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HALACHIC AND HASHKAFIC ISSUES IN

CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY
214 - SAVING THE JEWISH PEOPLE AND THE HONEYTRAP

OU ISRAEL CENTER - SPRING 2021

• In the last shiur we looked at the use of electricity on Shabbat, which is one contemporary issue of pikuach nefesh - the halachic

imperative to save life - as it applies to the modern State of Israel.  This week we will look at a second application of pikuach nefesh,

which is VERY different!

1. An Israeli rabbi has blessed the use of female spies in "honeytrap" or "honeypot" stings against terrorists .... The ruling by

Rabbi Ari Schvat, contained in a study published by the Zomet Institute1, was first reported by the news agency DPA and

published by Haaretz.com. Israeli officials confirmed the rabbinical ruling and the gist of the study for ABC News.

The Zomet Institute studies the intersection of religion and modernity. It examined whether it was acceptable for female

agents of Israel's foreign secret service, Mossad, to have sex with the enemy in so-called "honeypot" or "honeytrap" sting

missions.  Israeli intelligence has made repeated use of honeytraps. In 1966, a female Israeli spy convinced an Iraqi pilot to

defect to Israel with his MIG. Twenty years later, a female Mossad agent lured Mordechai Vanunu, a nuclear technician who

had revealed details of Israel's nuclear program, from England to Italy, where he was abducted and brought back to Israel.

But according to Haaretz.com, Rabbi Schvat wrote that honeypot missions are "not just a thing of modern-day espionage." In

fact, honeypot missions are rooted in Biblical lore, according to the report. "Queen Esther, who was Jewish, slept with the

Persian king [Ahasuerus] around 500 BC to save her people," Schvat noted. And, the report noted, Yael, wife of Hever, slept

with the enemy chief of staff Sisra to tire him and cut off his head.....

Rules for male Mossad agents were not mentioned in the writings. Schvat's study was praised by Zomet's director, Rabbi

Yisrael Rosen, according to Haaretz, though Rosen conceded that "women employees of the Mossad are probably not going

to come consult with a rabbi" before their missions.

Richard Esposito, abc news, 8 October 2010
2

2. ISRAEL SAYS HAMAS TARGETED ITS SOLDIERS IN ‘HONEY TRAP’ CYBERATTACK

The Israeli military said operatives of the Palestinian militant group Hamas targeted its soldiers in a months long operation

that duped them into downloading spyware with the false promise of exchanging illicit photos with young women. Dozens of

Israeli soldiers downloaded the spyware, but the scheme was detected early enough to prevent important secrets from getting

out and the Hamas servers hosting the operation were destroyed, the military said on Sunday.

The phishing operation, known as a honey trap, is the third such scheme since 2017 and shows how Hamas exploits social

media to elicit information from enemy soldiers—and how difficult it is for Israel and others to prevent such attacks. .... Using

fake profiles purporting to be young Israeli women, operatives for the Islamist militant group contacted Israeli soldiers

through Facebook , WhatsApp, Instagram—and for the first time since such operations began—the popular messaging app

Telegram, highlighting the widening scope of these cyberspying attempts .....

Dov Lieber, Wall Street Journal, Feb 16, 2020
3

1. Techumin Vol. 30 p68

2. https://abcnews.go.com/Blotter/israeli-rabbi-blesses-honeytrap-sex-female-spies/story?id=11834845

3. https://www.wsj.com/articles/israel-says-hamas-targeted-its-soldiers-in-honey-trap-cyberattack-11581874491
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A] THE HONEYTRAP IN TANACH

3. vhkg vbhhz hkf vat :rnt hsht cr) h"ar(/// vdruv ubht vhkg tca iuhfu vhkg tc tkt v,ut druv iht /// -
:vf vrz vsucg

Chazal point out that, unlike a man who requires a weapon to avoid being killed, a woman carries a weapon at all time,

which is her ability to entrap a man through sexual advances.

• We see this in a number of episodes in Tanach: - The women of Midian who entrap the Jewish men into Avoda Zara  

- Yael and Sisera 

- Shimshon and Delila

4.rtu, ,ph h"g sus kafbu 'vat h"g iuana kafbu - ohnfjca ofj vnkau 'ohshxjca shxj susu 'ohrucdca rucd iuana
r"vmh khsdvu tuv htsn r,uha ohab ,cvt ;eu, ghsuvk hsf - ukafba vnkau susu iuana ihbg c,fb lfk - vhrut ,atu

 /ohcuyv kg
yhr, inhx (,uhkdrn) ohshxj rpx

Sefer Chasidim understands that the stories of Shimshon (the strongest of men), David (the most pious of men) and

Shlomo (the wisest of men) are written in Tanach to demonstrate the weakness of all men to seduction and sexual drives.

B] TRANSGRESSION AND ‘THE BIG 3’

5.hcr thb,s - ohns ,ufhpau ,uhrg hukhd ////  /ohns ,ufhpau ,uhrg hukhdu vrz vsucgn .uj 'ihtpr,n kfc :ibjuh hcr rnt
:rnut (uf:cf ohrcs) /v$%Z 'v r¬)c )S 'v i,F J %pº%b «uj́ )m 2rU ÆUvÆ ,g ,r5k 'g Jh³7t oUȩ)h Ár %J:t 'F h¿7F [,%u·)n t 2y´,j )r:g'B$'k ih¬,t rº)c )s v´%G:g ',5t«k Æ )r:g'B$'k 2u]vn hfu 

i,hb vxrutnv vrgb vn :vxrutnv vrgbk jmur ahen/snk tmnbu snkk tc vz hrv ?vxrutnv vrgb kmt jmur ihbg
- vxrutnv vrgb ;t 'rucgh ktu drvh - jmur vn :jmurn vxrutnv vrgbu /uapbc ukhmvk i,hb jmur ;t - uapbc vkhmvk
khz hk rnt htrus hrn :vhk rnt /tcrs vhnek t,ts tuvv hf /tuv trcx - ?ikbn vhpud ohns ,ufhpau /rucg, ktu drv,
tns tnkhs ?hpy enux lshs tnss ,hzj htn /kuyeh, tku lukyehk :vhk rnt /lk tbhkye - tk htu 'thbkpk vhkye

 ?hpy enux trcd tuvvs
/vf ohjxp

The Gemara establishes that one may save life even if this means breaking any mitzva in the Torah, except the ‘Big 3’ -
murder, adultery

4
 and idolatry.  Murder and immorality are closely linked by the Torah, in both directions. The laws of

rodef - that one must stop a pursuer even if it proves necessary to kill them
5
 - is learnt from the case of immorality

6
 to

murder.  The laws of martyrdom - that one must die rather than transgress - are learnt from murder to immorality. 

 

6.ot - drvh ut ovhkg rucgha ostk uk ohrnut ot 'ohns ,ufhpau ,uhrg hukdu ohcfuf ,sucgn .uj vru,ca ,urhcgv kf
ohcfuf scugv ot rucgh tku drvhk chhj 'ktrahn vrag hbpc ubhhvs 'thxvrpc tuv otu ///// /drvh ktu rucgh 'vgbmc tuv

 ,s kg urhcgvk ihufn(tbtxns t,erg kg ukhpt) ////// /drvh tku rucgh 'u,tbvk tkt ihufn ubht ot kct /'ohcfuf ,sucgcu
rucgh kgu drvh 'u,tbvk tkt ihufn ohcfuf scugv iht ukhptu 'vrzdv ,gac tkau vgbmc ukhpt - s"a 'g"d /teusu :vdv

ufhkavk ohmura ut 'vhkg tck vatk ohxbut ot kct 'drvha ut vurg ,ukdk ahtk ohrnuta iudf 'vagn ,uagk uk ohrnutaf
lhrm 'tnkgc utk er 'v,hn uc ihta hp kg ;t - s"au g"du ohcfuf ,sucg ruxht kfu /drvhk lhrm iht //// udrvk eubh,v kg

/rucgk tku drvhk 
t ;hgx zbe inhx ohcfuf ,sucg ,ufkv vgs vruh lurg ijkua

This is ruled in Shulchan Aruch - one must (in most normal situations
7
) break any Torah prohibition to save life except

for idolatry, immorality
8
 and murder.  This however only applies if the person commits an active deed.  If they are

physically forced as a victim, they have NO responsibility. 

4. This includes any ‘giluy arayot’ - see Rambam Hilchot Yesodei HaTorah 5:6

5. The rescuer is required to try less drastic intervention if possible, but can kill the pursuer if needed. 

6. The laws of rodef actually originate in the case of rape of an arusa.  The Gemara (Sanhedrin 73a) learns from the verse following the one quoted above (Devarim 22:27) that the

woman must be rescued in any way possible, even if the pursuer must be killed.

7. The halacha is different in cases where there is a public chilul Hashem or in a time of anti-Jewish oppression.  These halachot are complex and have not been shown in full above.  

8. Included in the source above is the continuation of the Rema, who rules that the requirement to die rather than transgress applies even to the Torah prohibitions which are

sub-categories of idolatry, murder and immorality, and even where these are NOT capital crimes, but subject to a standard Torah prohibition.  In the case of immorality, this includes

the prohibition of shemirat negia according to those opinions (such as the Rambam) that this is Biblical in nature.  According to the opinions (such as the Ramban) that shemirat

negia is essentially rabbinic in authority, this issue would depend on whether one must give up one’s life even for rabbinic sub-categories of the ‘Big 3’ - (see Biur Hagra ibid 14).

rev1 To download more source sheets and audio shiurim visit www.rabbimanning.com



s�xc3  rabbi@rabbimanning.com                                    dbhbn ovrct - 5781

C] THE CHALLENGE OF QUEEN ESTHER

• As recounted in Megillat Esther, Esther was taken by force into the harem of Achashverosh.   As a young, unmarried women would

any of these halachic issues impact on her?

7. (z:c r,xt),$'c2k «uk h²'f CS 2r )n V¯)j )e2k V º)N 7t 2u Æ )vhÆ 7c )t ,«u ³n 2cU /w,hckw tkt w,ckw hre, kt :rhtn hcr ouan tb, /- z:c r,xt kg h"ar)
(vatk - ,hck uarhp ubh,ucr 

/dh vkhdn
Chazal understand that Esther was in fact married to Mordechai. 

8.(zy:s r,xt)tka :tct hcr rnt [h 7T 2s$)c )t h 7T 2s'c )t r¬%J:t 'f 2u , º)S 'f5t$«k r´%J:t ÆQ%kÆ%N 'v5k %t t«u ³c )t iº,f 2cU] /// wudu oh ¹7sUv2H 'v5k)F5, %t x«u̧b 2F ÁQ,k 
scut lf tct ,hcn h,scta oaf - wh,sct h,sct ratfuw /iumrc - uhafgu 'xbutc - uhafg sg ouhu ouh kfca - vhv ,sf

 lnn(/vkgck vruxt - iumrcu 'vkgck ,r,un vxbtba ktrah ,ats 'lk hbt vruxtu - h"ar)
/uy vkhdn

In the same vein, Chazal understand that, when Esther was forcibly taken to the king’s harem, this was against her will

and she was halachically considered to be an ‘ones’.  On that basis, sexual relationships with the king would NOT
prohibit her later to Mordechai, her husband.  However, once she was asked to initiate the relationship in order to save

the Jewish people, this voluntary relationship would be considered adultery, and would prohibited her to return as a wife

to Mordechai.  

• Critically, the halachic discussion here concerns her future relationship with Mordechai.  Why is there no discussion as to how she

was allowed to initiate a relationship with Achashverosh in the first place!?  Surely, as we saw above, adultery is not permitted EVEN to

save life!

• There are a number of potential logical9 answers to this question, including:

- the action with Achashverosh was for some reason permitted, perhaps a hora’at sha’ah10 or for some other technical

reason11. 

- the action with Achashverosh was still considered an ‘aveira’, but was an ‘aveira lishma’ (see below).12

- did she actually commit an act of adultery with Achashverosh13?

• Of course, on a pshat basis, there is no need to assume that Esther was in fact Mordechai’s wife14.  However, this is irrelevant since

the question arises from the halachic discussion of Chazal, who read the verses through drash, not pshat15.  

  

9. /hbta inmg ,tbv :rnt tcr /v,hv okug gere r,xt :hhct rnt - !htuv thxvrp r,xt tvu
:sg ihrsvbx

The Gemara discusses the circumstances in which a Jews must give up their life ‘al kiddush Hashem’, one of the
examples being a ‘public’ transgression.  On that basis, why was Esther not obligated to die rather than be taken to the

harem of Achashverosh? The Gemara gives two answers - (i) Esther was only passive - ‘karka olam’ - and did not

commit any act of adultery; and (ii) the king was not kidnapping her as an anti-Jewish measure of oppression, but for his

own pleasure.    

10.odu v,upf ukmt vukhcuv tku vnmgc vfkv u,ynk tck r,xtk auruajt treaf htsus /tcuy vae hhct .urh, tvs ////
z"pk ///// vagn vz cajh tk gusn f"tu vxubt thva auruajt ihcv tk tvs vhkdr veapu ukmt vnmgc vcfaa rc,xn

 vhkdr euapu vfhkvc vatv vagn ihc rucgh ktu drvh ihbgk ;t kusd eukj ahiumrc tka xbutc ,uagk vkufh vz kfs
vut,uvfkv tk r,xts .rh,u /v,fhkvc vagn v,ag tv hhct kg uk vaeuv f"da hrhtnv oac //// h,tmn vbvu ///// 

kfca iuhfn ,hsuvh thva ihcn auruajt vhv f"ts iput ouac ,gsv kg kce,n ubht kct /f"gc vufhkuv tkt vnmgc
rurc ifku //// vzc xb vhva rfzuv tku 'vdruv vhv odu !f"gc vhkdr euapk lhrmau vfhkuvk ihfhrma f"f vxubt thv vkhk
tks ouan vnmgc v,ag ,ubfvv kfa /u,atu aht lrsf ung vrsu vk treaf vnmgc uhkt vfkv htsucu ,ugy tuva

 /okug gere thv vnmgc vrhcgvu 'vrhcgv vagn obht ihsgs ogyn hhctk v,hnk vnmg ruxnk ,chhujn v,hv
sg inhx t ekj vgs vruh van ,urdt ,"ua

9. A mystical answer is given in the Zohar (Vol 3 p276), which explains that God actually sent a sheda (female demon) into Achashverosh in place of Esther. See also Magid Meisharim

(Kama, Vayakhel) and Ben Yohoyada (Megila 13b s.v. melamed).

10. A hora’at sha’ah is a temporary suspension of a Torah mitzva by a prophet or the Sanhedrin. One famous example is Eliyahu’s offering to God on the altar on Mt Carmel.  Even

though this would normally be a Torah prohibition since the Temple was standing in Yerushalayim, Eliyahu was able to permit this on a temporary basis.  Although idolatry cannot be

permitted as a hora’at sha’ah, other Torah prohibitions may be.  

11. We will examine below whether there are different halachic implications to an act of adultery with a non-Jewish man. 

12. One nafka mina between a technical heter and an aveira lishma could be whether she would later be permitted to her husband.

13. The Gemara above certainly envisages this as a possibility, hence the question of whether or not she did in the end carry out the action in full. 

14. Ramban (Milchamot Hashem on Rif Sanhedrin 18a) understands that, on a pshat level, Esther was not married to Mordechai.  Esther 2:2 indicates that only unmarried women were

taken for Achashverosh’s harem.  However Esther 2:17 suggests that there were both ‘betulot’ and ‘nashim’ (although this may refer to his prior wives). 

15. There is an enormous literature on the difference between pshat and drash.  See Rashbam on Bereishit 37:2 for a brief discussion on the attitudes of Chazal to pshat and drash.  
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Rav Moshe Feinstein analyses the parameters of consent and ‘ones’.  His understanding is that when Esther was called

the King, even though she walked there and prepared herself, this was still considered ones.  It was not possible to simply

refuse the King (especially after what happened to Vashti!
16

). 

• Nevertheless, once Esther initiates the approach to the King most mefarshim17 understand that she was now consenting and can no

longer be considered passive.  

D] THE CHALLENGE OF YAEL

11. k %v ´«t5k %t uh º)k 2d 'r 2C x́)b Æt )r 2xh $7x 2u (zh)h·"bh #E %v r&c'&j , &J)#t k º#g+h»k,g)h t́,m ,T'u (jh) :h$7bh ,E 'v r%c¬%j ,h,C ih ¾,cU r«u ºm )j5Q%k$%n ih 7́c)h ih µ,C o«u Àk )J h́ 7F 
)vh²%k ,t r %nt«̄H 'u (yh) :v$)fh 7n 2¬ 'C Uv,X 'f 2T'u v)kVv º«t )v Æ)vhÆ%k ,t r 'x³)H'u t·)rh 7T5k 't h'k ,t v¬)rUx h²7b«s:t v )̄rUx uh À)k ,t r %nt´«T'u ţ )r 2xh $7x ,t´'r 2e7k
Jh 7̧t5o 7t Áv)h )v 2u k %v ·«t )v j ',´%P s «n:g )vh º%k ,t r %nt«́H 'u (f) :Uv $,X 'f 2T'u Uv ,e 2J 'T'u c²)k )j %v sut«̄b5, %t j º'T 2p 7T'u h 7,t·,n)m h́ 7F o7h'n5y 'g 2n t¬)b5h 7bh 7e 2J 'v

 j ´'E 7T'u (tf) :i7h$)t 2T 2r¬'n )t 2u Jh7t v¬«P5J$,h:v r²'n )t 2u Q À,k ,t 2JU t«u ¹c)hr&c ,&j-, &J.#t k'#g+hÆuh)k ,t t«u ³c )T'u V À)s)h 2C , %c ´%E 'N 'v5, %t o %G )̄T'u k %v ¹«t )v s '̧,2h5, %t 
 :, $«n)H'u ;'g)H 'u o¬)S 2r7b 5tU $v 2u .%r·)t)C j'b 2m 7T'u «u º, )E 'r 2C Æs ,,)H 'v5, %t g ³'e 2, 7T'u yt º)K 'C

s erp ohypua

Yael killed the Caananite general Sisera to prevent him escaping to fight another day. She is twice referred to as ‘the
wife of Chever the Keini’ (and again in Shirat Devora - see below).

12.k'p)b g¬'r)F )vh º%k 2d 'r ih́ ,C (zf) :«u $, )E 'r v)p2k )j 2u v¬)m:j )nU «u ºJt«r v )́e:j )n Æt )r 2xh $7x v³)n2k )v 2u oh·7k ,n:g ,Uń2k 'v2k V)bh 7nh$7u v)b 2j º'k 2J 7T ś ,,)H'k ÆV )s)h (uf)
 :sU $s )J k¬'p)b o)J g º'r)F r´%J:t 'C k º)p)b g´'r)F Æ)vhÆ%k 2d 'r ih³,c c·)f )J

v erp ohypua

In Shirat Devora, the killing of Sisera by Yael is described in poetic terms - he fell between her legs.

13. :ejmh rc b"r rntvnak tka vumnf //// vnak vrhcg vkusd :ch,fs /(sf:v ohypua) h·7bh ,E 'v r%c´%j , %J,t k¾,g)h oh º7J)B 7n ÆQ 'r« c 2T
Q $)r« c 2T k %v « t )C oh¬7J)B 7n / - hwar)/udruvk vkufh tv,a hsf gar u,ut ka ujf ah,vk hsf vnak vrhcg v,aga kg (?wkvtca ohabw itn

 /vtku kjr 'vecr 'vra)h"ar/(uzc uz ,utbe,na hsf tkt ubuuf,b vumn oak tku i,jpa kt tck ivhkgck urnta - gca :ibjuh r"t  
 :rntba 'vga v,utc gar u,ut kgc ,ukhgcc·)f )J k'p)b g¬'r)F )vh º%k 2d 'r ih́ ,C /wudu ) - hwarhtvc gca uvc ,ht vchfau vkhpbu vghrf ihc

 (/tre!vhkhs vkhgcn thbv,n te tvu :rntba 'ohehsm kmt vgr tkt vbht ohgar ka i,cuy kf :ibjuh r"t (yf:tk ,hatrc)

/g $)r5s 'g c«u ¬Y 7n c « e:g 'h5o $7g r¬,C 'S 7n ²W2k r %n¯)\ 7v /n"a 'thv vgr u,cuy :n"a utk tkt ?tk htnt cuy tkt 'rhpa - gr tnkac 
:df rhzb

Chazal understood that Yael slept with Sisera 7 times to exhaust him, before killing him. They then go on to stress that

she did not benefit personally from the relationship.  We will see below why that is important.

• Again, we are faced with a halachic dilemma.  Chazal clearly describe Yael’s action as an ‘aveira’, but one which was committed

‘lishma’18, and therefore praiseworthy.  Since she was married to Chever, in what way was it praiseworthy for her to commit adultery19?

• Most mefarshim20 understand that, once Esther and Yael21 initiated the relationships with Achashverosh and Sisera, they could not

have been seen as passive (karka olam - see above).  If so, what could be the justification for their actions?

16. This is also presented as one of the answers to the conundrum of David and Batsheva.  In a normal case of adultery, the offending parties would never be permitted to marry, so

whatever happened originally between David and Batsheva cannot have been adultery.  The better known answer is that Batsheva was not actually married to Uriah when she slept

with David since soldiers would give their wife a conditional divorce. An alternative answer is that when King David summoned Batsheva to him, this was effectively ones (as with

Esther) since one may not refuse the command of the king.  in a case of ones, the parties would be allowed to marry later. (See Beit Shmuel EH 11:3).   

17. This is not totally clear since, ultimately, she was still subject to the will of the king.  Also, some mefarshim (see Shu’t Maharik 167) understand that Esther only approached the king

to make him desire her and he then demanded that she stay with him.  According to this reading, Esther would still have the halachic status of ‘karka olam’ since she did not initiate

the actual sexual act and, as mentioned, she was at all times bound by the authority of the king. As we will see below, this cannot be said of Yael in her relationship with Sisera.

18. The concept of Aveira Lishma - a sin for the sake of Heaven - is complex and we will not be able to develop it in this shiur.  Two important commentaries are R. Chaim of Volozhin

(Keter Rosh 132) and the Ramchal (Kinat Hashem Vol 2. ‘Yael’).  R. Chaim understands that, before the Torah was given at Sinai, the Avot connected to all mitzvot in a voluntary

manner which required them at all times to weigh up the gain and loss involved in observing the mitzva.  Since the mitzvot were not yet ‘crystallized’, it was possible to break any

mitzva in order to achieve the greater good.  This ‘Aveira Lishma’ underpins many acts of the Avot - Avraham and Yitzchak lying to say that their wife was their sister, Yaakov marrying

two sisters, Yaakov lying to Yitzchak to received the beracha.  However, after Sinai, the mitzvot become binding and there are almost no situations in which an Aveira Lishma is now

permitted.  The Ramchal understands that a hora’at sha’ah - a temporary dispensation from through prophecy or the Sanhedrin - is always needed to engage in an Aveira Lishma.

Also, no personal benefit is ever permitted from an Aveira Lishma, which is why the Gemara asked how Yael could have benefited from the relationship with Sisera.  In a striking

Midrash, Chazal understand that the screaming and anguish suffered by the Jews as a result of Haman’s decree is a result of the pain felt by Esav after Yaakov stole his beracha.

Even though Yaakov derived no personal benefit at all from lying to his father, he did derive the slightest benefit from outwitting Esav.  Even such a slight person benefit was enough

to taint the Aveira Lishma.     

19. On a pshat level, it is not clear that Yael and Chever were actually Jewish! If so, a non-Jew is not required to die ‘al kiddush Hashem’ rather than transgress (Sanhedrin 75a).  As with

Esther however, the question arises from Chazal’s analysis, which is based on drash.  See Biur HaGra EH 179:6 who assumes (in a halachic discussion of the laws of Sota) that Yael

was both Jewish and married to Chever.

20. There is a minority view that women are by definition classified as ‘karka olam’ in all cases - see Shu’t Seridei Eish 2:36.  See also the Ran (Sanhedrin 74b) is not a ‘heter’ per se but

a reason why a woman is not required to give up her life rather than engage in giluy arayot. Since she could be violently forced to comply, she is considered passive in almost all

circumstances.  There are however limits, and Yael and Esther may have crossed the line in seeking out the relationship.

21. We saw above that there is room to question whether Ester was truly active.  However, Yael was not bound in any way to Sisera and was fully responsible for the relationship. 
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E] SAVING THE MANY vs SAVING THE FEW

14. rntba gar u,ut kgc ,ukhgc gca urnta unf 'vbumrc ;t trxhxk vgnaba kgh hbcha, otugrf vhkdr ihc /wufu ,kmv
/hbta ohcr rhzb ka hghcrc vhkg uaeva uvzu (:df)thv vgr ohgar ka i,cuy kfw .rh,u 'iumrc k"r vrhcgn thbv,n tv 

 !v,fhkv kg tku iumrc vrhcgn ,hbvba kg tkt ovk vae vhv tka tnkt /wohehsm kmt
:sg ihrsvbx ,fxn (hrhtn) vrhjcv ,hc

The Meiri questions why Chazal asked concerning Yael how she could receive personal benefit from the relationships

with Sisera?  Why did they not ask a more basic question - how could she initiate a sexual relationship with him in the

first place!!?  His answer is that ‘saving the many’ - hatzalat rabbim - justified her actions. According to this, even
though one may not commit an act of immorality to save one life, one MAY do so to save many. 

15.:vktalunx sjt iuknk ufkvu crg ,gk hvhu /ung u,at ovn sjtu lrsc ufkva ost hbc ka vghx vhv lf vhva vagn 
ovhkg usnga vrm i,rma vtr ratfu /iunn hexg kg ,uapb durvk ohsgun vnva ohbjmur kghkc habt oa utmnu rghk
/o,ut vkhmv if h"gu 'ktrah vkgc iumrc vatv vnmg vrhepv zt o,uapb kg ovhkg ubbj,vc ugna tku o,ut durvk
/vkgck ,r,un vxbtba ktrah ,atu 'vbumrc vjhmr xbut smn ,agba iuhf uk ,r,un u,at ht kutak vkgc tc uhafgu

 ?vng dvb,h smhfu vahrpv kg rfa kceh ut
:vcua,vrhcg subsb itf ihta tfhv whpts k"zu c,fa z"xe whx e"hrvn ,cua,c ubhbpk lurgu yuap vz ihs vrutfk vbv 

vgcu, whv tka vgac auruajtk vnmg ,t vthmnva r,xtu hbev rcj ,at kgh unf ktrah kf khmvk hsf v,khgcc
vruxt thvs thsvk hrv /k"fg vkgc hfsrn kg vrxtb v"pt /v,aec vk ,uagk ,u,p,vk jb tvhu vk vuut,ha hsf

/ktrah vkgck
vthcv kg tuv vnhtvu xbutafs a"nfu e"hrvn ,gsf tuv eukhjvs htsu tkt ?ktrah vkgck vruxt tv, htnt ////
vkgck vrxtk ah n"n vscg rhpas ;t vhumn v,kmv if h"ga er iumrc v,thc ot f"tan /,r,un thv zt vnmg
ihhg tka uk ord ,ntcu 'uzf iusbc tr,hv ssmku e"hrvn hrcs ru,xk lhrtv y"k whx cegh ,hc ,cua,ca ;tu /ktrah

 //// /ohjrfun e"hrvn hrcs hf ekuj vhv tk gshu vtr uktu 'ohrurc ova uh,uhtru e"hrvn ,cua, ;udcuz vats k"b ifk
/r,xtu kgh unf vkgck vrxtb n"n ohcr ,kmvk v,aga vrhcg subsb itf ihta ;t 'vkgck vruxt

 zhe whx c"j cegh-,uca ,"ua

The Shevut Ya’akov (R. Yaakov Reischer - 17/18C Prague) records the tragic case of a group of travellers who were
hijacked by bandits who were intent on killing them.  There was one couple in the group and the wife, with the consent of

her husband, agreed to sleep with the leader of the bandits if he would spare their lives, and this is what happened.  The

husband then asked the Shevut Ya’akov (i) if they had acted correctly; and (ii) if he was permitted to remain married to

his wife since she had effectively been forced to act in this way, which was equivalent to rape
22

.  The answer, based on the
Maharik

23
, was that the woman had acted correctly.  She had been permitted to initiate the relationship with the bandit,

like Esther and Yael, for the sake of saving many lives.  However, she was now prohibited
24

 to remain with her husband,

since this was not considered equivalent to a case of rape.  

16.ktu ikuf ,t utnyh ofkuf ,t ohtnyn ubt hrv utk otu tnybu ofn ,jt ub, ohcfuf hscug ovk urnta ohab ifu
 ktrahn ,jt apb ovk urxnh

ch vban j erp ,unur, ,fxn vban

One obvious challenge to the suggestion that the individual may commit adultery to save the many, is the ruling of the

Mishna, which is ruled
25

 in halacha, that if bandits require a group to hand over an individual woman, or they will rape
the entire group, they may NOT hand over one person, even to save the many.

• The distinction here may be between ‘handing over’ an individual (which is prohibited) and the individual volunteering (which may be

permitted to save the many). 

• The story of Papus and Lulinus (Taanit 18a) is also relevant.  These two individuals admitted to a murder that they had not committed

in order to save the community of Ludkiya from massacre.

22. A woman who is r’l raped is permitted to remain married to her husband, unless he is a Cohen.

23. R. Yosef Kolon (15C Germany).  The cases of the Maharik concerned a woman who committed adultery thinking that it was permitted in that case.  Even though she was a shogeg in

the act, since she understood it to be permitted, the Maharik nevertheless ruled that she was prohibited to return to her husband. 

24. The Shevut Yaakov quotes, and disagrees with, a contemporary authority - the Beit Yaakov (R. Yaakov Suzmir) - who permitted a woman to her husband in a similar scenario.  The

case of the Beit Yaakov was where a woman committed adultery to save her husband from being murdered.  The Beit Yaakov rules that this was a case of ‘ones’ and she was

permitted to return to her husband afterwards. 

25. See Rema YD 157:1. 
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17.hsf lknv ,c udrv ova rea onmg kg urnta ohjt xubhhkuku xuppa vzu /unmg ka ,htsu vbfxc ukhmvk ruxt ////
vhrc iht uz vumn khcac hrva kusd r,uhv rcs uaga ibhzjsn vrhzdv kkfc uhv tk ova gnana ;t /// ktrah ,t khmvk

 ouan tuv - oa wndc t,htsf i,mhjnc sungk vkufhhbta ktrah ,kmvs /
sge inhx c ekj vgs vruh van ,urdt ,"ua

R. Moshe Feinstein rules that one person may not volunteer to take the place of another who is sentenced to death.

However, Papus and Lulinus were permitted to volunteer to be killed in order to save multiple Jewish lives.

F] SAVING ALL OF KLAL YISRAEL

18. ,uapb khmvk hsf iumrc ,ubzk aht ,atk r,un vhvha vz ihs ;ud n"nuvru, ubhtvzhtc h,htra vn hbhgc rah tku /
ohabu ohabtc /cegh ,hc ,cua, thva hbt vnusnfu vcua, vzhtc rufzk kfut tk rpfc v,g ,gk hbta hpku vcua,
ovn ,jt vat vneu /okuf ,t durvk u,unfa ohyxhk ,rucj og vsac sjt ohyxhkhfrt ovhkg oeu lrsc ufkva
vkgcbu vk vut,ba vbuak ,ekjc u,,pa sg ohrcsc ohyxhkv atr ahtv og ks,avk vkhj,vu stn rtu, ,ph vat
vscg vcr vumnu vscg rhpaa thvv vcua,c expu /,uapbv kf og vkgc ,t vkhmv if hsh kgu 'smv in rghc uk
vthcv ;ud kg vxubt vbhta tfhv kct  ////r,xtn vhtr thcvu vkgc kg vrxtb f"pgta er ,uapb khmvk vzk u,ksaa

 /rucg, ktu drv,u ohua ahtu vatu okug gere hren tk ,uapb khmvk vzk ,ks,an thv vcrstuv,hva hbta r,xtu
ktrah kkf ,kmvn ohshjh ,kmv ihsnk ihtu auf sgu usuvn ktrah kkf ,kmvkvhv oau /auf sgu usuvn iez sgu rgbn 

/asuev jurc hkutu ubhs ,hcu hfsrn ,truvc
txe inhx vgs vruh - tbhhb, trusvn vsuvhc gsub ,"ua

The Node BeYehuda (18C Prague) disagrees with the psak of the Shevut Yaakov.  He rules that the comparison with
Esther is flawed since Esther was not simply saving the many but the whole Jewish people! Also, it is quite possible that

she received a hora’at sha’ah from Mordechai and the Sanhedrin or indeed from her own prophecy!  None of these

heterim were relevant in the case of the bandits in the forest.
26

 

19.rsdnk huvs tuv yuaps 's"c ,truv lhrm ihts k"h ktrah kkf ,kmvk kct //// uns ohshjhf 'ktrah kkf ubhta z"f ///
v,ag oas /ktrah kkfs trcx tkc ukhpt r,xtn vhtr tszts f"d k"h vzcu /s"c tkc vnmgk kgh vrh,v f"gu /t,khn
rcs lk ihts 'ihkkfk ibhrsvs k"h s"c r,hv tkc kct /vga ,truv ru,c htsuc r,unu 's"cf huvs 'hfsrn ,truv p"g

 /kghn f"anfu 's"c r,hv m"t ktrah kkfks tuv yuap trcxns tkt 'ovc hju sdb snugv
dne inhx (ktrah .rt hbhhbg) ivf ypan ,"ua

Rav Kook suggests that, to save an individual through an act of immorality would normally be prohibited and so requires

a hora’at sha’a from a Sanhedrin (or Navi).  But to perform an act of immorality to save Klal Yisrael does not require a

hora’at sha’a or prophetic mandate
27

, as we see from the action of Yael.

20. thbv,n tks hbanu /vrhcgn thbv,n tvs vnak tka vrhcg vuv hnb kghs lhrpuktrah ,t khmvk hsf vnak vrhcg v,agu/
 hra xbuts uvk aursku vws :d ,ucu,f ,upxu,

This focus on saving all of Klal Yisrael is found in Rishonim - here in Tosafot, but see also the wording of the Maharik,
who was quoted by the Shevut Yaakov as a precedent for the saving of many, but in fact says ‘lehatzil kol Yisrael’! 

G] WHO IS INCLUDED IN ‘KLAL YISRAEL’

• Returning to our original question - would it be permitted for a married woman to be recruited as a

spy to seduce the enemy to obtain military secrets which were essential to the safety of the State of

Israel?  If it is indeed permitted to do so ‘to save all of Klal Yisrael’, would saving the Yishuv in the

State of Israel be considered ‘all of Klal Yisrael’, even though there are millions of Jews outside this

area who are not directly endangered28?

26. The main focus of this responsum of the Node Beyehuda is actually the question of whether, and if so when, it is appropriate to derive halachic conclusions from midrash and

agaddata.  We examined this in depth in previous shiurim - see https://rabbimanning.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Halacha-and-Kabbala-Part-1.pdf and

https://rabbimanning.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Halacha-and-Kabbala-Part-2.pdf

27. See Rav Shvat’s article (p75) for a suggestion expansion of the concept of ‘ruach hakodesh’ to include not only the prophetic kind, but also that of ‘gevura’, such as with Yiftach

(Shoftim 11:29) and Shimshon (Shoftim 14:19).  

28. Note that the examples of both Esther and Yael did relate the entirety of the Jewish people.   
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21. o 7̧t 2u (dh)UºD 6J"h 7k #t+r 6G"h ,9%s:g-k+FÆv)g 2s«u $b 2u (sh) :Un $,J )t 2u v)bh%G)g ,,5t«k r¬%J:t w ²v ,¯«u 2m 7n5k)F 7n , '̧j 't UG)g Â2u k·)v )E 'v h,bh ,g ,n r º)c )S ó'k 2g%b 2u 
 :s$,g«un k¬%v«t h,b 2p7k «u º,«t Uth 7́c ,v 2u ,t º)Y 'j2k Ær )e)C5i %C r³'P k ¹)v )E 'v Uch¸7r 2e 7v 2u )vh·%k)g U t 2y )j r¬%J:t ,t º)Y 'j$'v

s erp trehu

One of the mitzvot relates to a situation where ‘all the congregation of Israel’ commits a sin unwittingly due to an

incorrect ruling of the Sanhedrin.  To whom does this refer?

22. //// ktrah .rt hbc tkt wkvew hure ihta .rtk vmuj hcauh kg ihjhdan ihtu //// ovhp kg ktrah .rt habt cur uag ////
c vfkv dh erp ,udda ,ufkv o"cnr

The Rambam is clear that ONLY the Jews living in Eretz Yisrael are called a ‘kahal’.  The Jews living in chu’l may

number millions, but they will always be considered to be a collection of individuals and not a ‘kahal’.

23. kvev kfs tren ,uhruvc wndv s"pg f"anfu /h"tc cauhv kvevk t"f ,sjuhn .rtk uz ,uchaj ubhmn tka(vx:j wt ohfkn)

 /hns ohshjhf vnutv cur oa ihta z"f ,umrt rta kfc kct /wo7h À'r 2m 7n k'j́'b5s 'g ,´)n:j t«u¬c2K 7n [k«u ¹s)D k )̧v )e Á«uN 7g ḱ ,t )r 2G7h5k)f 2u]
sne inhx (ktrah .rt hbhhbg) ivf ypan ,"ua

Rav Kook clarifies that the ‘kahal’ status of the Yishuv in Eretz Yisrael applies even when the majority of Jews live in
chu’l and even if the size of the Jewish community in Eretz Yisrael is very small

29
.

24.tk ktrah [kfs] thpubfc tka xb vagbaf rnuk vmur - khj,h tk shjh rnta vnu /kkv rnuk ubhe,v tk shjhk vagba xbc kct
/urehn shjh ktrah kfs thpubfc uuv tks tfhv kfs - shjh ihtreb rucm whpts //// kkvv kg lrck khj,h

t sung j ;s ,ufrc ,fxn ;"hrv kg vbuh ubhcr

Rabbeinu Yona explains that we do not say a beracha on Hallel unless it for a miracle that affected ‘all the congregation
of  Israel’, such as a Chanuka.  Interestingly, only a part (and possibly a minority!) of the Jewish people lived in Eretz

Yisrael at the time of the Chanuka miracle
30

!    

H] SAVING LIFE - BUT WHEN?

• How direct does the pikuach nefesh need to be?  In the case danger to an individual, the pikuach nefesh must be ‘lefaneinu’ -

present at the time, albeit subject to an element of (even multiple) doubt31.  

• In the case of ‘saving the Jewish people’, Esther was facing a real and present danger which required her to act.  There was of course

a serious doubt as to whether her actions would be successful, but this is akin to a safek in pikuach nefesh lefaneinu.

• However, in the case of Yael, the Caananite army was already defeated32.  Killing Sisera was need to prevent a possible future battle

which may or may not ever happen!

25.ahjr,n ouh kfc tku /vbuatrcn r,uh khj ;uxtk trxhx sug ;hxuh tka 'lfc vhuk, v,hv ktrah kf ,kmvs ouan
!txhb

:df rhzb ."cghv haushj

R. Yaakov Emden addresses this point and explains that Yael’s actions were still required to save Klal Yisrael.  If Sisera

had lived to fight another day, he could well raise a new army and the Jewish people could not rely on another

miraculous victory!

• In our case of a spy trying to obtain information, the actions required to obtain the information are not certain to succeed and, even if

they do, the information will need to be processed to decide if it can be acted upon, and how.  Nevertheless, where there is a real and

present danger of a threat to Klal Yisrael, the actions of Yael will be an important precedent. 

29. The Rambam understands (commentary to Mishna Bechorot 4:3) that the Jewish community in Eretz Yisrael has a halachic status of ‘kahal’ even if there are only 10 Jews living

there. For more details on this see R. Yehuda Zoldan’s detailed essay at https://www.yeshiva.org.il/midrash/40473.  In terms of how close we are to the majority of Jews living in

Eretz Yisrael and the halachic implications to this, see https://rabbimanning.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Implications-of-the-Majority-of-Jews-Living-in-Israel.pdf.

30. This issue impacts on the saying of Hallel with or without a beracha on Yom Ha’atzmaut/Yom Yerushalayim. 

31. We examined this issue in the series of shiurim on autopsies.  We saw there that there is a significant difference in halacha between different applications of pikuach nefesh.  In the

case of a collapsed building on Shabbat there is an real and present concern of saving life, and one must break Shabbat even where there are multiple layers of doubt - was anyone

in the building? Are they still alive or nor? Will we be able to save anyone?  However, other cases are too far remove to be considered pikuach nefesh lefaneinu.  We would never

allow medical researchers to break Shabbat in case they happened to make a major break-through  that day which could save millions of lives. See

https://rabbimanning.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/Burial-Dissection-and-Autopsy-Part-1.pdf

https://rabbimanning.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/Halachic-and-Hashkafic-Issues-in-Contemporary-Society-OU-Israel-Center-Shiur-198-Burial-Dissection-and-Autopsy-Part-2.pdf

32. See Shoftim 4:16-17 which narrates the scale of the defeat of Sisera’s army. 
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I] RELATIONS WITH A NON-JEWISH MAN

• In both the cases of Esther and Yael (and in the modern spy scenario), the halachic issue involves a sexual relationship with a

non-Jewish man.  Does this make any difference to the halachic analysis. 

26. ,"r .rh,u /s"au g"du ohcfuf ,sucgn .uj drvh ktu rucgh ,urhcg kf kg //// ,"tuhrmn ,khgc kg v,hn ihchhj ihts 
 aursku vws :d ,ucu,f ,upxu,

All agree that it would be a capital offence for a Jewish married woman to have an adulterous affair with a Jewish man.

However the novel ruling of Rabbeinu Tam is that. if the man were non-Jewish, while the relationship would clearly be

halachically prohibited on a Torah level, it would not be of the same severity and would not be a capital offence which
was ‘yehareg v’al ya’avor’.

27.]tkcs 'whtuv ,uhrg r,xt tvuw lhrp tk htnt !vnh, /tkyek vnmg vrxn tk vnku aurhp vuv thxvrp r,xt tvu [:sg ;s
iuhfs rucgh ktu drvh lhha tku ,rxut ubht hrfb ,khgcs ,"r arhpu //// !vurg ouan vnmg ruxnk vk vhv thxvrps tngy

 /rucgh ktu drvh hcdk vthc vna utk hnb u,thc hrfbs vhgrzk tbnjr vhreptsrtabu v,s vrhnva aht ,ats exp lf lu,nu
vatk v,ut ,jek rdvk ,"r rh,vu hrfbv vkgc rhhd,b cuau ktrahv in vard,bu vrzju hrfbkoaf k"hes cd kg ;tu /

kthjh ubhcr ift /wxu,c cu,fa unf uhrcs r,ux vhv o"chru /kkf vthc vbht hrfbv ,thc n"n 'kguck vruxt lf kgck vruxta
truxht rc utk t,ga thvvu hns skuba iyef rhhd,ba rds k"xs kthjh ubhcrs vhngyu //// vhngyn tku o, ubhcrf vagn vag

/thv
fa, znr rrux ic erp ihrsvbx ,fxn hfsrn

Rabbeinu Tam ruled accordingly in the case of a married Jewish woman who had conducted an extra-marital affair with

a non-Jew.  After her husband died, she did teshuva and the non-Jew also converted to Judaism!  Rabbeinu Tam

permitted her to married the new convert on the basis that her earlier relationship did not have the severity of full giluy
arayot. Most poskim of the time (and after) disagreed, although Rabbeinu Yechiel permitted a similar case on the basis

that the convert was now considered an entirely new person.

28. vhc ibhre tk 'uk vruxt v,hv hfv utkcs 'hud ,thcc kct (yf:v rcsnc)- v (t)(n *y+b*u kguck sjt (:uf vyux)kfn kgck vrxtbs hvbu /
 ohhj ,ujrtcu //// /uk vruxt v,hv hfv utkcs iuhf u,thcc kguck ruxht vc ;xu,hb tk ouen(100 wng jf h"xux ,ucu,f ,ufkv c"j)

 cu,f!uhkg uekjb urus hnfj kfa o, ubhcr kg lunxk ihts 
(yh) jge inhx rzgv ict ;xuh ,hc

The Beit Yosef rules that the position of Rabbeinu Tam is a ‘da’at yachid’ which cannot be relied upon.

  

29.,uhrg hukhd kkfc ubht 'ktrah ,c kg tcv ohcfuf scug/ ;tu /// tuv ann ,uhrg hukhd t"t kct vhubp teus - sh e"x l"a)
 (/ohexupv kf ,gs lf iht ouen kfn 'hnb aht ,at ukhpts ,"r ,gss cd kg

t ;hgx zbe inhx ohcfuf ,sucg ,ufkv vgs vruh lurg ijkua twnr

The Rema (as understood by the Shach) rules that a relationship between a single Jewish woman and a non-Jewish man
is not fully giluy arayot (although it is clearly prohibited).  However, for a married Jewish woman there is effectively no

distinction.  

• In our case, the honey-trap will be likely to involve a Jewish woman and a non-Jewish man.  Although we have seen that there are

potential heterim which would even allow a married woman to act in this way in order to save the Jewish people, it would clearly be

preferable, where possible33, to recruit an unmarried woman, if this could be done without compromising the success of the operation.

J] DEFINING THE PARAMETERS OF CONSENT

• Defining consent in the case of a sexual relationship has always been complicated.  In our case, even if we conclude that it is

permitted for the woman (perhaps even when married) to willingly initiate a sexual liaison in order to save Klal Yisrael, we will still need

to decide if there was still an element of halachic ‘ones’ - duress and coercion.  This will go to the question of whether the woman would

be permitted to return to her husband.

33. This question may also depend on how the element of pikuach nefesh impacts on the otherwise prohibited relationship.  Is the prohibition ‘dechuya’ - pushed aside temporarily, but

in such a way that we will try wherever possible to minimize the breach.  Or is it ‘hutra’ - entirely removed in the face of pikuach nefesh, with no need to minimize the breach?
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• From the halachic discussion surrounding Esther and Achashverosh, it seems clear that she would NOT be permitted to return to her

husband in this case34.    

• This also seems clear from the extended halachic discussion concerning a woman who was captured in war or by slavers.  There was

clearly a serious concern that she may have been raped r’l which, even if true, would nevertheless not prohibit her to return to her

husband (unless he was a Cohen).  The halacha discusses at length35 whether there is also a concern that she may have consented to

relations in order to win her freedom.  In our case, it CLEAR that she consented, so would there be any room to permit her to return to

her husband?

  

30. vbuuf lu,nvxubt thvatk zta /ufrmk v,ut treha hkcn ktrah kkf ,cuyk ,xbfb thvau /snav u,ut xbut lu,n 
/vz vk r,uv 'ktrah ,kmvk thv vrynva ,uhvcu /iumrc vz ihta tyj vc vhv

o"cnrk xjuhnv r,xt ,khdnv kg uaurhp

In a commentary on the Megilla which is attributed to the Rambam
36

, there are midrashic
37

 ideas indicating that Esther
may have been considered ‘anusa’ despite her approach to Achashverosh.

31.(t:v r,xt)  ,h º7nh 7b 2P 'v ÆQ%kÆ %N 'v5,h ,C r³'m:j 'C sº« n:g 'T$'u:vrnt 'vbhfa vbnhv vek,xb - ohnkmv ,hck vghdva iuhf :huk hcr rnt /
 ?iumrf xbut kgu shznf ddua kg is v,t tna 'hb,czg vnk hkt hkt(/tuv xbut - hktn uhkt vtc hbta hp kg ;t -  h"ar)

:uy vkhdn

Chazal actually describe Esther’s own self-perception as ‘anusa’, even when she approached Achashverosh willingly!

32.urnta tuvu /drvh ktu rucgh thxvrpcu sna ,gac ;tu ,uhrg hukdu z"gc ;t unmg ,tbvk tkt ihuf,n ubht ot kct ////
tmnbu vnmgn lk,a vk ohrnut uhva iudf okug gere ogy vc vhv tk ukhpta rnukf - whbta unmg ,tbvkw r,xtc

 /thxvrpu ,uhrg hukd vhva hp kg ;t inmg ,tbv ogyn tuvu rh,vk rjt sm itf ah vshc tvhn 'vfhkv abugifa kfu
vxubtf vnmg ,t vbsu vgbmcu unmg ,tbvk vhva kghc /ohcr ,kmvkkau okug gere ka ukt ihmurh, hba utmnbu 

xubtk iht vurg tuv xbt ut vdhrv aajn vhkg tck vurg uv,xbta kfa utmnbu /veuxp vfkv ovhba inmg ,tbv
 /lfc v,hnk unmg rh,vk

:sg ihrsvbx (hrhtn) vrhjcv ,hc
The Meiri appears to see both Esther and Yael as ‘anusot’, despite their initiating the relationships.  He does not

however directly address here  he issue of whether the woman would be permitted to her husband.

33.rcj ,at kghn lphvk jfun vrutfk vbv /wufu vkgck vruxt ktrah ,kmvk v,bz ot ods e"hrvn oac ws e"x a"cc wgu
vrucs tehhssn tcrst /vkgck vrxtba tmnb tku ohngp vnf v,ut kgc trxhxa rhzb wxncu cu,fc arupna /hbhev

 vrntu vrhavc vbakc(sf:v ohypua)/h·7bh ,E 'v r%c´%j , %J,t k¾,g)h oh º7J)B 7n ÆQ 'r« c 2T rntn hkcu ?whbhev rcj ,atw v,ut vtre vnku 
rntbs iuhf ohhe ihhsg hbhev rcj vhvs jfun odu /rcj ,at v,hva vkj, rntb rcf hf vbufn kgh vzht kg gshb vz

 vkj,(zh:s ohypua) ih´7c)h ih µ,C o«u Àk )J h 7́F  wufu /h$7bh ,E 'v r%c¬%j ,h,C ih¾,cU-  wrcj ,atw vrucs v,ut vtre vnku /ohhe tuv ihhsgs jfun
 /////vkgck ,r,unu rcj ,at ihhsg thvs snkk er

hf veujr lrsc er ktrah ,cuy vpud ,ubzvn lanb tks r,xtc o,vs /r,xtn vae, tks ekjk hk vtrb whva vnu
huv ,ubzvs iuhf vzc ',ubzv ;udn tku tnkgn h,ts vtbvu eujr lrs vz huvs iuhf /v,uktan tknhu uhbhgc ij tmn, f"hg
,uhvku ujuf ahkjvk u,buuf huvs iuhf kghc kct 'vrxtb vzc /veujr lrsu tnkgn h,ts vtbv huv ktrah ,kmvu iumrc

 ktrahk tpudn h,ts vtbv huvu /,ubzv ;udn ktrah ,kmv huv vzc iah/// vkgck ,r,unu ann xbut huv htsu
d ;hgx jge inhx rzgv ict vnka ,nfj

Rav Shlomo Kluger ruled that there is an important distinction between Yael and Esther.  In the case of Yael, her
sleeping with Sisera directly enabled her to kill him and save the Jewish people.  That direct connection not only

permitted her actions but rendered her entirely ‘ones’ and therefore permitted her afterwards to her husband (as R.

Kluger proves from the wording of Shirat Devora).  However, Esther’s actions did not directly save the Jewish people,
but were merely to ingratiate her with the king so that he might grant her wish to reverse the decree against the Jewish

people.  This level of disconnect between the sexual act and the salvation of the people prevents the classification of her

act as ‘ones’, and she was therefore prohibited to Mordechi afterwards.

34. This seems clear from the discussion in Chazal and their reading of wh,sct h,sct ratfuw. See also above where the Shevut Ya’akov ruled that the woman may not return to her

husband and disagreed with the Beit Ya’akov, who ruled that she may.  The Shevut Yaakov understood that it was clear from the wording of the Maharik that, although her act was

permitted to save lives, return to her husband is not.

35. See Even HaEzer Siman 7.

36. It is however unlikely that the Rambam is the author.  R. Yosef Kapach, perhaps the greatest recent expert on the Rambam’s works, refused to translate the commentary on the basis

that the Arabic was written in a style very unlike that of Maimonides.

37. Whoever wrote the commentary, it certainly has no halachic weight in the discussion of whether the woman may return to her husband.
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• Tragically, many she’elot arose during the Holocaust concerning Jewish women who r’l had been taken to work as ‘zonot-sade’ for the

German soldiers.  Rav Ephraim Oshri has a detailed teshuva38 where he rules that these women were unquestionable ‘anusot’ and

permitted to return to their husbands.

• In an 1859 teshuva, R. Yaakov Ettlinger was presented with the shocking case of a charlatan con-man who arrived in a village and

boarded briefly with a married woman and her household staff while her husband was away on business. Through his apparently pious

behavior he managed to convince the well-intentioned, but incredibly naive, woman that he was actually Eliyahu HaNavi and God had

sent him to impregnate her so that she could give birth to Mashiach!  She slept with him willingly and he promised her that there would

be a sign from God that he was really Eliyahu when a precious gem would appear in her drawer after a few days, although she was not

allowed to check the drawer before then.  He left and she eagerly sent a message to her husband to come home quickly since they were

now going to be rich!  After a few days, when the husband had returned, there was clearly no jewel and the charlatan had vanished

without trace, she realized how she had been duped.  She claimed (truthfully) that her intentions were 100% leshem Shamayim but the

husband approached R. Ettlinger to ask if they were permitted to remain married.

R. Ettlinger argued that she was in fact entirely ones and ruled, provided two other senior poskim would agree with him, that the woman

was permitted to stay with her husband!  Most of this fascinating teshuva (which also analyses the case of Esther in depth) is

reproduced in the Appendix below. 

K] CONCLUSIONS?

Rabbi Schvat reaches the following conclusions in his article:

• It would be permitted, and is indeed a great mitzva, for a female spy to sleep with the enemy to obtain critical information which

could save the Jewish people.

• If the woman was married, it is likely that she would be prohibited to remain married to her husband afterwards. 

• It is therefore preferable, where possible, for a single woman to carry out this operation, or for the married woman to divorce from her

husband beforehand39.  She would be allowed to remarry him after, unless he is a Cohen.

As far as I am aware, no poskim40 have reported receiving practical she’elot from the Mossad on this issue, but of course they would

deny all knowledge anyway .........  

APPENDIX - SHU’T BINYAN TZION 155

34. /e"pk y"hr, iuatr rst v"f ws ouh 'tbtykt v"c
- vktaovh,uabu ohnh vzht lkvn rjxnv kg lkhk ofrsu //// ohrpfv ,jtc !uhbzt h,a vbkhm, gnuav kf rat hbpk vagn tc //// 

ohgure uhsdcu ihkup ,bhsnn tc sjt ahtu rjxnk ufrsf ahtv tmh ratf ouhv hvhu /ovh,ranu ovh,ubcu ovhbc og ,hcc isck
/,u,aku kuftk odu iukk ouen uk vb,bu uhkg vnjr //// kct vhnh kf r,uhc vgubm v,hv rat vatvu /iukk ouen vatvn aechu
ohpudhxc unmg ;dhxu ,uahrp vagn vag vbvfu /ohn er vean v,a tk od hjv in rcs oua vkmt kft tk tuvv jrutv obnt
tk cfaafu ubhekt ,hc icruj kg ibut,n vhv f"jtu /,umj sg vkhkc vkhk hsn od ushc rpxu rduxn ursjc cah ouhv kf /ohae
dvb if /ruev ,gc ohngp rvb ka ohre ohnc unmg kcy unuhc ouh hsnu /uatr ,j, ohbctu .rtv kg ot hf kxpxu vyn kg cfa
ijkav kgn okf usng ,hcv h,ranu oheubh,v i,sugx rnd rjt ,ca khkc obnt /vum, wp e"a sg vnur, wp wt ouhn vatv ,hcc
ihtnu v,t hnw u,ut vktaa sg ohrcsc v,t xbfbu usck vatv og ijkav kg cah ubsug htnrv ahtvu /,rjtv rsjk iahk ufkvu
ihkdn ihtu .rtv ,upbf gcrtn o,ut .cek aecn hfbt hjt ,tu thcbv uvhkt hnau tbt tbnjrs tjuka vk vbgu ?wlk, vbtu tc,

/ihgubmk tkt rcsv
,umj sg rpxc ihhgu unuen kg cauh ubsug k"bv rfugvu lunxv rsjc v,yn kg iahk vfkv thv /uk vbhntv v,ukfx curk vatvu
vbv - vhkt rcshu v,ban v,ut rhgvu vna vcfa vatv rat vynv kt uhkdr ,ugcmt kg ytk lkvu sng ,umj rjtku /vkhk
ubhta lkgc smn thv vghbnv lt /jhan vbnn ,tmk vhutr thv rat l,unf ,esm h,tmn tku .rtv vme sgu .rtv vmen h,fkv

 /iudvktrah ,t ktdhu sus ic jhan vhvh tuvu ic hsk, vhj ,gfu l,ut cfak ohnav in h,jkab ,tzk lfkuvhkt hf ,utv lk vzu /
cr iunyn rmut oa tmn, lcfan rsjc vp snug rat vch,v j,p ,t j,p, ot l,tn hsrpv rjtk k"gcv wd ouhc vbv hfbt
ohngp v,ut tnyu v,pa sg ;tubv vhkt rcs vf /kcdunv inz osue vch,v j,p, tka htb,c lt 'cvz ka igyteus ,utn gcrt

/,ca htmunu ,ca khkc

38. Shu’t Min Hama’amakim 1:27.

39. The mefarshim ask why Mordechai and Esther did not simply take this option and explain that it may have become public and exposed Esther’s identity before the right time.  

40. Note that Rav Asher Weiss rules against Rabbi Schvat and clearly states that no Israeli agent would be permitted to commit acts of gilui arayot under any circumstances - see

https://www.yutorah.org/lectures/lecture.cfm/921767 at 00:39:38. I am grateful to R. Dovid Gernetz for pointing out this source.  R. Weiss also states that the Israeli secret

services would never ask an agent to act in this way although he does not reveal his source for this.  
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ratc u,hck rvn cuaha vkgck cu,fk vaj k"bv ,ukxf ,atu unuen gsub tku oan ;tubv jrc rjav ,ukg ory iuatrv ouhcu
rnt rat iunynvn vnutn vtmn tku vch,v ,t vatv j,p,u wd ouhc cahu vhkt gna ahtvu /kusd iunync u,hc ,t ws jhkmv
tk tkv uck kg vrcsu /vzv garv vag rat vcgu,v kf ,t vkgck vrpxu vapb rnc v,fcu vegm uhpc rea hf v,utrcu /;tubv
/ung ,ubzk hb,hxh vnu 'sutn rgufnu xutn aht vhv ;tubv tkvu ohna oak vhv h,buuf ohnurnc hsvx ,tz h,hag kgncu srnc
h,reju vatv rjt h,jkau /u,at og ,uagk vn ,sf hbnn ktau ohrcsv kf hk rpxu hkt tc er vzc yea tk kgcv obnt

//// k"bv ohrcsv kff hk od vrpx thvu ,ubua ,urhejc
 - vcua,thv ,dduaa ,bguya vn hf /vkgck ,r,un vhv,a ,kutv ,fnk ruznu vpur, tumnk sutn vaeu ohssmv kf kg h,rzj

vrcxa v,bhz ota - (j"ge whx) z"gvt t"nrc expbu j"xe ara e"hrvnv f"an hpk vrh,vk vbgy uz iht ohna oak vhv v,bufu
 ///// ktrah vkgck vruxtu vshznf huv ,ubzk r,una

tk thvu iumrc vkgc ,j, v,bza vatc k"hrvn ,kta kg k"bv e"hrvn ,"uac vbvs hk jurhu //// r,hv tumnk h,apj hfbt //// obnt
h,sct tct ,hcn h,sct ratf w- h,sct h,sct ratfuw e"p vkhdnc ibhxrd ///// k"zu chav /ddua cajh ot rcsc ruxht aha vgsh
vhv tku ruxht oua v,ag tk r,xta yuap rcs vbvu /hfsrn kg vrxtb vga v,utna n"a iumrc uhafgu xbutc t,av sgs lnn
asev jur vhkg v,ra lknv hbpk vtcc hrva tuv ifa gs,u /ktrah ,t vkhmva v,ag vcr vumn tkt vrhcg subsb ukhpt rcsc
vrhcg subsb oua rcsc vhv tks o,v vnu u"e ohrcs tkvu /iumrc vhva vagn u,ut ouan vkgc hfsrn kg vrxtb hfv ukhptu /wufu
hp kg ;tu ?!uhkg vruxt thva f"af tk vkgc ,j, v,bza vat 'vkgc hfsrn kg vrxtb hfv ukhptu vscge vumn tcrst tkt
j"ge whx a"cv f"d wf vz ogynu /e"hrvn k"fg icre ,chhju vrpf vfhrmu vrhcg thv v,ag n"fn rcsc ruxht aha ,gsuh vbhta

/k"fg iumrc vhv vthcva iuhf vkgck vruxt auruajtk r,xts tscugf ,uapb khmvk hsf iumrc v,bhz otu
vz lhha tk s"bgk 'vruxt vkgcc vkgna er wsc vkgn tk ot ods thv vkusd trcx e"hrvn ,rcxs ;ts vz kg chavk ah s"bgku

 /vkgcc kugnk vbuuf,b n"fna 'tuv ruxhta vgsh tka tkt v,tbvk vbuuf,bu iumrc v,bhzc erv,buufa vumn oak v,bhzc kct
vkgcc vkgna vz treh lthv ohna oak er/vbhfa vbnhv vek,xb ohnkmv ,hck ghdva iuhf huk r"t ibhrnt vkhdnc oau //// ?

 hktn uhkt tc hbta hp kg ;t h"ar whpu ?iumrf xbutu shznf ddua kg is v,t tna hb,czg vnk hkt hkt vrnt/tuv xbutthva hrv 
hrcsn vtrbv hpf kct !vzn kusd xbut lk iht ktrah ,kmvk lrum vz vhv htsuc ots s"bgkb vhv ifku /xbut vnmg vtre vnmgc
ot gsuh hnu wudu rjt ouenn ohsuvhk sungh vkmvu jur ,tzv ,gc hahrj, arjv ot rnta vzc epuxn vhv unmgc tuv hfsrn
unf 'r,xt h"g ot rjt ouenn ot epuxn vhv er /ktrahk vkmv jkaha wvc jyuc vhva uhrcs ,buufu /,ufknk ,gdv ,tzf ,gk
ohkkjn f"d ,uapb epx kgs /r,un vhv n"fn epx vhva hp kg ;t 't"t ruxht smn ifku //// /w,ufknk ,gdv tk ot gsuh hnuw rnta
/lrumk tka iumrc v,bhzu 'rjt ouenn khmvk rapt vhv tnas /ruxht epx huv vz vkgck ,r,un f"jt vhv,a kct /,ca ukhpt
vbhfa vbnn vekxu ohnkmv ,hck vghdvac ifku /lk h,rxtb epxnu iumrc uhafgna wh,sct h,sct ratfuw r,xt vrnta vzu
ausev ihta tuv vru,c arupnv rcss vzc ,epuxn r,xt v,hva tk w?iumrf xbutu shznf ddua is v,t hfu - hb,czg vnkw vrnt
ifku /hsh kg ktrahk ghauvk vmr, tka hkmt xbut vz ihtau lkt tka hbtr, vzc tna rnuk vbuuf tkt 'iumrf xbut is tuv lurc

 /ktrahk ghauvk vmr vsh kg era ,tz v,hv wvna ,ntc vgsh vhkt vbhfav vcaafrxt,a ,ubzk cajb tk ,ntc ,esmvk ifku
v,hv vrund xbuta vkgc kg /

rh,vku a"cu e"hrvn kg eukjk htsf hbht ift vkgcc vkgna tre, tk ohna oak iumrc v,bhzc zt if rntb ota vzv tmuhvu
tku ohbjmur ovhkg utcu rghc ohrjt ogu u,at og lkva ahtc ktaba z"he whx c"j cegh ,uca ,"uac h,htr obnt /osdb ruxht
cd kg ;t //// e"hrvn hrcs p"g chavu ?vkgck ,r,un ot 'vkgc iumrc ovk vnmg vatv vrhepva h"g ot hf oapb khmvk ugsh
vnc vrh,xv f"d .r,n vzcu /vkgc kg vrxtb vbumrc vhv v,khgcs iuhf n"fn 'vxubt hrenu ohcrvu vnmg ,kmvk vscg rhpas
vkhgcv ot kct vkgck vruxt khmvk er xbutc vhv tk vkhgcv ot ekhj ifku /xbutf ogpu iumrf vnmg vcaj ogp r,xta

/a"g ,r,un xbutc vhv vnmgc
sg f"f ,kutv uc vbhntvu vng cfak ohnav in jkab ,tzkau thcbv uvhkt tuva a"nh ;tubv vk rnta vktav iusbc t,avu

/vshc tuv rcf uktf ,urhagv kcek vkgck vtrea kusd xbut lk ihtu vnmg vkhgcv kg ohnav in vumn v,hv v,kut hpk f"t
/,a"ak v,buuf vhva ohnurnc vsvxa vrnta unf ot hf vkgcc kugnk vkhgcvc vbuuf,b tku vzn p"g oda iusk ah vzk

/s"bgkbf vkgck ,r,unu rund xbut vtreb ohburjtvu e"hrvnhkgcn ohba sug vz kg unhfxh tk ot h,truv kg lunxk iht ift 
///// ohbc ovk ahu ztn v,hv vraf vat vktavc rntba hpfa yrpcu /vkgck vat rh,vk ovng ;rymt ztu vtruv
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