(

219338 123

RN JPT DY
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The Gemara explores
the parameters of this retraction:
Ly ke 9 9 4O
MR TM MR TN
N7°NO DTP
D

N7°N0 INRH
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Although she became
/oréé/ % é?/ the 200,
the Y/ & voided
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The Gemara proves from a statement of the omon on r 97
that he CANNOT retract his warning after her seclusion:
nNL0Io] MNKN

N R

A oo is forbidden to her husband permanently; clearly,
she cannot become permitted through a retraction.

The Gemara continues to explain the Mishnah on 1" q1
which lists cases where she does not drink the waters:
Zugt di Mishnah:

INY X9 TV [0'va 1nn

DMNIX 'Y N1

N X9 namd nihon

DR 990 Nl

N2 NY0I KT IR DINWY IR

As "vn explains, if the husband died she cannot drink the
waters, because the Pasuk says

[non X INWUX DX UKD X2D1

Her husband must bring her to drink.

However, wnw na holds that she DOES receive her mimn»,
because

mT 22 NI TRIvn oY

A creditor’s claim to his lien is stronger than the owner-
ship of the debtor. Therefore, the wife has a stronger
hold on the nun> than her husband, and so it is incum-
bent on the husband'’s heirs to prove that she is NOT
entitled to her nano.

However, %50 na holds

1NaInd N0 XTI NINIY IR

She does NOT receive her nans, since she does not drink,
because they hold

mT '1220 IX'7 N2 Ty oY

The burden of proof is always on the creditor, and so
SHE must prove her innocence in order to receive her
namd.
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He CANNOT retract his warning
after her seclusion:
M0 NN
2 R PN

C &ar%/, she cannat éeconw/aerma?e/
fﬁrou?/u w refvaction

Mishnah onT17> 97..
Cases where she does not drink the waters:
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M09 OB
P 8

W MM N
NS M 8°

Z/f/w husband died
she cannat drink
DRSS NI

= BN TR N

/’/A//?/*//}”) 4
w5 134>
The heiry must prove
she i NOT entitled
ty her daipo

/)/9/6/9/1//}/7) 20
W3 IRk w/
SHE must prove her
innocence
ty receive her aip>
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The Mishnah on 1"> q7 lists additional cases where she
does not drink the waters:

nnan nawn

nan npg'mi

1N2INd NIV X NINWY KT

A'"N 2N MNaT

A woman who is nursing or expecting is forbidden to
get remarried until her child turns two years old. If
she married before this time, and was warned by her
husband, vxn a1 holds that she is also considered a nrx
s iy, since they must divorce.

However,

nwMonT XIN 712' 0NIX 0'ndNt

AT NN N TNl

The om>n maintain that she IS an+3 1, since they can
separate, and remarry later.

The Mishnah continues

T9'7 NUNY DIRYINIPITE NRTUR

NN X9 Namd niton X9

Women who cannot bear children do not drink the
waters, and do not receive their mins, because

01 19 '’w M7 DY MoK

N171NN9 Y Y 10X Y

They are forbidden to someone who has not yet had
children.

MIX ITY'IX 20

NINR NWR KW NID D!

NN N nneI

aryn ' argues that since he can fulfill his obligation by
taking a second wife, they are nn" e,

and ARE ninw

The Gemara debates whether v a1 also argues with
xnp aan regarding a narw:

NI{T MY APNn

N AR

NN N0 K1 AN X9 DN MaT
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Is forbidden to get remarried
until her child turns two
Z/W married é%/&m this fime,
and way warned by her husband

PN YN 2
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She’s also considered

n)>2DRRIS! DR MR IR

799 FINT PN - PN N
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k=Y

NNN SEN NS
3% A1299) A

t/p /—]ﬂ
MY MO 85
A 89

D"pb PIDN
D22 1D PRY D
58w noxd npw

27 "o by

They ARE
PN N

and ARE. 4

The Gemara debatesy
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