AL pipiale

® -
Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 197’ of oo noon.

Some of the topics we will learn about include: n1 ﬁ1 D Rn
AN 19K MITORN nD1ﬂn: b]:NbD
If witnesses testify that the wife of a Kohein sinned, or

even if she herself admits that she was defiled, she is no
longer permitted to eat 7151n.

Similarly, she may not eat 7m0 if she, or her husband,
refuses to submit to the test of the V10 °», or if they render
the test ineffective by being intimate after 77001 "rp.

nlaioniayonliblyl

There are several factors that may delay or negate the n ’ ’ b n

effects of the w10 »; such as
Mot

If she has a specific merit, or n,ﬂnn D’D:

DR NPTIIDTY O W

If there are witnesses anywhere who can testify to her

defilement. SUCh as npr

NOIWI NMIN or

The Gemara discusses several cases where her 77m31 1277 I I I I
. is burned because certain events rendered the test D' N M o'y nI] v

ineffective.

nNnNan
NOIW)
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Dedicated By:

So let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah

AN 51R51D MIOR 1HR)

The following women are forbidden to eat nmn:

75 73R TIRDV NN

RNV RV DTV IRAW)

If she admits, or witnesses testify, to her defilement; OR
AN YR NINIR

AMPWR X7 IR 7OYIW

If she refuses, or her husband does not want her to drink
the bitter waters; OR

3772 5P R ASYaw

If they were intimate after she became a nv10 PoO;

The Gemara introduces a case where the bitter waters
would not be effective:

DN NPIRADTY 12 VW 700

MR PRPTI2DMDI PR

The waters will not confirm her guilt if there are
witnesses, even in a distant country, who can testify to her
defilement.

nww 17 derives this Halachah from the Pasuk

12 PR TV ARNDOVI R 77000

Which indicates

MVTIRYDT

Ri11ORY

72 V7T RIRRNIT

The waters only test her in the absence of witnesses.
However, they are not effective if there ARE witnesses,
even though we are not aware of them.

DafHachaim.org

PY0N YN
MR H1oNdN

The following women are
/Zréb'//m ty eat I

NN
5 N L
2T WA
NG N

RN
FANY PN
MR N FopaRn
el

T2 0P N2 Aopaen
%wef@ intimate AFTER

i/w/ émm& 7% Dﬂa /oaa

0D NTN2 DTY NY VW HVID
AR PPTI2 DN PR
The waters will not confirm her guilt
if there are witnesses,
EVEN in a distant country

nww I
=Nmais N Smomh
== ";"’zs: =in

Indicates,

N2 YTIT RIHT
The waters
only test her
in the absence of
witnesses

N2 YTOT RIIR RNT
Even though
WE are not aware
of them
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. The Gemara at the end of this Daf cites a Xn»32 which

derives this Halachah from another Pasuk:

e RooN A s devives this Halachahs

P YN IR ﬁm/ andther Pasub:

The Torah tells us that if she survives the test and is

proven innocent, she will conceive and bear children. il b K B

The words X1 7m0 are superfluous, since the Pasuk wan nxnbg N ox?

already said nx»v1 XY DRI, Therefore, we exclude three N3 iy iy

situations from the blessing of 3% 7Y NP, S L A &

1 uperfhu Pt 5Pt Srns

Mo

DN NPTHADTY 12 VW R

?t applies l(;nly ig she was spalred Eecaulsle she was in(ciieed We EXCLUDE 3 situations

innocent; but it does not apply where she was spare ) .

because there were witnesses to her guilt who did not from the bleSSIHg

come forth. Thus, the Pasuk teaches us that such a woman ) .

is not tested by the waters. D0 NN DTY NY WIW XY - nﬂjﬂ‘b 1

.Ex.nmm Such a woman s NOT tested é}x the waitery

iy o nnblnw K9 . ) Mt NY NNYNW &9 - =i (2

The extra letter v excludes a woman whose merits .

protected her. Exchudes a woman whase merity protected her

3. N1252 TP N2 NN IRYW &9 - N2 (3

NVn . . .

13252 M 112 NN R Excludes one W@w ?‘“l; @io W‘/d?’/w esumed
. The word ®11 excludes one whose guilt is so widely thatt wormen ?0444# about her

presumed that women gossip about her. She does not
drink the waters; and does not receive this 71572.

A V“ 4
. esk‘e‘l
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nww 11 proves this Halachah of

DN NPTIHRADTY 12 VW 00

MR PRTIA DM PR

From our Mishnah which rules:

1IN 919K MTOR DR

IRV RV DTV IR

Clearly, the witnesses did not testify

TMWNT OPR

BEFORE she drank the waters; because if so

N7

She is certainly forbidden, and is therefore included in the
example of IR RNV NIIRG.

Rather, we are discussing witnesses who came

MWNT N2

AFTER she drank the waters;

Therefore,

MR PRI DN NIORR

PP TA0T YI9ND RN 5N

The fact that she did not die from the waters, should prove
that the witnesses are lying?

Clearly, we must say

MR PRPTA DRI PR

The waters are NOT effective if there are witnesses to her
defilement, and therefore the witnesses are believed.

Dedicated By:
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NYW N
FProves,
0N NTHN2 DITY N WMWY NVID
NMR PRPTI2 DM PR
From our Wishnah
MNS SI9N0A NIMON 1HN
L TINE NI DY INDRN

Clearly, Ruther,

The witnesses
did NOT testify

NVNT PN NVNT N2

R NNt
Therefore included

in the example
AN FINDD IR

NINR R
NMR PPT2 DM
YIONH RN 1N
N1 IPW ITNOT

Clearly, we MUST say
DM PPTI2 DN PR
The waters are NOT effective
if there are witnesses to her defilement
Wﬁ/&m the witnesses are believed
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qor 27 refutes this proof and says, perhaps

MR PR DM

The waters ARE effective in this case. However, we still
believe the witnesses, even though she survived, because
15 75mN mMat MR

It is possible that her merits protected her from the water's
effect.

In order to explain the 9oy 27 nww 23 NP>n» the Gemara
introduces a 3-way Machlokes found later in the
Masechta:

1.

The 1127 in the Mishnah on X"y '3 q7 say:
nehviishisiakieiipRilaly

Her merits may sometimes temporarily protect her from
the ill effects of the waters.

2.

In the Mishnah on 2"y 2”5 97 we find;

IR PYHPY 127

D7 DM I MY PR

Her merits do not save her from the waters.

3,

IIN 27

DN DA 1N Mt

A woman’s merits may delay her death from the waters.
However,

NAAWH PRI NTOY AR

DO AN ROR

AP AMR NN XTI 105

She cannot bear children anymore, nor does her health
improve. Rather, she steadily deteriorates and eventually

dies from the waters in the manner described in the Torah.

The Gemara assumes that there is certainly a np>rn
between 17 and the 1329 However, the position of the 1127
is unclear;

Dedicated By:
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qo»

AR P72 DD
The waters ARE effective in this case

N9 19N MOT MR
Her W#J//szea‘e/ her

/mrn/ the water’y 7(%%#

W the
Qa/f POV J)/o/ﬂ,«/
The Gemara introduces
a 3-way Machlokes found
later in the Masechta:

3 p) 1
a9 NP 139 1339
255 (s £y o0
m9n M N MAPN Moo e o
DY™A oA BYan B ayXaraiakaiatal
mem‘yma?//dky Werity do NOT Werity
her death save her temporari
/rom/ the waters ﬂom/ the waitersy protect her
om il 4
of the waiters

DY %

/)/La&//',&'/ /a?/ y’k/
P sy e
W £l Q/a/
DN Wn
She m/@
deteriorates

The froyy assumes,
there'y cerz‘wb/?/ a//z/oﬁ/\/
between 1> and the /)2
However, the position of the
i unclear
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and the Gemara now explains that nww 27 and qo» 17
disagree in the proper interpretation of a 132737 np>nn:
nww 17 holds

P25 p20ab 2

7NN R

Both agree that she deteriorates; and the mpbm» is only in
whether she eventually dies in that particular manner.
Rebbe holds

AP MR NN R o

She will die in that manner. And the 1327 hold

Ann RTw Pod

A MR RY DR

She will eventually die, but in a different manner.
Therefore, our Mishnah here of irnv Xnw 07Y 1R2W),
speaks of a case where

NI RS

She did NOT deteriorate at all, but remained healthy.
Therefore, nww 11 says that we cannot attribute it to mot
opn opa 1on, and we can only believe the witnesses if
we attribute her survival to

D7 NPT DY NO VW 70D

MR PRI PR

9oy 17, on the other hand, holds

NN RT3

A RO RS 13275

According to the 3117 she does not deteriorate at all.
Therefore, we CAN attribute her survival to
niatonlalouiypligkikl

Her merits may be protecting her completely for now.
And we have no proofto

D7 NPT DTV 2 OV 00

MR P72 PR

The Gemara discusses whether we can infer that py»w '
argues with this Halachah:

AN PYDYW 17

oI O TN Mt R

Her merit does not save her from the waters, because
otherwise

[ngalaBals@nisis@ninin]

mmwn owin 57192

Women will hope to have enough merit, and will not
admit guilt. Furthermore,

MWW M0 5Y VI DY XXM NN

People will still suspect survivors of the test to actually be
guilty, and were only spared due to their merits.

Dedicated By:
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nOY 2M NYW N
D&Ja?rw i the proper inferpretation
a%_ /Y ﬁ/o/ﬁﬂ-

YWY 27

1275222752
NMINN RN
P 0 wheither
she et/em‘ua%/ DIFS
i that manner

129 29

Wy 4/0/ by a4 Q/a/

o it I o it

0 )
139 =0

RINRYD NN
nMAnNn  amann

FINID NI DY NN
SWJ/ o/é where. . .
NININI RS
We can ONLY believe
the witnesses 74 .
7Y NH VW VIO
0N NP TN2
MR PPT2 0N PR

PIWD PR 3&/)/9)’

We have VO /}VW%. B
7Y NH VW NVID
0N NP2
NIMKX PPT2 DO PR

Can we infler that yypl 1>
arguey with this Halachah:
NpRe 139
2" 23 19N M I'N
Otherwise
0PN NXR NNR NN
NMWN D*WanN Y1 2102

Dy I Vo Pl s

Peop/@ will st:l0 Subpect survivors
1o actt be M?/

onl%iﬁare/ lwe ty their merity
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‘ At first, the Gemara says that according to jwnw m,
indeed,
XN X9 NdTTN .
190 X9 ' 0Ty A?L%WML’ /7/061/64/6/‘,
Just as jwvnw a1 says that her merits will not save her, ﬁl]?bw bmin] ﬂvnw "9
having witnesses to her defilement does not save her
eithergfor the same reasons. R,bn RI’ notm Does NOT agree to..
5 9 b
However, the Gemara explains that although jynw mn 1l,n Rl’ P DTy h-”:-‘bw
does not agree to Just ay merity Mt NY NNONW XN
ninol : ? 1
ndT AT ANINY K91 W"Zé MOTW& W' We CAN T derlve ammn
because he holds that we cannot derive a Halachah witnesses &y VIOT
merely from the extra letter /', but he will agree to the 4 M merely ﬁ om the
derivation of Jave her either extra letter 7
halhlvl
o' NITN 0TV NI W'Y NI
Which we derive from the superfluous word nmv; But he WILL agree to
Therefore, we must say that he agrees to the Halachah of the derivation of...
0'n N1*TN 0TV N1 W'Y n0Io 1 1y
DNIX [T DN 'R nﬂ’hb
However, we are not concerned of what people will 0N NPT DY nl7 (OO Nlﬂ

think, because

o'n NN NIy

NNDY X

People will not attribute a woman'’s survival to such an
uncommon case.

. R We%ar&, w&mmfwy. ..
He agrees to the Halachah of,

7Y NY WY NVID
DN NPT
NMKX PPTI2 DN PR

We're NOT concerned what /aeola& will think,
because. . .
00 N1TN2 MTY
RNOW XY
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The Gemara tries to refute nww 27 from another Halachah
in the later Mishnah:

N MOV I IININY HRY

RNV ROV DTV 9 INIW

If her nn was already sanctified when witnesses
testified to her defilement, the min is burned, because the
test is no longer needed.

Now, if we are to say that 7R Pp712 0010 X since there
were witnesses, she was never susceptible to the test. If so,
vI9nh RN SN

RIPVD WITP DT

wITR Myva

oMb o

We should determine retroactively that the nmin was
sanctified in error, and should remain P51, and should not
be burned?

Clearly we must say

MR PR DM

The waters are effective; and if so,
N7 2P WIPHn N2

She WAS susceptible to the test;
RIPVDIWTP

WP YOV

TIOIWI INNIN 7 DWW

The sanctification was valid, and therefore the nm» must
now be burned.

This apparently contradicts nww 172

The Gemara offers two answers:

1.

iy’ anishiis2Rib}

WITP 7OV RIPPVD TR 137

The 1275 was originally valid, because the witnesses are
testifying that she defiled herself AFTER it was already
sanctified. Although she was constantly escorted by
Kohanim, the Gemara suggests two scenarios:

JPIY AN 170N ANt

She sinned with one of the Kohanim; OR,

a5 NN

She was left alone to relieve herself.

Dedicated By:
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N3 DI I RINIE 9N

AN NI DY) M9 INSY
The test i
no Zon?er needed <

If we say

NMX PPTI2 DN PR

MR PRPT2 DM
since there were
witnesses
RN 91N
)Vais)sp)
RIPYN WITP 23T
WITR MYV
PONS ;oM
and should NOT
be burned?

NN 2P WTPN N2
RIYN VT 1
WP 1OV
20 DN
NDIWI NN

This apparently
contradicts nww 1n?

1

NITY2 NN1TW N2
WITPR POW RIPIYNDIWOTP DT
The witnesses are testifying

she defiled herself

AFTER it was already
sanctified

Aé‘m?/uwm
comfam‘%/ escorted 57 P

WY Do YN S
R...
P, ﬁln\_&

mo/wm/[e%fn&w
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2.

The witnesses testify to a previous indiscretion; and
indeed, Xn»7R7m the 7nn does NOT need to be burned.
However,

13297

IR RDW 777

515 7w 51 PROXID

The o'non decreed that it should be burned because
people will not realize that the waters were ineffective
due to the witnesses, and they will think that wmp is being
treated as o

However, the Gemara points out

PO TV IRIDI

eliakaisluhta)

If her witnesses were discredited, the imin IS considered
151, because

PP DY

N IR ROP

Everyone knows of such an incident, and they will realize
that the nna> was brought in error.

DafHachaim.org

2

The witnesses testify
to a PREVIOUS indiscretion

and indeed,
RNMINRTHO
the NN does NOT
need to be burned

/979/1/
I ol Dk
I ol o =74

However,
1PPOIT MITY IRXN)
12 hnnan

SIS PRV
Pk b

They will realize the nnn
was brought in ERROR
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