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Today we will n”valearn 3" 97 of pv?) noon
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The six challenges to 71">% *17's opinion that if the
husband excludes 'n%o she IS divorced.

1.

PHY 7IORIW 71 W PARD DR T 79570 0

DIARYI N

If the divorcee would later marry the brother of "n%9, and
her second husband dies without children, she cannot
perform Yibum with the Yavam, '159, because he is
forbidden to her.

2.

I N

™Y M MY MOR

In the Torah there is no such concept that a woman is
forbidden to one person, but permitted to another

3,

135193 N30 73T

A Gett must completely severe the relationship of the
husband and wife, and here she is still bound to him
regarding 1o,

4,

POY ORIV MY IRWN 7TV

DR I S0 VI RIVIRD

If the divorcee marries and has children, and after her
second husband dies she marries '159, the Gett becomes
void retroactively, and her children from the second
husband are o7» because she was still a wR nwr of her
first husband.

5.

1719 Y5V IIORIW AW 0

[uRbloraBalal]

If'nYo was a Kohen, and her husband died, she becomes
forbidden to *159, because she is considered a 7w to all
others; and

W3 RS N RW WR TR

Then certainly regarding the stringent Issur of v’x nwr
she is still considered a w’R nwN to all others with this
Gett, because she is a v’k nWR regarding *1159,

6.

ANVRI NTIPD I TORTIR WP

There is a w1 of her status before her second marriage to
that of before her first marriage.
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The six challenges to bR 123’s opinion
that if the husband excludes nb®
she IS divorced
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WY 12 MYOHR 27T 125
NIV 7Y hT

Z}tlceeg:t{gfiﬁ a%[izgs an answer for all of these challenges RD.I’D .'nl, n’N 1n513
Y 12 MYOR 2. n,.ltv ]: 'ITD'?N 19N 13.,
The question of N9T'D n,I’ n,l?-f

M TIWR IR I TR 1R R 077

If a person divorces his wife and tells her, today you are
NOT my wife, but tomorrow you ARE my wife, is she
divorced or not?

MMWR NXR 'R OPN
TMON NX INNN
290D
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So let's review ...

The previous Mishnah mentioned a Machlokes 715 127
o»om regarding

MWUR DR WD

DR 525 M DR 137 79 ORI

1505 ROR

If a person divorced his wife and told her you are permit-
ted to marry anyone except for so and so

P NYHR I

DOIN OO

7158 17 holds she IS divorced, while the Chachamim
hold she is NOT divorced.

And the Gemara mentioned a Machlokes in 758 217's
opinion, our Mishnah holds that even if he states *1595 yin
and

VI PV

vin limits the n> of the actual Gett, in that she cannot marry
everyone. However, she is still divorced according to 11
MYOR, because of the Pasuk

IR YR A

Or of the Pasuk

MR R AWRD VIR ORI

While the Braisa holds that only if he states X>w nn Sy
m5ob Rwin is she divorced, because

RHYTORIN DIR MATOTD

nin 5 does not limit the m> of the actual Gett, but rather it
is merely a condition attached to the Gett. However, '29
T7HR agrees that if he states 'n595 yin she is not divorced,
because

VAN PV
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Previous Mishnah. . .

WM AN 2R
9 AN
278 595 AN AN A
11555 KON

PID]
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The gmww meniioned & Wachlokes
in 7/(//@ 29" gpinion:

The Braisa holdy

Only if he states
nmHy
171595 MWIN RHY
t/\/ﬁ;? 7% Aé WI? PN
It's merely a condition
att ty the (et

Owr Mishnahy holds
Even if he states
MHDH VIN
4,; >/l

i R S

=N =il =i
mp» N
However if he states
MHDH N
she is not divorced
because

4&3 >/ 0
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The Gemara cites a Xn»721 which teaches an interesting
Halachah according to 7158 "2

MYHR 7 TN

15 ORI INWR DR W1

501 PIN OTR D35 NN DR N

In which case, according to 725 '3, she becomes I to
all, but remains MOR to "1159;

PIOR 2 TARY DO 199

AWIANI IR AOPIRON

If she married someone else, who then died or divorced
her;

ipRalisliali)

PHY ORIV

She now becomes I to 'n59, because as Rashi explains;
MRS NOIW INRD

M ORI IWRD PN

Her second marriage completely severed her connection
to the first marriage, and the 97w no longer exists.
However, this is only if he said

mHon PIn

But ifhe said

M55 RWIN ROV Nan Hy

She remains TOR to "159, because as explained earlier, the
’Rin is not a 1w in the v}, and therefore remains even after
her second marriage; and as Rashi explains;

DYRIPR R NI ARINT 1707

V7915 H03 VI RIM)

WR DUR TR RO

If she now marries *1159, she has nullified the Gett and
retroactively becomes a v’k NWN.

DafHachaim.org

AN?IR
MON 127
19 N WK DN
DN 955 PR NN
Moo 1
P 118 TN O oM
MNINI W TRINAN

1o maoNIE S namBe

But W@W/
nn Yy
M5 WMWIN ROV
She remains MNOX
toMHD

MODN VN

Ppoke ) 1D 3 pro3
yoor! 1 4 &3
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The Gemara cites a Braisa;

immRbia]

MYOR 1275V NPV MRS

1327 5 Wb O3t YR 103I0)

After w»5r 17 passed away four Tannaim assembled;
TR

5107 117

19730 2N

Ity 2 MYHR I

RYPY 1AM

And each one challenged 71»°5X *27's opinion that if the
husband excludes *15o the Gett is nevertheless valid.

And as X217 later concludes

RIPDO IO IR NN

RO 75 5T Y 12 WYOR 27T 72

There is an answer to all, except for 7771w 12 WY5R 17's
challenge.

1.

First poav a7 asked;

POV 7IORIW M HW PARD NRWN 1T 19570 0

DI RO I

If the divorcee would marry '159's brother who then dies
without children, she cannot perform Yibum with the
Yavam, who is "159, because she is still forbidden to him
as a wR nwR of her first husband.

AN 2927 3P 1T RXD]

M2 M PRY D795 R

This is a proof that she is not divorced with this Gett as it
would prevent the Mitzvah of Yibum. As Rashi explains;
M0 A0 IR RHW

npliyaRielnnn i iviivy]

The Gemara says

NOPO IR

This challenge can be refuted, because if so

D32 K52 My’ RDW RW? KD PRR 12

ann 1T 71")1777 DA RIDON

A person should not marry his brother’s daughter for the
same reason, for if he dies without children, she would not
be able to perform Yibum with the Yavam, her father.
And since there is no such Issur, it must be that there is no
concern for

707 1 927 IHPYD oM
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A

1337 N
APON 139 5% AN WIND
RYPT AP2TN 012]
1927 5y awrb
MDA Y2 %A DY 127 111 10N
NP Y2 AP 12 MYON 12
And ay > later concludes
£270 /D/JJ’/-’ Y
£220 3)'[/)’6 oY f a(/é 1IN w/

1

Firstn©ID 12 asked,
NRW T NIDNW "N
1PHY NIONRIW 1T OV PR

012 892 NN
She cannot /zer/wm Yibum with the Yavam

NNNN 1O 27 1Y NT RXRD)
2MN0 DT PRW NTNH RN

DIDID O DINH HOE
D7D 1N 937 MWD

Ifso
072 RH2 M RNW RW? R PNR N2
NN N 27 MPYH DN RYON

A person should not marry his brother’s daughter
for if he dies without children
she would not be able to perform Yibum

since there i no such Tsur,
it must be that there s no concerm/or

DD Y 3P7 7//’)}///07//
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2.

"oanor 137 asked;

DN

7t I MO MOR

In the Torah there is no such concept that a woman is
forbidden to one person, but permitted to another, but
rather

555 IOR NORN

595 M I

She is either forbidden to all, or permitted to all,
M2 7 PRY NTN5 R

The Gemara says

RPN

This challenge can be refuted, because
WR NWNR

I I Y MOR

A married woman is forbidden to all, but permitted to her

husband.

3,

Y 12 YHR 27 asked;

The Pasuk states

M0 990 15 a0

The word mn»> teaches

nr251wa nMon TaT

A Gett must completely sever the relationship of the
husband and wife, while here she is still bound to him
regarding 1507

M2 7 PRY DTS R

To this X171 said

RIPD 7 PRI

ROPO 7 WHT Y 12 MYOR 27T 115
This challenge can indeed not be refuted.

2
"!ban o 1) asked;
1980 197N
20T AmmM NTH NOXR
955 MOR MOXRN
995 9 ammMm

A5 3 /f,éé /)9/1///.’5)

This challenge can be refuted
because

VIR WX
DT MM N NOXR

3

M )2 VORI asked;

TIIP™2 D80 89 =5

y',a/j'p NIDOD 202

While here she iy still bound to him re?ar/m?/ j/é 7
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N0 DT PRY NTNH RN

To this N2 said
RJ7D 119 MR N
Y 12 TYOR 2T 125
NDYD Y NHT
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R2pY 27 asked; 4
PN 1 TR IRWI 1 957w 10
AWINIIR AOPIRDN O3 70 P N2pY 12 asked;

If the divorcee would marry someone else and have
children, and then become widowed or divorced;
PHY ORIV MY NRWN 7TV

DR 12 02 VI RIPIRD

PN N TNRD NIRW 1T NIONW 1N
NWIINI IR NHNIRNN D222 09 P

If she then marries *n59, the Gett becomes void retroac-

tively, and her children from the second husband are 1’53’ NI0RIY n.(l? nxRWM n-rD)n
oo because she was then still a wr nwx of her first 7D71~(DD N712) I?D: VI XN Rb
husband. )

I 7 PRY N0 R A2 D /,)A,g 53, /\///:D

The Gemara says

RIPVO N

This challenge too can be refuted, because
2011 RY 11 RPOYYTORIN IO

PRING 7Y RVPP RY RDYT

DM 7121 H02 VI RIPY

The same issue exists in all other conditions that are 201N NI) M) ND")"{ INRIN nb]::
attached to a Gett. She should not remarry out of the

above concern. Since, we do allow a divorcee to marry n’N]ﬂ'D n’b RD”PD Rb ND'?T
02ITHN 1121 DV VI RN

even if there is a *Rin, it must be that this is not a concern.
. It must be that this i not a concern

i
eskel .
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R2pY 17 asked another question;

1719 POV ORIV TP 0

[ RbYornBalal]

If 'n5o was a Kohen, and her husband died

19IR TIPOR NREPI RS

DR 57 Y3 W

Regarding '15o she is now considered only a widow who
is 1759 7, while to all others she is considered a
divorcee, and for this reason she is 770K even to 3159,
because the Pasuk states

MR R TWRD W TOR)

TR ROR TWIANI K2 17798

AN 10 12003

Even if she was only divorced from her husband, she is
disqualified to a Kohen. Therefore,

Vo

op R 0 T

72w PO 73 S2wa 70N

Ifregarding the lenient Issur 7w, which is merely *an
MR, she is considered a nwiva to "n%o only because she is a
7w to all others;

W3 R 1IN0 RV WR TR

Then regarding the stringent Issur v’X nwR, which is 271
mnw, she is certainly considered a WX nwx to all others,
because she is a vk nwR regarding *159,

mMNMI2 M PRY DT R

The Gemara says

RIPVO I

This m 5p can be refuted, because

IRW NP0 MOR

The Issur of a Kohen is more stringent than v’k nwy, since
they were given additional Mitzvos.

DafHachaim.org

5

NP 1)
asked another question;
N3 15V NIORIW NT NPNW 1IN
W20N NN
198K NINHR NRNNI XD
07X 92 S8R DO
Regarding /5 she it now considered
e%oZI;Z/{M/m who i ﬁ)o/y)///
and /w thiss reason she iy sjof even ty j/é
because the Pasuk states
e X5 A ST SN
NNN 1P NHYDDI NWIRND RIR NWIANI R 197DR

NP RNW NV N
52V NMOR
N2W PP TN

WIR NOR p
NN NXNY S5,
W R

e /ftf /)9/‘//,{'3)

NRWY NN MO

Issur of a Kohen is more stringent than W’N NWN
since they were given additional Mitzvos
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6.

YW 17 said to these four Tannaim

AP IR MIRT DR PV PR

One cannot challenge the lion, 775 27, after his death,
because as Rashi explains;

D”p DR

n2wn 0% M RDW

He might have had an answer.

As the Gemara explains YW1 *11 also had a challenge to
15X *217's opinion;

The Pasuk states

MAVR VR AP Y

Referring to her first Kiddushin;

And after he gives her a Gett, the Pasuk states

IR WRY A 795 I RSN

Referring to her second Kiddushin; therefore

IV NONTIR WP

AR P DTS

There is a wj’n of her status before her second marriage to
that of before her first marriage;

ANWNRI I DTIP ID

RIIAR VPRI RTIR ROT

IV NTIR R

RYIIR WPRIRTIR KT

Just as before her first marriage she was not bound to
anyone, so too, after her Gett, before her second marriage
she cannot be bound to anyone.
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6

LW 12) said to these four Tannaim
NN INRY IRN DR PWN PR
Because as Rushis explaing;
oMp OO P
OIED ©O5 M HHE

Wgema/m/%d%m
YO+ 155 alho /m/waéa%nﬁ@fo 7)0/',@ 22"y gpinion

mﬁj er/w/ givey her  (felt;
=2 w:w: NS

PN ﬂp* »
"5 SR
2 ring to her
%/ei‘”ﬁ//m

i Rl S

Reflerring tv her

1Y NN MNP WIPN
NNVWRI NN ’D'n')'a
NNWRI NNN ’rfnv n
R1INR WX m’m NHT
W MN MNP IR
R1INXR WX m’m NHT
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The Gemara goes on to ask

PRI NI PO NYI

TN IWR DR IO NWR DR R 077

If a person divorces his wife and tells her, today you are
NOT my wife, but tomorrow you ARE my wife; in other
words, he divorces her for one day; is she divorced or not?
7YHR 179N

1275 YN

The question can be asked according to both 71°5x *a7 and
the 1127,

J|YOHR 2 VN

Do we say 715X '27 agrees that she is not divorced,
because only regarding *15on pin does he say she is
divorced, because

MW RPT IRDST

DOWY W RP

She was released to those others forever. However, in this
case she is released for only one day.

OR

NIV KD

Even in this case she is divorced, because a Gett with a
v is valid.

b vn

Do we say the 1127 agree that she is divorced, because only
regarding "n>om yin is she not divorced because

M3 PPN APOO RYT

She was not completely severed from her husband
regarding "nbo. However, in this case

poo NPOOT D

For that one day she is completely severed from him.

OR

NIV RS

Even in this case she is not divorced, because a Gett with a
7w is not valid.

The Gemara concludes

132795 72 05K 7275 P2 RI200D

P0D IPOOT 1

Once their relationship is severed, it remains severed
forever, and the "Rin is void.
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The Gemara goes on to ask..

WD) P 2 DYN LD
MMWR NN 'R DN
290D NWKR NR NN

TYIHR 17H YN
127%°92N

ITVIOR 1279 YN

She is not divorced RV KXY

Only regard. //éM/) Fven in thiy case
ﬂ[y @ :Z;{ce/ she iy divorced
7L p ol 4p3 /)gﬁ/g because w ettt with a 40
However, in thiy case @ vake
she iy released

%W 07&%/ one /ﬂy/

11275 °y2n

She is divorced RV KXY

Lvew in thiy case
she iy not dworced

because w ettt with a 40
i ot valid,

Onlly regarding /oy fin
skt duot bocasser 2
/w/ﬁ)jw 2Pod 3
However, in thiy case
5)/)0& 5)/')009 //o

The Gemara concludes

R72N0N
13295 12 TYOR 1270 P2
NPOD NPODT 17D
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