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Today we will Be“H learn 1”5 q7 of 7010 noomn.

Some of the topics we will learn about today include: n ’ 31 b’ ’ N
IR

The Gemara brings a np>m> whether a woman inherently
incapable of bearing children drinks the bitter waters.

VI AN NP
The Gemara brings two interpretations of what the Torah
promises a woman who drank the waters and was proven

innocent.
ImInn
‘ The Gemara discusses what physical reaction to the

waters is interpreted as a sign of guilt.

PIPP NI 57 Sy

A husband can warn his wife against secluding with a
particular individual, including her relatives. He can also ﬁ J 11 J n D
warn her against secluding with l

PN, an impotent man, and

02210 721, a non-Jew.

However, he cannot warn her not to seclude herself with
WRIPRY D1 1OPR

A minor or an animal;

MR 7275 VIO YN NV
One can only warn his wife against having actual

relations.
71977 RHW 1IR3, unnatural relations, are included in this n 1 ’ 1 )) b: ’ T’ by

category. However,

D’72X 777, any other sort of physical intimacy is not
included. ]’J I , ' ’
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So let's review...

The Gemara earlier brought a npbmn regarding

755 MR APRYI PPN PN97R

Women who cannot bear children;

The ’»p Rin says mmw K5, while 71’58 27 maintains that
mmw, they DO drink.

The Gemara brought an opinion that 77°>X *27 agrees that
a >R does not drink, because

VW AVNN ANPN

DVIAD 1377V D

YR 7T PRV I ARY?

Only a woman who CAN bear children drinks the waters,
and a MR is inherently incapable of bearing children.

The Gemara challenges this Halachah from the following
Rn73, which elaborates on many of the Halachos
discussed in our Mishnah:

YW D2 DI INOIIRD RIPH!

179103 71010 RYW TV OR

NN N5V RO MY RS

If the seclusion was while she was still an N1 HO1IR
02, she does NOT drink the waters. However, if
RigivaRyivimlisge)

721M2 NSV R IR AMW IR

If the seclusion was AFTER their subsequent marriage
she DOES drink, because the warning while she’s an 7018
02 Ny is valid.
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The Gemara brought an opinion
that TSN 127 agrees

A n'19Y"R does not drink
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The xn»72 continues

1930 NP PN NN

720 TSV RS MMY RS

PRP 17727

AN PR 27 P

1720 DPYN AN DAV DR RW? RS

RO P R RYY RWI DN

PR» 17 says that if someone marries an expectant or
nursing woman they must get divorced, and may never
remarry. Therefore, she is NOT mwr5 77189, and does not
drink.

The o»on disagree and say

ROXY

01D DY UM YPWI

Since he may eventually remarry her, she IS mw x5 1x3,
and therefore she DOES drink.

However,

MIY NP NIIVD

NN NHVI RY IR ANV IR

If someone warns his wife while she is expecting or
nursing, she DOES drink, and we don’t exempt her in
order to spare her child.

The Xn™92 concludes

NY I NUR

OIS PO NUR)

IV TV M DWR

IR

7215 NSV RS IR MY IR

All the above women DO drink; and if they choose not to,
they forfeit their Kesubah.

The wyrn regarding the wife of a 311 or pniis that we
don't say

WIDH R POIOD "WIDR

It is preferable for her not to drink, so that she will be
forbidden to him and they will divorce and not continue to
have illegitimate children.

Similarly, the wife of a convert or freed slave drinks, even
though the words 57w 12 5% 927 would exclude o,
however, the superfluous phrase oS8 npR) includes
them.

This X072 explicitly states that a 'n5»X DOES drink.
How can we say that everyone agrees that she does NOT
drink?
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We dont
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e ot
includes them

Thiy keps explicitly statey
@ /y//f,e DOES drink.
How can we say that everyone agrees
that she does NOT drink?
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The Gemara answers

N7 ORIN

This xr92 holds that she does drink; however, 12 py»w 29
TWYOR says

12105 1YV R MW RS PIHPR

She does NOT drink, because of the aforementioned
reason

VI VI NP

YA IO M

YD 1977 PR N RY

The 1327 of the Braisa on the other hand, utilize this Pasuk
to teach us the reward for a woman who is proven
innocent:

NTPOIIPY NN° ORY

RI’PY 12177727

According to X2py »17, if she was barren she will bear
children. However,

DRYDW? 119 DR

TP MAPYA Y2 1IN0 D DR

777097 1IN0 RN DRI N2

SRYHY? 737 argues that it is not plausible that barren
women will seclude themselves and thereby merit
children, while those who refrain from doing so will
remain childless? Therefore, he says

m1I2 NTOY XA NTHY AP0 ORY

D31 07Oy Map:

DR DY 08P

0125 N DINY

The blessing is that she will experience easier births, and
have more desirable children.
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The)>2) on the other hand
utilize this Pasuk to teach us the reward
for awoman who is proven innocent
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The Mishnah on 7”5 q7 continues discussing which
women drink the bitter waters

Zugt di Mishnah

MW 70 NUR

movad namm

The wife of a Kohen drinks the waters and then becomes
permitted to her husband.

RO'WH, this seems to be obvious?

Therefore, the Gemara explains

Imnn

If her condition deteriorates, then she is 15025 770K, she’s
forbidden to her husband, because

N1 P72 R, she was tested and proven guilty!

However, the Mishnah is speaking of

D73R 737 70N

If the waters affect only certain parts of her body, such as
her head, but not her stomach and thighs, she is permitted
to her husband, because she is clearly innocent. And the
Gemara explains that we might have thought that

NI RA

Her deterioration proves that she WAS defiled, and
IR I RO P72 RYT R

RIT OIRT DION

We could attribute her unusual symptoms and not dying
to her having been defiled ©nx3, against her will, and
she‘s therefore innocent. However, she would neverthe-
less be forbidden to her husband, because a Kohein is
forbidden even to a 7oiR. The Mishnah therefore tells us
that she is permitted.
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However,
the Mishnah iy speaking of
NANIANN
028 117
Only certain parts
of her body,
such as her head,

but not her stomach
and thighs

nNN

If her condition
deteriorates

Then sheis

Nbvab NN

Because
AN 3//99p p)

She is permitted
to her husband

We MW have z‘/wa?éf 2IS 7YY AP
and Dpopt > SRS Lo
IS otz pIY
However, she wokd neverthelessy
be /Wéé//eru ty her husband,
because w Kohein iy /vréw//m even ty w Doyt
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The Mishnah continues

MY O30 DUR

The wife of a sterile man drinks the waters, and we do
NOT infer from the Pasuk 7w’R *7v53n that she drinks only
if she can conceive by him. Rather, the Pasuk teaches
51125 52 now 0TS

He can only make her drink if they had relations before
her seclusion.

The Mishnah continues

PIPP NI 5"

A husband can warn his wife not to be secluded with any
particular person, including her relatives. Although the
Pasuk says

DHYO IV IRHDVI IRDV]

51125 7R 5Ya5 TR

Forbidding her to the adulterer as well, and in this case
R INONR

She was already forbidden to her relative BEFORE the
suspected adultery?

The Mishnah teaches us that the Pasuk’s intention is NOT
to exclude this case, but merely to forbid her to the
adulterer where he’s not a relative.
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2O
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We do NOT infer from the Pasuk
2N SPoIn
that she drinks

only if she can conceive by him

Rather, the Pasuk teaches
Y1125 Y2 N2OW OTPINS
He can only make her drink
if they had relations before her seclusion

vy 5oy
PP

Although
DNYD NW - FNREADS SRELS

91125 TR HYIY TR
and in this case

R1DP1 NNOR

The Pasuk’s intention
is NOT to exclude this case,
but merely to forbid her to the adulterer
where he’s not a relative
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. However, the Mishnah adds
P YN
A warning not to seclude with a minor is NOT wvalid,
because
TOP KD RINAT IOR WNR

Ef};}:f;);d’ z;;z: excludes a minor. AND imp n in ?‘ n

He cannot warn her against secluding with one who is not
aman.

Because
The Gemara explains that this cannot refer to a pnw, an NJDn.‘ ﬂDR w’R
impotent man, because the Xn>12 states explicitly
15D PIpn Pnw ] l’
I ‘;0191 UP R 1
He CAN warn her against secluding with an impotent
man, even though the Pasuk says w’N 1:’&“’ ’DD]
VI N2V IR WR 2OV
R0 92 IRD KM

And he is not capable of being intimate with her. W cannaot n ...

Similarly, it cannot refer to an 0215 721, a non-Jew,
because the Xn»71 states

5D PIPP 07191 T An Impotent Man 02210 721V
mana o
He can warn her not to seclude with a non-Jew, even

. though he is forbidden to her anyway. Becawse the s Because the £nrn

Mafey Matey
Rather, the Gemara concludes that wx 1R refers to a

Zg?;all-l; gg:lrll:et warn her against secluding with an q‘nw n’::1: ﬂ:‘y
il Y O 1ap Y Op Papn
mna 5o Amna bow

Itis not considered having relations.

Rather, the Gemara concludes
Ot it r%em/ %

nPN2

Because
DY fE
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Having established that one CAN warn against a 911, the
Gemara now explains that the Pasuk »71 na>w IS exclud-
ing InR 727, another matter, a euphemism for a different
immoral activity.

This cannot refer to

79773 ROW 1D RIP

Warning her against having unnatural relations, because
2’10 TWR1OWUD

This is considered relations regarding all Halachos.

Rather, it either excludes

IPWI T RYP

He warned her against the very beginning stage of a nx»3,
according to the opinion that

770Y NOIT T IRIVA

Only an intermediate stage of 7X*2 is considered relations.
OR, it excludes

DMIR JIT 72 RPP

He warned her against all physical intimacy, according to
the opinion that

PPN ARV

This beginning stage IS also considered nx».

The Gemara explains the need to exclude 777 15> Xvp
D’73R, even though

N7 ROV RMRMID

It is merely promiscuous behavior, and not actual
relations? Nevertheless, we might have thought

RIPMT RSN HYaT RTOPI

TO7 Rp R HY

The Pasuk makes her status dependent on her husband’s
objections, and he clearly objected to such behavior;
nonetheless, since it is not actual relations, it is not a valid
warning.
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Having established that
one CAN warn against a N

the Gemara explains that the Pasuk
Pt maoY

IS excluding "DR 12T

Rather, it either excludes
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