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Unit 2a Marriage 
Talmud What sort of anecdotal evidence for marriage relationships can be extrapolated from 

the Talmud?  
 

 תלמוד בבלי מסכת כתובות דף פה עמוד א 
 ההיא איתתא דאיחייבא שבועה בי דינא דרבא, 

 
 

  1אמרה ליה בת רב חסדא:

Ketuvot 85a 

A woman was once ordered to take an oath 
at the court of Rava. 

But when R. Chisda's daughter said to him,  

                                                 
1 From the following two Talmudic passages, the Rabbis assert that R. Chisda’s daughter was originally married to 
Rami bar Chama, and then to Rava. R. Lichtenstein in “Marriage: Relationship and Relations,” p. 2 ( 
http://www.yutorah.org/lectures/lecture.cfm/725299/Rabbi_Dr-_Aharon_Lichtenstein/Of_Marriage-
_Relationship_and_Relations# )  assumes that she informs Rava of her suspicions in the passage from Ketubot 
while already married to him, perhaps because only on the basis of such an intimate relationship would Rava trust 
her judgment about another. 

 תלמוד בבלי מסכת בבא בתרא דף יב עמוד ב 
מיום שחרב בית המקדש, ניטלה נבואה מן הנביאים “א"ר יוחנן: 

 ”וניתנה לשוטים ולתינוקות.
 
 מאי היא? - ”תנוקת“
 

כי הא דבת רב חסדא הוה יתבה בכנפיה דאבוה, הוו יתבי קמיה 
 רבא ורמי בר חמא. 

 
 
 

  ”מאן מינייהו בעית?“אמר לה: 
  ”תרוייהו,“אמרה ליה: 

 
 ”ואנא בתרא.“אמר רבא: 

 
 
 
 

 תלמוד בבלי מסכת יבמות דף לד עמוד ב 
שנים כל ששהתה אחר בעלה עשר “כי אתא רבין א"ר יוחנן: 

  ”שוב אינה יולדת. -ונשאת 
 
 
 

לא שנו אלא שאין דעתה להנשא, אבל דעתה “אמר רב נחמן: 
  ”מתעברת. -להנשא 

 
 
 

  ”קא מרנני רבנן אבתריך!“אמר ליה רבא לבת רב חסדא: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bava Batra 12b 
R. Yochanan said: “Since the Temple was 

destroyed, prophecy has been taken from 
prophets and given to fools and children”… 

How has prophecy been given to “children”?  
 
A case in point is that of the daughter of R. Chisda. 

She was sitting on her father's lap, and in 
front of him were sitting Rava and Rami b. 
Chama.  

He said to her: “Which of them would you like?” 
She replied: “Both.” (It would be interesting to 

know exactly how old she was at the time.)  
Whereupon Rava said: “And let me be the 

second.”(While this is a humorous comment, 
it also supports the bon mot: “Truth is often 
said in jest!”)  

 
Yevamot 34b 
When Ravin came (from Israel to Babylonia)  he 

stated in the name of R. Yochanan: “A 
woman who waited ten years after 
(separation from) a husband, and then 
remarried, would bear children no more.” 

Said R. Nachman: “This was stated only in respect 
of one who had no Intention of remarrying: 
if, however, one's intention was to marry 
again she may conceive.”  

Rava said to R. Chisda's daughter: “The Rabbis are 
talking about you” (since ten years passed 
between the time that here first husband  
Rami bar Chama passed away and her 
marriage to Rava).  

http://www.yutorah.org/lectures/lecture.cfm/725299/Rabbi_Dr-_Aharon_Lichtenstein/Of_Marriage-_Relationship_and_Relations
http://www.yutorah.org/lectures/lecture.cfm/725299/Rabbi_Dr-_Aharon_Lichtenstein/Of_Marriage-_Relationship_and_Relations
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 , ”ידענא בה דחשודה אשבועה“
 

 
 אפכה רבא לשבועה אשכנגדה. 

 “I know that she is suspected of (taking 
false) oaths,”  

 
Rava transferred the oath to her opponent. 

 

 כה אלהרק כד רמב"ם הלכות סנהדרין פ
 
 

יש לדיין לדון בדיני ממונות על פי הדברים שדעתו 
נוטה להן שהן אמת והדבר חזק בלבו שהוא כן 

  …אף על פי שאין שם ראיה ברורה
 
 
 
 
 

  ?כיצד
  ,הרי שנתחייב אדם שבועה בב"ד

 
ו סומכת ואמר לדיין אדם שהוא נאמן אצלו ושדעת

  .חשוד על השבועהשזה האיש  ,על דבריו
 
 

יש לדיין להפוך השבועה על שכנגדו וישבע ויטול 
 הואיל וסמכה דעתו של דיין על דברי זה, 

 
 
 
 
 

הואיל  2,אפילו היתה אשה או עבד נאמנים אצלו
סומך עליו  ,ומצא הדבר חזק ונכון בלבו

 ...ודן

RaMBaM, Mishneh Tora, Hilchot Sanhedrin 
24:1  

A judge may adjudicate cases involving 
monetary law bases on factors that he is 
inclined to regard as true and concerning 
which he feels strongly in his heart are 
correct even though he does not have proof 
of the matters… 

 What is implied?  
A person was obligated to take an oath by 

the court.  
A person who the judge regards as 

trustworthy and upon whose word the 
judge relies, tells him that this person is 
suspect to take a false oath.  

The judge may reverse the obligation for the 
oath and place it on the other litigant, 
allowing him to take an oath and collect 
his claim because the judge relied on the 
statements of this person. 

Moreover, even if he regards a woman or a 
servant as trustworthy,3 should he feel 
strongly that the matter about which 
they are speaking is correct, he may rely 
on their statement and judge 
accordingly…   

 
Questions for thought and discussion: 

1.    If Rava’s wife was either in court advising her husband about the character of the individuals 
appearing before him, or was discussing the case with him in private, what does this suggest 
about the marital relationship between these two individuals? Would such interaction be 
considered “professional”? What about confidentiality concerns?  

                                                 
 ”She answered him: “I had my mind on you ”אנא דעתאי עלך הואי.“אמרה ליה: 

(apparently from the time that she sat 
upon her father’s lap!) 

 
2 Ordinarily such individuals are precluded from serving as witnesses in a court trial.  
3 See fn. 2.  
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2.   If R. Lichtenstein is correct that this anecdote took place while Rava was already married to 
R. Chisda’s daughter, why might the Gemora have chosen not to state that he took his 
“wife”’s observation into consideration, rather than that of “R. Chisda’s daughter”? 

3.    Can a general rule about all marriages be extrapolated from an anecdote such as this one, or 
must we assume that these were two exceptional individuals whose relationship and 
interactions are atypical and not for personal emulation by others? 

 
Practical applications of the source:  

1.   Do marriage relationships to your knowledge typically include discussions between 
partners of their professional work? Would this be a good thing or not a good thing? 
Does it depend upon the work, the personalities and interests of those involved, 
etc.? 


