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If @ man bave a {stwbborn and rebellrous) son (21:18) Bur not 1f a
woman have such a son. A son, but not a daughter, nor an acule
sor. A minor 15 exempr, since he has not yer come under the rule
of the commandments.' Stubborn- - twice*—and rebellious—a fool >
Another tnterpretation: Stwbborn—an apostate who teaches himse!f a
differenc way.* {Another nterpretation: Just because he has squan-
dered his facher's money, do you say that a stubboro and rebellious
son should die?s Racher he (s judged according ro whac he s bound
to come to m the end: it is berrer thac he should die innocent than
die guilty. His father muse have fallen in love with a comely captive
woman and thus introduced a discurber into his house, so thac the
3on became stubborn and rebeltious, and will in the end cause his
father to die an unnuturel deach. And if & man have committed a sin
worthy of death and be be put to death (21:22)—bur not on the Sabbath
o on fesrivals.©

Another intecpretation: Sixbborn—against the words of his fa-
ther —aznd rebellious—against the words of his mother: stubborn—-
gainst the teachings of the Torah-—~and rebellipus—against the teach-
ngs of the prophets; rrzbborr—against the testimony of wirnesses—
«nd rebeilsous—against the rulings of che judges.”

R. Josiah said: Ze‘era told me three sulings on the authority of
the scholars of Jerusalema: [f a husband wishes o forgive his wife
“hom he has suspected of adultery, he may do so; 1f a father and
mother wish to forgive « stubborn and 1ebellious son, they may do
s0; if the members of a coure wish o forgive an elder who has rebelled
against their verdict, they may do so. When [ came and recited chese
ralings before R. judah ben Beterah, he agreed with two of them
but disagreed with ope; he agreed with the rulings about the way.
ward wife and the stubborn and rebellious son, and he disagreed
with the ruling concerning the elder who rebels against the vesdicr
of the court, since he would cause controversy in Israel #]

That will not hearken to the woice of his father, or the voice of bis mother
{21:8): Even if his {ather and mother tell him w kindle a light and
he does nor do so? (No,) and that is why Scripture repeats thal will
rgt hearben twice,® in order to draw an analogy: just as that will not
hearken there apphes only to one who is a glutton and a drunkard
(21200, so thar will not hearken here refers o one who is a gluiion
and a drumbard. Just as that will not hearken there does not apply
until he steals from his facher and mother, so that will not beavben
here does not apply until he steals from his father and mother.

And though they chasten him, will not hearken wnto them (21:18):
Showing that he is o be flogged in the presence of three (fudges). ™
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Then shall his father and bis mother lay bold on bim {21:19): This show
that he is not liable unless he has a father and a mother; so saugh
R Meir. ). Judeh says: H his mother was not fit for his father, e
can~ot be declared 2 stubborn and rebellious son .

And bring him eui unto the elders of kir city, and anta the gate of hi
Plave (21:19): This 15 2 positive commandment specifying the elder
of hiz city and the gate of his place.

Ard they shall say unto the elders of bis city: This our son {is siubbor
and rebellions) (21:20): This I the one who was {previously) fiogger
in your presence. Hence we learn that if one of the judges has sinc
died. the son may not be stoned. If one (of the parents) is an amputee
lame, mute, blind, or deaf, the son may not be declared stubbort
and rebellicus, since Scripture says, Lay bold on him—rtherefore they
may not be ampurees—and bring bim put {27:19)-—therefore the:
may not be lame—and they shall say—iherefore they may not br
mute—1his our son— -therefore they may not be blind—doth not bear
ben 1o gur vore {2 1:20)— therefore they may oot be deaf.? He shoulc
then be admonshed in the presence of three (judges) and floggec
If he mishehaves again, he must be judged before a court of twensy
three {judges), but may not be stoned unless the original three judge
are present, SIpCe It I3 said, This pur son—this is the one who w:
fogged in your presence.

He is a glutton, and a drankard (21:20): A ghitton in eating me:
and a drankard in drinking wine. There is a reference to this (rule
though not a proof {for ic), in the verse, Be nof amomg winebibber,
among gluttonous eaters of flesh, for the drunkard and the gluston shall con
10 poverty. and drowsimess shall cothe a man with ruags (Prov. 23:20-27
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And all the men of his city shall stone bim (with stones) (21:21): As
literally all the men of his city to stone him? Rather, the meanin
is (that it shall be dooe} in the presence of all the men of his city
With stones: One maght think that this means with many stene
cherefore Scriprure says elsewhere, With a stone (Lev. 20:27).7 Or
mighrt therefore think that this means with only one stone; yet if
verse herc states with siones {in the plaral). From this we concluc
that if he dues not die from che first seone, he is o die from ok
second. R. Jose said: Should he be stoned to deach juse because }
has eaten a farfemars of meat and bad drunk half a fg of win
Rather, the Torah foresaw what he will eventually come to do, an
decreed that it is better for him to die while yet innocent than
die when guilty, for the death of the wicked 1s beneficial for ther
and bencficial for the world, whereas the dearh of the righteous
bad for them and bad for che world. %Wine and {(drunken) stupor fc
the wicked are beneficial for them and beneficial for the world, bx
for the rightcous they are bad for them and bad for the work
Quietude for the wicked is bad for them and bad for the world, b
for the righteous it is beneficial for them and beneficiat for the world

So shalt thou put away the evtl (21:21): Remove the evildoers froy
the mudst of Israc)



Mishnah Sanhedrin 8:2

When is he liable {to be considered a wayward and rebellious son]? When he cats a
tartemar of meat and drinks half a log of ltalian wine. Rabbi Yosi says, A maneh [three
umes as much] meat and a log of wine.

[t he ate it a1 a mitzvah gathering_ or, if he ate it at the [festive occasion of celebrating)
the determining of the new moon; if he ate it as the second tithe in Jerusalem, if he ate
road l::ill, mutilated meat or unclean amimals or crecping things. ..if he ate anything
assoctated with a mitzvah or [if his eating] was the stuff of a transgressivn [like eating on
a fast dayl], if he ate any kind of food other than meat, if he drank any kind of drink other
than wine, then he has not become a wayward and defiant son. For it is written
[concerning the wayward and defiant son that he is] a glutton/zolel and a
drunkard/soveah, And although there is no proof for the matter [that this is the exclusive
defimtion] there is a hint, as it is said, “Do not be among those who guzzle wine/sov’ei
yayin, or glut themselves on meat/b’zolalei basar™ (Proverbs 23:20).

Here is the next Mishnah in the sequence:

If he stole of his of that which is his father’s and ate in his father’s domain, from others
and ate in the others’ domain, from others and ate in his father’s domain he has not
become a wayward and defiant son. Not until his steals from his father and eats in the
domain of others. Rabbi Yosi the son of Rabbi Judah says [he is not so labeled] until he
steals from both his father and his mother.

See how the gemara extends the teaching of the Mishnah:

If he stole of his of that which is his father’s and ate in his father s domain—though this
is easily within his reach, he is afraid; from others and ate in the others’ domain—though
he is not afraid, yet it is not easily within his reach. How much more so [is he not labeled
a wayward and defiant son] if he stole from others and ate in his father's domain, this not
being easily within his reach and he is afraid! [He is not a wayward and defiant son] until
his steals from his father and eats in the domain of others [since] he is stealing from that
which is easily within his reach and does not cause him fear_..

here is the next mishnah followed by the gemara—the grand finale!

If his father desires [to have him punished], but not his mother; or, the TeVerse, he is not
treated as a wayward and defiant son, [not] unless they both desire it. Rabbi Judah said:
if his mother is not fit for his father he does not become a wayward and defiant son.

(The gemara continues:)

What is meant by not fif?...He means not similar to his father. It has been taught in
another handed down teaching: Rabbi Judah said: If his mother is not like his father in
voice, appearance and stature, he does not become a wayward and defiant son. Why is
this so? Because Scripture says: ke does not heed us [literally: he does not listen to our
voice]. And [furthermore] just as they must be alike in voice, so must they be alike in
appearance and stature.

With whom does the following fong handed down teaching agree: “ There never has been
a wayward and defiant son and there never will be. Why then was it written? Investigate
it and receive reward”? This agrees with Rabbi Judah. Alternatively, you could say that
it will agree with Rabbi Shimon. For it has been taught: Rabbi Shimon said, “Because
one eats a tartemar of meat and drinks half a log of ltalian wine, shall his father and
mother have him stoned? But it never happened and never will happen. Why then was it
written? Investigate it and you will receive reward.” Rabbi Yonatan said, “I saw him
and et an bie orave ™



