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Aft er citing this baraita as proof for the ruling of Rav Sheshet, 
albeit from a diff erent source, the Gemara questions how Rabbi 
Shimon could deny the ability of the woman’s merit to delay the 
sota punishment due to fear that it will discredit the whole sota 
rite, being that there is another case that prevents the bitt er water 
from evaluating a woman, i.e., where witnesses in a country over-
seas are able to testify. And Rabbi Shimon, granted that he does 
not interpret the lett er vav,N  as he holds that its addition is not 
signifi cant, and therefore he holds that her merit does not delay 
her punishment, but there is

the case where there are witnesses for her in a country overseas 
who can testify that she engaged in sexual intercourse, when the 
bitt er water will not evaluate her faithfulness. Th erefore, Rabbi 
Shimon should be concerned that such a dispensation will result 
in the defamation of the untainted women who drank and were 
unaff ected, as people will view them as guilty women who were 
not aff ected because there were witnesses overseas.

Th e Gemara answers: Th e case of witnesses in a country overseas 
is not common, and therefore no one will assume that that is the 
reason why the woman was not aff ected. By contrast, a woman 
having merit is common.

mishna The mishna details the procedure for
administering the drinking of the bitt er 

water of a sota. What does her husband do with herH  aft er she 
secluded herself with the man about whom she had been warned? 
He brings her to the court that is found in that location, and 
the court provides him with two Torah scholars to accompany 
him, lest he engage in sexual intercourse with her on the way 
to the Temple, which is not only prohibited but will also prevent 
the bitt er water from evaluating her. Rabbi Yehuda says: Her 
husband is trusted with regard to her, so there is no need to 
provide scholars to accompany him.

gemara Th e Gemara assumes that the require-
ment for there to be two Torah scholars 

is to avoid the prohibition against a woman being alone with a 
man. Th e Gemara notes: Two additional men and he, the hus-
band, are three people altogether. Let us say that this mishna 
supports the opinion of Rav, as Rav Yehuda says that Rav says: 
When they taught that it is permitt ed for a woman to be secluded 
with two men, they taught that this is permitt ed only in the town 
(see Kiddushin b). But on the way, when traveling, this is not 
permitt ed unless there are threeN  men with the woman. Th e 
reason for this stringency is that if there are only two men with 
her, perhaps one will need to relieve himself and will seek 
privacy, and it will be found that one of them is in seclusion 
with a woman forbidden to him.

Th e Gemara refutes this assumption: No, here, in the case of 
a sota, this is the reason why there is a requirement for two 
scholars, so that there are two witnesses with regard to her, 
i.e., there will be two witnesses to testify in the event that the 
husband engages in sexual intercourse with her on the way to 
the Temple. Th e reason is not to avoid the prohibition against 
her being alone with a man, as one scholar would suffi  ce for that.

ֵריׁש, ְוָהא  וי״ו ָלא ּדָ ְמעֹון, ְנִהי ּדְ י ׁשִ ְוַרּבִ
א ִאיּכָ
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ְמִדיַנת ַהָּים! ֵיׁש ָלּה ֵעִדים ּבִ

ִכיָחא. ָלא ׁשְ

מֹוִליָכּה  ָלּה?  ה  עֹוׂשֶ יַצד  ּכֵ מתני׳ 
ּומֹוְסִרין  ָמקֹום,  אֹותֹו  ּבְ ׁשֶ ין  ּדִ ְלֵבית 
ָיבֹא  א  ּמָ ׁשֶ ֲחָכִמים,  ַתְלִמיֵדי  ֵני  ׁשְ לֹו 
ְעָלּה  י ְיהּוָדה אֹוֵמר: ּבַ ֶרְך. ַרּבִ ּדֶ ָעֶליָה ּבַ

ֶנֱאָמן ָעֶליָה.

ָלָתא. ֵליָמא  ֵרי ְוִאיהּו – ָהא ּתְ גמ׳ ּתְ
ְיהּוָדה  ַרב  ָאַמר  ּדְ ְלַרב,  ֵליּה  ְמַסַּייע 
ֲאָבל  ִעיר,  ּבָ א  ֶאּלָ נּו  ׁשָ לֹא  ַרב:  ָאַמר 
א  ּמָ ׁשֶ ה,  לֹׁשָ ׁשְ א  ִאיּכָ ּדְ ַעד   – ֶרְך  ּדֶ ּבַ
ִיְצָטֵרְך ֶאָחד ֵמֶהן ִלְנָקָביו, ְוִנְמָצא ֶאָחד 

ֵמֶהן ִמְתַייֵחד ִעם ָהֶעְרָוה!

ֵהיִכי  י  ּכִ ַטְעָמא,  ַהְיינּו  ָהָכא  ָלא, 
ֵליֱהוּו ֲעֵליּה ָסֲהֵדי. ּדְ

 He does not interpret the letter vav – ֵריׁש ּדָ ָלא   Tosafot :וי״ו 
on Sanhedrin 14a explain that Rabbi Shimon generally does 
expound the letter vav, but he derives a different halakha from 
the letter vav in this case.

NOTES

 What does he do with her – ה ָלּה יַצד עֹוׂשֶ  The husband states :ּכֵ
before his local court: I warned my wife not to seclude herself 
with so-and-so, and she then secluded herself with him, and 
these are the witnesses. She claims that she is undefiled, and I 
want her to be evaluated by drinking the bitter water. The court 
then hears the testimony of the witnesses. If their testimony is 
accepted, the court provides two Torah scholars to accompany 
the husband and wife on their journey to the Temple, in order 
to prevent them from engaging in sexual intercourse on the 
way (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:1).

HALAKHA

 But on the way, unless there are three – א ִאיּכָ ֶרְך ַעד ּדְ ּדֶ  ֲאָבל ּבַ
ה לֹׁשָ -The commentaries offer several reasons for the require :ׁשְ
ment that there be an additional man during travel. First, on 
a long journey it is inevitable that one of them will need to 
relieve himself and will probably distance himself from the man 
and woman, so as to have privacy. Second, while in the city, if 
one man needs to leave for some time, the second man can 
leave as well, thereby avoiding seclusion with the woman; but 
on the road there is nowhere for the other man to go. Even if 
there were a way for the second man to distance himself from 
the woman, he would not do so out of fear for the woman’s 
safety (Devar Shaul).

NOTES
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Th e mishna teaches that the husband is provided with Torah schol-
ars. Th e Gemara further comments: Torah scholars, yes; anyone 
else, no. It is specifi cally Torah scholars who are provided to accom-
pany the husband and wife. Let us say that this mishna supports 
another statement of Rav, as Rav Yehuda says that Rav says: When 
they taught that it is permitt ed for a woman to be secluded with two 
men, they taught that this is permitt ed only with regard to men of 
fi t morals.H  But with regard to those of loose morals, she may not 
be secluded even with ten men. Th e Gemara adds: Th ere was an 
incident and ten men carried out a woman on a bier, as if she were 
dead, and engaged in sexual intercourse with her.

Th e Gemara refutes this assumption: No, here, in the case of a sota, 
this is the reason why there is a requirement for two scholars, that 
they know how to properly warn himN  not to engage in sexual 
intercourse with her. Th erefore, this mishna does not support the 
opinion of Rav.

§ Th e Gemara now discusses Rabbi Yehuda’s statement in the 
mishna. Rabbi Yehuda says: Her husband is trusted with regard to 
her. It is taught in a baraita in the Toseft a ( : ): Rabbi Yehuda says: 
Her husband is trusted due to an a fortiori inference: And just as 
in the case of a menstruating woman, who is prohibited from 
engaging in sexual intercourse with her husband by penalty of karet, 
her husband is nevertheless trusted with regard to her, as he is 
permitt ed to seclude himself with her, so too, with regard to a sota, 
who is prohibited from engaging in sexual intercourse with her 
husband only by penalty of a prohibition, is it not all the more so 
that he should be trusted?

And the Rabbis say: Th at provides support for the contrary opin-
ion, as these considerations lead to the opposite conclusion. A 
menstruating woman is forbidden by penalty of karet. Th is is 
a stringent prohibition for him, and this is why he is trusted 
not to engage in sexual intercourse with her. By contrast, a sota is 
forbidden to him only by a prohibition. Th is is not a stringent 
prohibition to him, and he is therefore not trusted with her.

Th e Gemara asks: And does Rabbi Yehuda in fact derive this 
halakha from an a fortiori inference? But Rabbi Yehuda derives it 
from a verse, as it is taught in a baraita: Th e verse: “Th en shall 
the man bring his wife to the priest” (Numbers : ), teaches that 
by Torah law the man alone brings his wife to the Temple, but the 
Sages said: Th e court provides him with two Torah scholars to 
accompany him, lest he engage in sexual intercourse with her on 
the way to the Temple.

Th e baraita records a second opinion. Rabbi Yosei says: Her hus-
band is trusted with regard to her based on an a fortiori inference: 
And just as a menstruating woman, who is prohibited from engag-
ing in sexual intercourse with her husband by penalty of karet, and 
her husband is nevertheless trusted with regard to her, then 
with regard to a sota, who is prohibited from engaging in sexual 
intercourse with her husband by penalty of only a prohibition, 
should he not all the more so be trusted?

Th e Sages said to him: No, if you say that this is true with regard 
to a menstruating woman, the reason he is trusted is not due to the 
severity of the prohibition. Rather, he is trusted because she has 
the ability to become permitt ed to her husband aft er her menstrual 
fl ow has ceased and she has immersed in a ritual bath. Shall you also 
say that this is the case with regard to a sota, who potentially does 
not have the ability to become permitt ed to her husband due to her 
suspected adultery? And proof to the notion that people will more 
readily commit illicit acts that are permanently prohibited comes 
from the verse that states: “Stolen waters are sweet and bread 
eaten in secret is pleasing” (Proverbs : ). Consequently, there is 
a concern that the husband will engage in sexual intercourse with 
his sota wife if not accompanied by scholars.

ָלא.  ָעְלָמא  י  ּכּוּלֵ ִאין,  ֲחָכִמים  ַתְלִמיֵדי 
ָאַמר  ּדְ ַרב,  ּדְ ְלִאיָדְך  ֵליּה  ְמַסַּייע  ֵליָמא 
ִרין,  ׁשֵ א ּכְ נּו ֶאּלָ ַרב ְיהּוָדה ָאַמר ַרב: לֹא ׁשָ
ָלא.  ַנִמי  ָרה  ֲעׂשָ ֲאִפיּלּו   – רּוִצין  ּפְ ֲאָבל 

ה! ִמּטָ ָרה ּבְ ה ָהָיה ְוהֹוִציאּוָה ֲעׂשָ ַמֲעׂשֶ

ְלַאְתרּוֵיי  ָיְדִעי  ּדְ ַטְעָמא,  ַהְיינּו  ָהָכא  ָלא. 
יּה. ּבֵ

י  ְנָיא, ַרּבִ ְעָלּה״ וכו׳. ּתַ י ְיהּוָדה אֹוֵמר: ּבַ ״ַרּבִ
ָוחֹוֶמר,  ל  ִמּקַ ֶנֱאָמן  ְעָלּה  ּבַ אֹוֵמר:  ְיהּוָדה 
ֶנֱאָמן  ְעָלּה  ּבַ  – ָכֵרת  ּבְ ִהיא  ׁשֶ ה  ּדָ ּנִ ּוַמה 

ן! ּכֵ ל ׁשֶ ָלאו – לֹא ּכָ ִהיא ּבְ ָעֶליָה, סֹוָטה ׁשֶ

ָכֵרת – ֲחִמיָרא  ה ּדְ ַנן? ִהיא ַהּנֹוֶתֶנת: ִנּדָ ְוַרּבָ
ֲחִמיָרא  ָלא  ָלאו –  ּדְ סֹוָטה  ּוְמֵהיַמן,  ֵליּה 

ֵליּה ְוָלא ְמֵהיַמן.

ל ָוחֹוֶמר ַמְייֵתי ָלּה? ְוָהא  י ְיהּוָדה ִמּקַ ְוַרּבִ
ַתְנָיא:  ּדְ ָלּה!  ַמְייֵתי  ָרֵאי  ִמּקְ ְיהּוָדה  י  ַרּבִ
ּתֹו ֶאל ַהּכֵֹהן״ –  ״ְוֵהִביא ָהִאיׁש ֶאת ִאׁשְ
ּתֹו, ֲאָבל  ִמן ַהּתֹוָרה ָהִאיׁש ֵמִביא ֶאת ִאׁשְ
ַתְלִמיֵדי  ֵני  ׁשְ לֹו  מֹוְסִרין  ֲחָכִמים:  ָאְמרּו 

ֶרְך. ּדֶ א ָיבֹא ָעֶליָה ּבַ ּמָ ֲחָכִמים, ׁשֶ

ל  ִמּקַ ָעֶליָה  ֶנֱאָמן  ְעָלּה  ּבַ אֹוֵמר:  יֹוֵסי  י  ַרּבִ
ְעָלּה  ּבַ ָכֵרת –  ּבְ ִהיא  ׁשֶ ה  ּדָ ּנִ ּוַמה  ָוחֹוֶמר, 
לֹא   – ָלאו  ּבְ ִהיא  ׁשֶ סֹוָטה  ָעֶליָה,  ֶנֱאָמן 

ן! ּכֵ ל ׁשֶ ּכָ

ן  ּכֵ ׁשֶ  – ה  ִנּדָ ּבְ ָאַמְרּתָ  ִאם  לֹא,  לֹו:  ָאְמרּו 
ָלּה  ֵאין  ׁשֶ סֹוָטה  ּבְ ּתֹאַמר  ר,  ֶהיּתֵ ָלּה  ֵיׁש 

קּו״ וגו'. נּוִבים ִיְמּתָ ר? ְואֹוֵמר: ״ַמִים ּגְ ֶהיּתֵ

 They taught only with regard to men of fit morals – לֹא 
ִרין ׁשֵ א ּכְ נּו ֶאּלָ  A woman should not seclude herself with :ׁשָ
several men, unless the wife of one of the men is present. 
The Rema notes that there are those (Rosh) who hold 
that while in a town, one woman can seclude herself 
with two men of fit morals during the day, and he adds 
that most men meet this standard for purposes of this 
halakha. If they are in a field any time of the day or in 
a town at night, there needs to be a minimum of three 
men of fit morals. Some authorities permit one man to 
seclude himself with several women, provided that his 
profession is one that doesn’t bring him into constant 
contact with women (Rambam Sefer Kedusha, Hilkhot 
Issurei Bia 22:8; Shulĥan Arukh, Even HaEzer 22:5).

HALAKHA

 That they know how to warn him – יּה ָיְדִעי ְלַאְתרּוֵיי ּבֵ  :ּדְ
A warning must include the specification of the prohibi-
tion that will be transgressed and its punishment, and 
therefore not all have the knowledge to give a proper 
warning (see Tosafot).

NOTES
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Th e baraita quotes a third opinion. Rabbi Yehuda says: By Torah law,N  
the man alone brings his wife to the Temple, as is stated: “Th en shall 
the man bring his wife to the priest.” Th is baraita states explicitly that 
Rabbi Yehuda derives this halakha from the verse itself, not from an a 
fortiori inference.

Th e Gemara answers: Rabbi Yehuda fi rst said to them the a fortiori 
inference, and they refuted it as mentioned above, and he then said to 
them the derivation from the verse.

Th e Gemara clarifi es: Apparently, the opinion of Rabbi Yehuda is the 
same as that of the fi rst tanna in the baraita, who also cites the verse as 
proof that by Torah law the husband alone brings his wife to the priest. 
Th e Gemara explains: Th e diff erence between them concerns the fol-
lowing clause: But the Sages said that the court provides him with two 
Torah scholars to accompany him. Th e fi rst tanna holds that the Sages 
require two scholars to accompany the husband and wife, while Rabbi 
Yehuda holds that they do not.

mishna Th e mishna details the next stage of the process. 
Th ey would bring her up to the SanhedrinH  

that was in Jerusalem, and the judges would threaten her in order 
that she admit her sin. And this was done in the manner that they would 
threaten witnesses testifying in cases of capital law.N  In those cases, the 
judges would explain to the witnesses the gravity of their testimony by 
stressing the value of human life. Here too, the judges would att empt to 
convince the woman to admit her sin, to avoid the loss of her life.

And additionally, the judge would say to her: My daughter, wine causes 
a great deal of immoral behavior, levity causes a great deal of immoral 
behavior, immaturity causes a great deal of immoral behavior, and bad 
neighbors cause a great deal of immoral behavior. Th e judge encour-
aged her to admit her sin by explaining to her that he understands that 
there may have been mitigating factors.

Th e judge then continues: Act for the sake of His great name, so that 
God’s name, which is writt en in sanctity, shall not be erased on the 
water. If the woman admits to having committ ed adultery, the scroll 
upon which the name of God is writt en will not be erased. And addition-
ally, the judge says in her presence matt ers that are not worthy of being 
heard by her and all her father’s family,N  in order to encourage her to 
admit her sin, as the Gemara will explain.

י ְיהּוָדה אֹוֵמר: ִמן ַהּתֹוָרה ָהִאיׁש  ַרּבִ
ֱאַמר:  ּנֶ ּתֹו ֶאל ַהּכֵֹהן, ׁשֶ ֵמִביא ֶאת ִאׁשְ

ּתֹו״! ״ְוֵהִביא ָהִאיׁש ֶאת ִאׁשְ

א ּוַפְרכּוּה,  ֵריׁשָ ֲאַמר ְלהּו ַקל ָוחֹוֶמר ּבְ
ַוֲהַדר ֲאַמר ְלהּו ְקָרא.

א  ִאיּכָ א!  ַקּמָ א  ּנָ ּתַ ַהְיינּו  ְיהּוָדה  י  ַרּבִ
יַנְייהּו: ״ֲאָבל ָאְמרּו״. ּבֵ

ין  מתני׳ ָהיּו ַמֲעִלין אֹוָתּה ְלֵבית ּדִ
ַלִים, ּוְמַאְּייִמין ָעֶליָה  ירּוׁשָ ּבִ דֹול ׁשֶ ַהּגָ

ַאְּייִמין ַעל ֵעֵדי ְנָפׁשֹות, ּמְ ֶדֶרְך ׁשֶ ּכְ

ה,  עֹוׂשֶ ַיִין  ה  ַהְרּבֵ י,  ּתִ ּבִ ָלּה:  ְואֹוֵמר 
ַיְלדּות  ה  ַהְרּבֵ ה,  עֹוׂשֶ חֹוק  ׂשְ ה  ַהְרּבֵ

ין. ֵכִנים ָהָרִעים עֹוׂשִ ה ׁשְ ה, ַהְרּבֵ עֹוׂשָ

ה  ָ ְקדּוּשׁ ב ּבִ ְכּתַ ּנִ דֹול ׁשֶ מֹו ַהּגָ י ִלׁשְ ֲעׂשִ
ִים. ְואֹוֵמר ְלָפֶניָה  ֶחה ַעל ַהּמַ ּלֹא ִיּמָ ׁשֶ
ַדי ְלׁשֹוְמָען ִהיא ְוָכל  ֵאיָנם ּכְ ָבִרים ׁשֶ ּדְ

ית ָאִביָה. ַחת ּבֵ ּפַ ִמׁשְ

 Rabbi Yehuda says: By Torah law – ַהּתֹוָרה ִמן  אֹוֵמר  ְיהּוָדה  י   :ַרּבִ
The Tosefot HaRosh does not include the phrase: By Torah law, in 
the statement of the leniency stated by Rabbi Yehuda (see Yagel 
Ya’akov). This omission seems to be correct, as Rabbi Yehuda holds 
that this is the halakha also by rabbinic law, not only by Torah 
law. The version of the text here, which does include this phrase, 
can be explained according to what is written in the Jerusalem 
Talmud: Rabbi Yehuda says that despite the logical reasons to 
the contrary, there is a verse in the Torah teaching that a man is 
trusted to bring his sota wife to the Temple. Others explain that 
Rabbi Yehuda’s rationale is based on the principle, propounded 
by the Taz among others, that the Sages did not have the ability 
to prohibit that which is explicitly permitted in the Torah. There-
fore, due to the verse cited by Rabbi Yehuda, the Sages could not 
prohibit the husband alone to bring her despite the compelling 
reason for the prohibition.

 And this was done in the manner that they would threaten 
witnesses testifying in cases of capital law – ָעֶליָה  ּוְמַאְּייִמין 
ְנָפׁשֹות ֵעֵדי  ַעל  ַאְּייִמין  ּמְ ׁשֶ ֶדֶרְך   Tosefot Yom Tov explains that this :ּכְ
should not be understood to mean that they threaten her with 
the same threats used in cases of capital law. Rather, just as the 
court threatens witnesses testifying in cases of capital law in more 
explicit terms than they do to those testifying in monetary cases, 
the sota is also extensively threatened. Others explain that since 
her drinking the bitter water involves possible death for her and 
her paramour, she is warned exactly as she would be in a case of 
capital law (Minĥat Kenaot).

 Her and all her father’s family – ית ָאִביָה ַחת ּבֵ ּפַ  The :ִהיא ְוָכל ִמׁשְ
Meiri explains that this is a figure of speech, indicating that what 
is said to her would be difficult for her to hear even if her entire 
family were present to support her. Rambam, in his Commentary 
on the Mishna, explains simply that her family is presumably with 
her and they also hear what is being said.

NOTES

 They would bring her up to the Sanhedrin, etc. – 
דֹול וכו׳ ין ַהּגָ  When the husband and :ַמֲעִלין אֹוָתּה ְלֵבית ּדִ
wife arrive at the Sanhedrin in Jerusalem, the court 
threatens her without her husband present, to encour-
age her to admit her sin. They also offer words of 
encouragement, such as: My daughter, wine and frivol-
ity cause much immoral behavior. If she admits her sin 
or says: I will not drink, she is divorced and forfeits her 
rights to payment of her marriage contract (Rambam 
Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:2).

HALAKHA
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If aft er the judge’s warning she says: I am defi led, she writes a 
receipt for her marriage contract. Th at is, she writes a receipt 
indicating that she has no claims on her husband with regard to the 
sum writt en in her marriage contract, as a woman who admits to 
adultery forfeits her right to this payment. And she is then divorced 
from her husband.

But if aft er the warning she maintains her innocence and says: I 
am pure, they bring her up to the Eastern Gate,N H  which is at 
the opening of the Gate of Nicanor,B  because three rites were 
performed there: Th ey give the sota women the bitt er water 
to drink,N  and they purify women who have given birth (see 
Leviticus : – ), and they purify the lepersH  (see Leviticus 

: – ).

Th e mishna continues describing the sota rite. And the priest grabs 
holdN  of her clothingH  and pulls them, unconcerned about what 
happens to the clothing. If the clothes are torn,N  so they are torn; 
if the stitches come apart, so they come apart. And he pulls her 
clothing until he reveals her heart, i.e., her chest. And then he 
unbraids her hair. Rabbi Yehuda says: If her heart was att ractive 
he would not reveal it, and if her hair was att ractive he would 
not unbraid it.

If she was dressed in whiteH  garments, he would now cover her 
with black garments. If she was wearing gold adornments, 

ָתּה  תּוּבָ ִאם ָאְמָרה ְטֵמָאה ֲאִני, ׁשֹוֶבֶרת ּכְ
ְויֹוֵצאת.

אֹוָתּה  ַמֲעִלין  ֲאִני,  ְטהֹוָרה  ָאְמָרה  ְוִאם 
נֹור,  ִנּקָ ַער  ׁשַ ַתח  ּפֶ ַעל  ׁשֶ ְזָרח  ַהּמִ ַער  ְלׁשַ
ִקין ֶאת ַהּסֹוטֹות ּוְמַטֲהִרין ֶאת  ם ַמׁשְ ָ ּשׁ ׁשֶ

ַהּיֹוְלדֹות ּוְמַטֲהִרין ֶאת ַהְמצֹוָרִעין.

ִנְקְרעּו,  ִנְקְרעּו  ִאם  ְבָגֶדיָה,  ּבִ אֹוֵחז  ְוכֵֹהן 
ה ֶאת  הּוא ְמַגּלֶ ְוִאם ִנְפְרמּו ִנְפְרמּו, ַעד ׁשֶ
י ְיהּוָדה אֹוֵמר:  ָעָרּה. ַרּבִ ּה, ְוסֹוֵתר ֶאת ׂשְ ִלּבָ
הּו, ְוִאם  ּה ָנֶאה לֹא ָהָיה ְמַגּלֵ ִאם ָהָיה ִלּבָ

ָעָרּה ָנֶאה לֹא ָהָיה סֹוֵתר. ָהָיה ׂשְ

חֹוִרים.  ׁשְ ּה ּבִ ְלָבִנים, ְמַכּסָ ה ּבִ ּסָ ָהְיָתה ִמְתּכַ
ֵלי ָזָהב ָהָיה ָעֶליָה ּכְ

 To the Eastern Gate, etc. – וכו׳ ְזָרח  ַהּמִ ַער   This language is :ְלׁשַ
somewhat difficult as two different gates are mentioned, and 
there are several versions of the text of the mishna. According 
to Rashi, she is first brought up to the Eastern Gate, which is 
the outer gate of the women’s courtyard, and then she is lead 
to Gate of Nicanor, which is the gate to the Israelite courtyard. 
Alternatively, the Kaftor VaFeraĥ explains that the Eastern Gate is 
the Gate of Nicanor.

 Because there they give the sota women to drink – ִקין ם ַמׁשְ ָ ּשׁ  ׁשֶ
 The reason lepers and women who have given birth :ֶאת ַהּסֹוטֹות
are purified at the Eastern Gate is obvious, as they are still impure 
and cannot enter further into the Temple. However, the reason the 
sota drinks there is not clear. It has been proposed that because 
her hair is uncovered and her clothes torn, it would be disgraceful 
and improper to bring her into the Temple itself (Minĥa Ĥareva).

 And the priest grabs hold – אֹוֵחז  The Tosefta (1:7) states :ְוכֵֹהן 
that this priest was chosen by drawing lots, and any priest who 
is chosen, even the High Priest, is obligated to perform the task.

 If the clothes are torn, etc. – ִאם ִנְקְרעּו וכו׳: The Gemara uses two 
terms to describe the ripping of the clothing, keria and ferima, 
which are translated in the text as tearing and the forcing apart of 
stitches respectively, in line with Rabbeinu Ĥananel’s explanation 
of the Gemara. In the context of this Gemara, however, a num-
ber of other explanations are given in the commentaries. Rashi 
explains that keria is ripping one large tear, while ferima means 
tearing into small pieces. The Meiri and Rambam’s Commentary 
on the Mishna explain that keria is ripping one large tear in the 
front of the garment and ferima is causing several small tears on 
the side of the garment. Others explain that keria is a vertical tear 
and ferima is a lateral tear (Tosefot Yom Tov).

NOTES

 They bring her up to the Eastern Gate – ַער ְלׁשַ אֹוָתּה   ַמֲעִלין 
ְזָרח  If the woman insists that she was faithful, she is brought :ַהּמִ
to the Eastern Gate of the Temple courtyard, where she is led 
to and fro in order to fatigue her, so that she will admit her sin. 
If she continues to maintain her innocence, she is led to the 
outside of the Eastern Gate, where she remains standing until 
the next stage of the process (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot 
Sota 3:3–4).

 And they purify the lepers – ַהְמצֹוָרִעין ֶאת   During the :ּוְמַטֲהִרין 
purification process of a leper, he stands outside the Israelite 
courtyard, in front of the eastern entrance, at the lintel of the 
Gate of Nicanor, facing west. This is where all those who have not 
yet brought an atonement offering to complete the purification 

process stand at the time they are being purified, and there a sota 
drinks the bitter water (Rambam Sefer Korbanot, Hilkhot Meĥusrei 
Kappara 4:2).

 The priest grabs hold of her clothing – ְבָגֶדיָה ּבִ אֹוֵחז   After :ּכֵֹהן 
God’s name is erased into the water, the priest, chosen by lot 
(Mishne LaMelekh), grabs hold of the clothing of the sota and pulls 
them off until he exposes her chest, and he uncovers and unbraids 
her hair (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:11).

 If she was dressed in white – ְלָבִנים ּבִ ה  ּסָ ִמְתּכַ  If she was :ָהְיָתה 
dressed in white garments, she would put on black garments. 
If the black clothing enhances her appearance, she is clothed in 
garments that cause her to appear unattractive (Rambam Sefer 
Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:4).

HALAKHA

 Gate of Nicanor – נֹור ִניּקָ ַער   The Gate of Nicanor is :ׁשַ
well known for the beauty of its copper doors, as well 
as for the miracles that occurred while the doors were 
being transported by ship from Egypt. This gate stood at 
the main entrance to the Temple, and it was the site of 
rituals that had to be performed as close to the Temple 
as possible without being inside the Temple.

Gate of Nicanor

BACKGROUND
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or chokers [katliyot],L  or nose rings, or fi nger rings,H  they 
removed them from her in order to render her unatt ractive. And 
aft erward the priest would bring an Egyptian ropeB H  fashioned 
from palm fi bers, and he would tie it above her breasts.

And anyone who desires to watchH  her may come to watch, 
except for her slaves and maidservants,H  who are not permitt ed 
to watch because her heart is emboldened by them, as seeing 
one’s slaves reinforces one’s feeling of pride, and their presence 
may cause her to maintain her innocence. And all of the womenH  
are permitt ed to watch her, as it is stated: “Th us will I cause 
lewdness to cease out of the land, that all women may be taught 
not to do aft er your lewdness” (Ezekiel : ).

gemara Th e Gemara asks concerning the halakha 
that the sota is brought before the Sanhed-

rin: From where are these matt ers derived? Rabbi Ĥiyya bar 
Gamda says that Rabbi Yosei, son of Rabbi Ĥanina, says: Th is 
is derived by means of a verbal analogy between the words “tora” 
and “tora.” It is writt en here, with regard to a sota: “And the priest 
shall execute upon her all this law [tora]” (Numbers : ), and 
it is writt en there, with regard to a rebellious Elder, who must go 
to the place chosen by God and follow the ruling of the Sanhedrin: 

“According to the law [tora] that they shall teach you” (Deuter-
onomy : ). Just as there the verse is referring to what occurs in 
the presence of the Sanhedrin of seventy-one judges, so too here, 
with regard to a sota, the verse is referring to what occurs in the 
presence of the Sanhedrin of seventy-one judges.

§ Th e mishna teaches: And they threaten her in order that she 
admit her sin, to obviate the need to erase God’s name. And 
the Gemara raises a contradictionN  from that which was taught 
in a baraita in the Toseft a ( : ): In the same manner that they 
threaten her so that she will not drink, so too, they threaten her 
so that she will drink,H  as they say to her: My daughter, if the 
matt er is clear to you that you are pure, arise for the sake of your 
clear position and drink. If you are innocent you have nothing to 
fear, because the bitt er water is similar only to a dry poisonB  
placed on the fl esh. If there is a wound there, the poison will 
penetrate and enter the blood stream, but if there is no wound 
there, it does not have any eff ect. Th is teaches that the woman 
is warned not to drink if she is guilty, but if she is not guilty she 
is encouraged to drink. Th ere is no mention of the latt er in the 
mishna.

Th e Gemara answers: Th is is not diffi  cult. Here the mishna is 
referring to before the scroll was erased, and at that point the 
woman is warned only not to drink if she is guilty, so that the name 
of God will not be erased. Th ere the baraita is referring to aft er 
the scroll was erased. Th en she is warned that if she is innocent 
she should drink because if she now refuses to drink, it will turn 
out that the scroll was erased for no purpose.

Perek I
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ַמֲעִביִרין  עֹות,  ְוַטּבָ ְנָזִמים  ְוַקְטִליאֹות 
ֵמִביא  ְך  ּכָ ְוַאַחר  וָלּה.  ְלַנּוְ ֵדי  ּכְ ה  ּנָ ִמּמֶ

יָה. ּדֶ רֹו ְלַמְעָלה ִמּדַ ֶחֶבל ִמְצִרי ְוקֹוׁשְ

חּוץ  ִלְראֹות,  א  ּבָ ִלְראֹות  ָהרֹוֶצה  ְוָכל 
ס  ּגַ ּה  ּבָ ּלִ ׁשֶ ֵני  ִמּפְ ְפחֹוֶתיָה,  ְוׁשִ ֵמֲעָבֶדיָה 
ִלְראֹוָתּה,  רֹות  מּוּתָ ים  ׁשִ ַהּנָ ְוָכל  ֶהן.  ּבָ
ְולֹא  ים  ׁשִ ַהּנָ ל  ּכָ רּו  ּסְ ״ְוִנּוַ ֱאַמר:  ּנֶ ׁשֶ

ְתֶכָנה״. ִזּמַ יָנה ּכְ ַתֲעׂשֶ

ר  ּבַ ִחָּייא  י  ַרּבִ ָאַמר  י?  ִמיּלֵ ְמָנָהֵני  גמ׳ 
י ֲחִניָנא: ָאְתָיא  ַרּבִ י יֹוֵסי ּבְ א ָאַמר ַרּבִ ְמּדָ ּגַ
ה  ״ְוָעׂשָ ָהָכא:  ִתיב  ּכְ ״ּתֹוָרה״.  ״ּתֹוָרה״, 
ל ַהּתֹוָרה״, ּוְכִתיב ָהָתם:  ָלּה ַהּכֵֹהן ֵאת ּכָ
ן  ַהּלָ ר יֹורּוָך״, ַמה ּלְ י ַהּתֹוָרה ֲאׁשֶ ״ַעל ּפִ
ְבִעים  ׁשִ ּבְ אן  ּכָ ַאף  ְוֶאָחד,  ְבִעים  ׁשִ ּבְ

ְוֶאָחד.

ֶדֶרְך  ּכְ ּוְרִמיְנהּו:  וכו׳.  ָעֶליָה״  ״ּוְמַאְּייִמין 
ְך  ּכָ ה  ּתֶ ׁשְ ּתִ ּלֹא  ׁשֶ ָעֶליָה  ַאְּייִמין  ּמְ ׁשֶ
ָלּה:  אֹוְמִרים  ה.  ּתֶ ׁשְ ּתִ ׁשֶ ָעֶליָה  ְמַאְּייִמין 
 , הֹוָרה ַאּתְ ּטְ ָבר ׁשֶ רּור ָלְך ַהּדָ י, ִאם ּבָ ּתִ ּבִ
ֵאין ַמִים  ִתי, ְלִפי ׁשֶ ִעְמִדי ַעל ּבּוְרֵייְך ּוׁשְ
ח  ּמּוּנָ ׁשֶ ָיֵבׁש  ְלַסם  א  ֶאּלָ ּדֹוִמין  ִרים  ַהּמָ
ה ְמַחְלֵחל  ם ַמּכָ ר ַחי, ִאם ֵיׁש ׁשָ ׂשָ ַעל ּבָ

לּום! ה ֵאינֹו מֹוִעיל ּכְ ם ַמּכָ ְויֹוֵרד. ֵאין ׁשָ

ה,  ְמֲחָקה ְמִגיּלָ ּנִ אן קֹוֶדם ׁשֶ ָיא: ּכָ ָלא ַקׁשְ
ה. ְמֲחָקה ְמִגיּלָ ּנִ אן ְלַאַחר ׁשֶ ּכָ

 Chokers [katliyot] – ַקְטִליאֹות: The source of this word is 
the Latin catella, referring to a chain that is hung around 
the neck.

LANGUAGE

 Nose rings or finger rings, etc. – וכו׳ עֹות  ְוַטּבָ  All the :ְנָזִמים 
jewelry of the sota is removed in preparation for her drinking 
(Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:4).

 Would bring an Egyptian rope – ִמְצִרי ֶחֶבל   The priest :ֵמִביא 
brings an Egyptian rope after he has uncovered her hair and 
torn her clothes. If an Egyptian rope is not available, he brings 
a rope of any kind and ties it above her chest so that her clothes 
won’t fall off (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:11).

 Anyone who desires to watch – ל ָהרֹוֶצה ִלְראֹות  Anyone who :ּכָ
desires to watch the sota rite may do so (Rambam Sefer Nashim, 
Hilkhot Sota 3:5).

 Except for her slaves and maidservants – ֵמֲעָבֶדיָה  חּוץ 
ְפחֹוֶתיָה -The slaves and maidservants of a sota are not per :ְוׁשִ
mitted to be present during the sota rite, as their presence may 
embolden her to falsely maintain her innocence (Rambam Sefer 
Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:6).

 And all of the women, etc. – וכו׳ ים  ׁשִ ַהּנָ  All the women :ְוָכל 
present in the Temple when a sota is given to drink are obli-
gated to watch (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot Sota 3:5).

 They threaten her so that she will drink – ָעֶליָה  ְמַאְּייִמין 
ה ּתֶ ׁשְ ּתִ  A sota is encouraged to drink. The judges tell her that :ׁשֶ
if she is innocent she need not worry because the bitter water 
harms only those who sinned (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot 
Sota 4:5).

HALAKHA

 Egyptian rope – ֶחֶבל ִמְצִרי: This is a coarse rope that is gen-
erally fashioned of peels of willow leaves or palm fibers. 
Some explain that it is a rope that is brought from Egypt 
(Tosefot Yom Tov).

 Dry poison – ָיֵבׁש  Most medicines and poisons that :ַסם 
are put on the skin do not act until they penetrate into the 
blood stream. If the skin is unbroken and free from wounds 
they will remain on the surface and have no effect. In a 
similar manner, the bitter water will have no effect on a 
woman who is free from sin.

BACKGROUND

 And the Gemara raises a contradiction – ּוְרִמיְנהּו: The com-
mentaries note that this is not the standard usage of this 
term, as there is no contradiction between the mishna and 
the Tosefta, as the Tosefta merely adds that the sota is also 
encouraged to drink (Keren Ora). Others add one could even 
infer this halakha from the wording of the mishna, as it says 
that the court warns the sota as witnesses are warned in 
cases of capital law, where the witnesses are warned that 
they must testify if they know the truth (Torat HaKenaot).

NOTES
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§ Th e mishna teaches: And the judge says in her presenceH  matt ers 
that are not worthy of being heard by her and all her father’s family 
in order to encourage her to admit her sin. Th e Gemara cites a baraita 
that details what was said. Th e Sages taught in a baraita: Th e judge 
says in her presence words of homiletical interpretation and 
mentions incidents that happened to previous generations that 
are recorded in the early prophetic writings.N  For example, they 
expound the following verse: “Th at wise men told and did not hide 
from their fathers” ( Job : ); this teaches that even during the 
time of the forefathers, there were people who admitt ed their sins 
despite the shame they incurred.

For example, Judah admitt ed that he sinned with Tamar and was 
not embarrassed to do so, and what was his end? He inherited the 
life of the World-to-Come. Reuben admitt ed that he lay with his 
father’s concubine Bilhah and was not embarrassed, and what was 
his end? He too inherited the life of the World-to-Come. Th e 
Gemara asks: And what is their reward? Th e Gemara interjects: 
What is their reward? Th eir reward was clearly as we say, that they 
inherited the life of the World-to-Come. Th e Gemara clarifi es: 
Rather, the second question was: What is their reward in this 
world? Th e Gemara answers by citing the next verse in the book of 
Job: “To them alone the land was given, and no stranger passed 
among them” ( Job : ). Judah was given the kingship, and Reuben 
inherited a portion of land in the Transjordan before the other tribes.

Th e Gemara questions the source for Reuben’s admission. Granted, 
with regard to Judah we have found a source that he admitt ed his 
sin with Tamar, as it is writt en: “And Judah acknowledged them 
and said: She is more righteous than I” (Genesis : ). Judah 
admitt ed that he was the one who had impregnated Tamar. But from 
where do we derive that Reuben admitt ed his sin?

Th e Gemara answers: It is as Rabbi Shmuel bar Naĥmani says that 
Rabbi Yoĥanan says: What is the meaning of that which is writt en 
concerning Reuben and Judah in Moses’ blessing of the tribes at the 
end of his life: “Let Reuben live and not die in that his men become 
few” (Deuteronomy : ), and immediately aft erward, in the follow-
ing verse, it is stated: “And this for Judah, and he said: Hear, Lord, 
the voice of Judah, and bring him in unto his people; his hands shall 
contend for him, and You shall be a help against his adversaries” 
(Deuteronomy : ). What is the connection between the blessing 
of Reuben and that of Judah, juxtaposed with the conjunction “and”?

Rabbi Yoĥanan says: All those years that the Jewish people were 
in the desert, the bones of Judah, which the Jewish people took 
with them from Egypt along with the bones of his brothers, were 
rolling around in the coffi  n, until Moses arose and asked for com-
passion on Judah’s behalf. Moses said before God: Master of the 
Universe, who served as the impetus for Reuben that he admit his 
sin, through which he merited a blessing and was not excluded from 
the count of the twelve sons of Jacob (see Genesis : )? It was 
Judah,N  as Reuben saw him confess his sin, and thereby did the same. 
Moses continues in the next verse: “And this for Judah,” as if to say: 
Is this Judah’s reward for serving as an example of confessing to one’s 
sins, that his bones roll around?

אֹוֵמר  ַנן:  ַרּבָ נּו  ּתָ וכו׳.  ְלָפֶניָה״  ״ְואֹוֵמר 
ֵאיְרעּו  ים ׁשֶ ָדה ּוַמֲעׂשִ ל ַהּגָ ָבִרים ׁשֶ ְלָפֶניָה ּדְ
ר ֲחָכִמים  גֹון: ״ֲאׁשֶ תּוִבים ָהִראׁשֹוִנים, ּכְ ּכְ ּבַ

ידּו ְולֹא ִכֲחדּו ֵמֲאבֹוָתם״. ַיּגִ

סֹופֹו?  ָהָיה  ֶמה  ּבֹוׁש,  ְולֹא  הֹוָדה  ְיהּוָדה 
ְולֹא  הֹוָדה  ְראּוֵבן  א.  ַהּבָ ָהעֹוָלם  ַחֵּיי  ָנַחל 
ָהעֹוָלם  ַחֵּיי  ָנַחל  סֹופֹו?  ָהָיה  ֶמה  ּבֹוׁש, 
ְדָקא  ּכִ ָכָרן?  ּשְׂ ַמה  ָכָרן?  ּשְׂ ּוַמה  א.  ַהּבָ
ַהֶּזה?  עֹוָלם  ּבָ ָכָרן  ּשְׂ ַמה  א  ֶאּלָ ָאְמִריַנן! 
ָזר  ָעַבר  ְולֹא  ָהָאֶרץ  ָנה  ִנּתְ ם  ְלַבּדָ ״ָלֶהם 

תֹוָכם״. ּבְ

ְכִתיב:  אֹוֵדי, ּדִ ַחן ּדְ ּכַ יהּוָדה ַאׁשְ ָלָמא ּבִ ׁשְ ּבִ
א  ֶאּלָ י״.  ּנִ ִמּמֶ ָצְדָקה  ַוּיֹאֶמר  ְיהּוָדה  ר  ״ַוַּיּכֵ

אֹוֵדי? ְראּוֵבן ְמָנַלן ּדְ

י  ַרּבִ ָאַמר  ַנְחָמִני  ר  ּבַ מּוֵאל  ׁשְ י  ַרּבִ ָאַמר  ּדְ
ְכִתיב: ״ְיִחי ְראּוֵבן ְוַאל ָימֹת.  יֹוָחָנן, ַמאי ּדִ

ְוזֹאת ִליהּוָדה״?

ר, ָהיּו  ְדּבָ ּמִ ָרֵאל ּבַ ָהיּו ִיׂשְ ִנים ׁשֶ ל אֹוָתן ׁשָ ּכָ
ָארֹון, ַעד  ִלין ּבָ ל ְיהּוָדה ְמגּוְלּגָ ַעְצמֹוָתיו ׁשֶ
ָאַמר  ַרֲחִמים.  ָעָליו  ׁש  ּוִבּקֵ ה  מֹׁשֶ ָעַמד  ׁשֶ
ִלְראּוֵבן  ַרם  ּגָ ִמי  עֹוָלם,  ל  ׁשֶ ִרּבֹונֹו  ְלָפָניו: 

הֹוָדה – ְיהּוָדה, ״ְוזֹאת ִליהּוָדה״? ׁשֶ

 And the judge says in her presence, etc. – ְואֹוֵמר 
 ,When the sota is brought before the court :ְלָפֶניָה וכו׳
they tell her: Great and important people were over-
come by their desires and transgressed. They recount 
to her the episodes of Judah and Tamar, Reuben and 
Bilhah, and Amnon and Tamar, as written in the Bible, 
without interpretation. This is in order to encourage 
her to admit her sin (Rambam Sefer Nashim, Hilkhot 
Sota 3:2).

HALAKHA

 And incidents that happened that are in the early writings, 
etc. – תּוִבים ָהִראׁשֹוִנים וכו׳ ּכְ ֵאיְרעּו ּבַ ים ׁשֶ  Rashi and the Meiri :ּוַמֲעׂשִ
explain this phrase to mean that the priests cite examples of 
people who admitted their sins. However, the Rambam explains 
that the priests cite instances where great people sinned in 
sexual matters, e.g., Judah and Tamar, Reuben and Bilhah, David 
and Bathsheba, and Amnon and Tamar. This is to encourage 
the sota to come to terms with her actions if she is guilty so 
that she will confess.

The Rambam adds that at least some of these stories are 
told as they are written in the Torah, without the exposition of 
the Sages, whose interpretations often minimized the severity 
of the sins, e.g., the priests explain that Reuben only moved his 
father’s bed out of the tent of Bilhah. Apparently, the Rambam 
understood the mishna’s statement: They say matters that she 
is not worthy of hearing, as meaning that they tell her stories 
from the Bible in a way in which it is not proper to be heard, i.e., 
without the rabbinic interpretation. This is especially notable 

when one takes into consideration that some of these episodes 
were not translated into Aramaic, the vernacular, when they 
were publicly taught, as were all other verses (see Megilla 25a).

 Who served as the impetus for Reuben that he admit his 
sin, Judah – ְיהּוָדה הֹוָדה,  ׁשֶ ִלְראּוֵבן  ַרם  ּגָ  Although the Sages :ִמי 
teach that Reuben fasted and repented to atone for his sin even 
before the incident with Judah and Tamar, he did not admit his 
sin in public until he saw Judah do so.

NOTES
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Immediately aft er Moses prayed, the verse states: “Hear, Lord, the 
voice of Judah” (Deuteronomy : ). His bones then entered their 
sockets [shafa],L  and his skeleton was reassembled. But the angels 
still did not elevate him into the heavenly study hall. Moses then 
prayed: “And bring him in unto his people” (Deuteronomy : ), 
i.e., those in the heavenly study hall. Th is prayer was accepted, but 
he still did not know how to deliberate in Torah matt ers with the 
heavenly sages. Moses then prayed: “His hands shall contend for 
him” (Deuteronomy : ), meaning that he should have the ability 
to contend with them in study. But still he was unable to draw 
conclusions from his discussion in accordance with the halakha. 
Moses then prayed: “And You shall be a help against his adversaries” 
(Genesis : ).

Th e Gemara discusses the propriety of admitt ing one’s sins in public. 
Granted, with regard to Judah, it was proper that he admitt ed his 
sin in public, as he did so in order that Tamar not be burned inno-
cently. But why did Reuben admit his sin in public? But didn’t Rav 
Sheshet say: I consider one who specifi es his sins in public to be 
brazen,N H  as one who does so indicates that he is not embarrassed 
by his actions? Th e Gemara answers: Th e reason he admitt ed his 
sin in public was in order that his brothers should not be suspected 
of having committ ed the deed.

§ Th e mishna teaches: If aft er the judge’s warning she says: I am 
defi led, she writes a receipt for her marriage contract. Th e Gemara 
comments: You can learn from this mishna that one writes a receipt 
to serve as proof that a debt has been paid rather than tearing the 
promissory note. Th is matt er is the subject of a dispute between the 
tanna’im in tractate Bava Batra ( b).

Abaye said: Teach in the mishna diff erently. Rather than understand-
ing that she writes a receipt, explain it to mean: She tearsN  her mar-
riage contract. Rava said to him: But the mishna teaches explicitly 
that she writes a receipt. Rather, to explain the mishna, Rava said: 
We are dealing with a place in which they do not write a marriage 
contract, as they rely on the rabbinical ordinance that all wives 
are entitled to the sum of a standard marriage contract upon divorce 
or being widowed, even if no marriage contract has been writt en. 
Because there is no marriage contract to tear, a receipt is writt en so 
that the man can prove that he no longer has a monetary obligation. 
However, generally, it is possible that the document would be torn, 
and no proof can be adduced from this mishna.

§ Th e mishna teaches: But if aft er the warning she maintains her 
innocence and says: I am pure, they would bring her up to the 
Eastern Gate. Th e Gemara asks: Would they bring her up? 

ַמע ה' קֹול ְיהּוָדה״! ַעל ֵאיְבֵריּה  ִמָּיד ״ׁשְ
ֵליּה  ְמַעְּייִלין  ָקא  ֲהָוה  ְוָלא  ָפא.  ְלׁשָ
ַעּמֹו  ״ְוֶאל   – ִדְרִקיָעא  א  ִלְמִתיְבּתָ
ַקל  ִמׁשְ ָיַדע  ָקא  ֲהָוה  ְוָלא  ְתִביֶאּנּו״. 
״ָיָדיו   – ַנן  ַרּבָ ֲהֵדי  ּבַ ַמֲעָתא  ׁשְ ּבִ ּוִמְטַרח 
ֵליּה  ָסְלָקא  ָקא  ֲהָוה  ָלא  לֹו״.  ָרב 
״ְוֵעֶזר   – ִהיְלְכָתא  ּדְ א  יּבָ ַאּלִ ַמֲעָתא  ׁשְ

ְהֶיה״. ָריו ּתִ ִמּצָ

ָלא  ּדְ ֵהיִכי  י  ּכִ אֹוֵדי,  ּדְ ְיהּוָדה  ָלָמא  ׁשְ ּבִ
ֵליּה  ה  ָלּמָ ְראּוֵבן  א  ֶאּלָ ָמר.  ּתָ ֵרף  יּשָׂ ּתִ
ָעַלי  ֲחִציף  ת:  ׁשֶ ׁשֵ ַרב  ְוָהֲאַמר  אֹוֵדי?  ּדְ
ּדּו  ָלא ִליַחׁשְ י ֵהיִכי ּדְ ְמָפֵריט ֲחָטֵאיּה! ּכִ ּדִ

ֲאחּוִהי.

ְמַעּתְ  ׁשָ וכו׳.  ֲאִני״  ְטֵמָאה  ָאְמָרה  ״ִאם 
ּה: ּכֹוְתִבין ׁשֹוֵבר! ִמיּנָ

ֵליּה  ֲאַמר  ְמָקַרַעת.  ֵני:  ּתְ ֵיי,  ַאּבַ ֲאַמר 
ֲאַמר  א  ֶאּלָ ָקָתֵני!  ׁשֹוֶבֶרת  ְוָהא  ָרָבא: 
ה  תּוּבָ ּכְ ּכֹוְתִבין  ֵאין  ׁשֶ ָמקֹום  ּבְ ָרָבא: 

ָעְסִקיַנן.

״ְוִאם ָאְמָרה ְטהֹוָרה ֲאִני, ַמֲעִלין אֹוָתּה 
ֲעֵרי ִמְזָרח״. ַמֲעִלין אֹוָתּה? ְלׁשַ

 Sockets [shafa] – ָפא  There are those who hold that :ׁשָ
the source of this word is the Greek σιπύη, sipuē, mean-
ing a jar, bin, or box.

LANGUAGE

 I consider one who specifies his sins in public to be bra-
zen – ְמָפֵריט ֲחָטֵאיּה  The Tosefot HaRosh (Berakhot 34b) :ֲחִציף ָעַלי ּדִ
explains that there is a distinction between a transgression done 
in public, for which one should confess in public in order to add 
shame as an element of one’s repentance, and a transgression 
done in private, for which a public admission could be interpreted 
as a brazen statement that one is not embarrassed by his actions. 
The Iyyun Ya’akov notes that based on the same principle, those 
condemned to death are told to publicly admit to their sins, for 

once one has been judged and their sins are now a matter of 
public record, it is proper to atone publicly.

 Teach she tears – ְמָקַרַעת ֵני   While the term shoveret, in the :ּתְ
context of documents of monetary obligations, means to write 
a receipt, Abaye suggests that it should be understood here in 
line with its more global meaning of breaking. According to this 
explanation, the mishna would mean that the marriage contract 
itself is broken, i.e., physically torn (Shita Mekubbetzet).

NOTES

 I consider one who specifies his sins in public to be brazen – 
ְמָפֵריט ֲחָטֵאיּה  It is proper that one who repents should :ֲחִציף ָעַלי ּדִ
admit the details of his sin not only before God, but in public. 
When is this principle applicable? Only with regard to transgres-
sions against one’s fellow man; but with regard to transgressions 
against God it is an act of brazenness to publicly divulge one’s 
transgressions. According to the Ra’avad and others, if his trans-

gression against God was public knowledge, it is proper that 
he admit to it in public so as to publicize his repentance. Public 
confessions that are said by a congregation in unison are not 
subject to this principle, and may be said in any case (Rambam 
Sefer HaMadda, Hilkhot Teshuva 2:5; Shulĥan Arukh, Oraĥ Ĥayyim 
607:2, and in the comment of Rema; see Magen Avraham and 
Taz there).

HALAKHA




