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Intro

The Gemara will give another two answers to the
question why the Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek
listed only 15 cases, and omitted a 16th case which
apparently could have been included in our Mishnah?

Some of the key topics and concepts that we will learn
about include:

) Rp RY RO

The Mishnabh lists only scenarios that can occur according
to all opinions, but not those that can occur only according
to one opinion.

mnPad2”P PooIn PUITP PR

A marriage to an Ervah for which one is n15 27 is not
valid. The Kidushin does not take effect. However,
IRD 12713 POOIN PYITR

A marriage which is only an > 7o'R IS valid. The
Kidushin does take effect.

M2 RY W 732 ROW 1D
Once a Yavam performed Chalitzah and did not take his
Yevamabh in Yibum, he cannot then take her in marriage.

WY R RS IR DR

The wife of a brother who passed away before the b1’ was
born, is one of the 15 MY exempted from the Mitzva of
0127, The nR NWR MO°R, is only waived for a brother that
was alive when the other brother passed away, as the
Gemara learns from the Posuk

I MR 12w 73, only brothers that have 0Ywa nnx naw’ -
who lived together at the same time.
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Two Answers
why our Mishnah listed 15 cases
but omitted a 16th case
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So let's review.....

The Gemara continues to answer the following question
asked on R"Y © qT:

25 H'R

"0 39170 INT RPRORD

The Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek should have
listed a 16th case, that of

IR NONR MR, as follows?

Ruvain was born out-of-wedlock. His brother Shimon
married this woman, since she’s not mx. Should Shimon
die without children, Ruvain cannot be Me'Y abem
because of xR M.

To which Rebbe answered;

PIR DOUR DN

RO 13279 7T 2297 RN

) R RY RNNHO

The Mishnabh lists only scenarios that can occur according
to all opinions.

IR NOIR MR can only occur according to the 13127 who
hold that »ax noux is

2. One may marry a woman with whom his father had
an out-of-wedlock relationship. However, according to 17
A7 who holds that rax nonx is Mox, Shimon could not
have married her in the first place.

The Gemara now gives a second answer.

PR NONR R

m> nnowH K712

1> nnownp R Nana

On the previous Daf xn 7 explained that the case
mentioned in the Mishnah at the beginning of the third
Perek can occur with any one of the my mwy wnn
mentioned in the first Mishnah, and contains two compo-
nents;

-1- AR °nw - The two M»2’ are sisters.
-2- 5 DImn Y IMORA
MO DIMD MY IMORM
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From the previous 97...

vah nb S
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that of
MR
172X NOIR

an out o -wedlock
ra/%)é%éx/}

Rebbe answered...

1A NOUN AN
NYT 1329 AT 209 NAN9D

A a9 1329
/',o,é/)?///.’ 7% /',o/.’/)?y;é’ o

2/0f 2N
to the man'’s som to the man'’s son

The Gemara now gives a second answer
M9 NS NTN3 - 13N NDWN 1N

% ARownap 89 NN
On the previous Daf..

A7  Yp fof A2 W DZ/D’ P2 IMET
1113 NP N 9193

&N "1 explained that each case
of our mishna has 2 componenets

1 p
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. The scenario of Par nouR MR would be as follows:

:ﬁ:ﬁv was DIRD two woman X1 57, which produced n5 Th e scenario of...\’ :g noux vbs

YW1 12187 then married 78> 517, and died childless.
Levy cannot be MeYabem Rochel, because she’s 1mx, his
mother, but Yehuda can.

Y ehuda cannot be MeYabem Leah, because she’s mx, his
mother, but Levy can.

However, if i8> 5n are sisters both Levy and Yehuda

cannot be MeY abem either one, because one is 10X, and

the other is R MINR.

Since 1ar nonR MR cannot be illustrated with both
. components, the Mishnah does not list it.

A third answer;

The Mishnah does not list Par nouR MR, because .
PAR NOINA JORT N7 77 27 PHInm A thlrd answetr...

Our Mishnah follows the opinion of Rebbe Yehuda that N AT AN I’n’:n}:
IR nouR is forbidden, and the brother could not have VAN NDBNS ONT

married her in the first place.

AT 29 1329
1A oyl B 1A NOYE

2ot 2N
1y the man’s son 1o the man’s son

wn

NPT
Vedlesl;el
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However, Levy taught the following Braisa which
differentiates between

AR DRIWI MR, And,

PIR NONR DR

Shimon married Ruvain’s mother.

If she was previously married to Yakov, Shimon’s
marriage is not valid, because she is P28 nwR, and

POOIN PUITR PR

mn>°17n2

The Kidushin does not take effect. Therefore, there is no
Yibum.

However, if she was not previously married to Yakov,
Shimon’s marriage IS valid, because she is merely nonux
1aR, and although, according to Rebbe Yehuda he is
forbidden to marry her, however, if he did

POOIN PR

RS 727

The Kidushin DOES take effect. Therefore, there IS
Yibum, But Ruvain cannot be Meyabem because she’s
N,

The Mishnah however, did not mention this case, because
NP RYRT

The Mishnah does not discuss a marriage of Issur, if they
nevertheless married.

The Gemara goes on and cites a Machlokes in the
following case:

A man died, leaving two or more wives for Yibum to two
or more brothers.

TOTR N INNY PO IR

One brother performed nx'>n and then married her.

099 X5 5P 277 PR RIS MR

Although he is 710K to marry her, he is not N> 27m,
because, the NX NWR TR was removed for the b2’ and
2’ who perform Yibum or Chalitzah, and remains so.
However, there is a new 1X> Wo°R from the Posuk

12’ RS TR

maR>w

12’ RS W

Once he did not take her in Yibum, he cannot take her in
marriage.

NI ARMA 5 PR PART

However, if one of the other brothers married her, they
would be n15 27m, because

MR HRTI PIR

Regarding the brothers, the X NWKR 71O°X remains.
Similarly,

172 787 5Y P20 DARA P RIA P IR0 Y

If after performing Chalitzah, he or one of the brothers
married one of the other wives they would be n1>27m,
because regarding the other wives, the NX NWR NOR
remains even for the Yavam.

DafHachaim.org

However, Levy taught the following Braisa
which differentiates...

MK MR
NONR nRIw)
12N 2R

oL, [ ,é/;v/') 4 ~
22 PR

/ el on>

Wefw&, there 7S yaéww
But Ruvain cannot be meyaéem
because she iy his mother!

However, our Mishnah
does not discuss a marriage of Issur

XY
nav

2PY 2 N
=Raktaiia 290N N
mYon 5y mYone Sy
nas AR

However, there iy

a new //.’/7/0',6 %

miz NS N
Y &/ )0 - Yo 3 o

MV AR 1IN
the

P NG /ot
remaing

Similarly,
mn oY
DTN '3 XY D
N3 xR op pavn
The ptrll ot remaing even %ar the Yavam
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. PARA PRI P2 IR AP 22N
179 7787 5Y R 19D 731577 Y RY P71 IR AN 13 2

In all of the above cases no one is N2 27, ) \ 1y

Since at the outset any brother was permitted to perform i NN~ I 21N T =

Yibum with any one of the Yevomos, the nX nwx moR n2 ﬂ‘.’\‘?ﬂﬂ ‘71’ N" ]’:"’ﬂ }J’R

was removed, and remains so from all of them, because e =Nz iai sv N")\
ieliahdiatiy The et ot was removed

' l | '

The Yavam and Yevamah did Yibum or Chalitzah on and remainy so from bl of them
behalf of the others - And the new 185 o'R of 112’ RS W

applies to all of them. NP TN NPIYOR? TN

na2APP 7NXT TAPP 2NINT

The Gemara continues:

Inacase of

NI YT WM NP Yonn DY TP mr::w‘a r‘nnn latali

This brother who married the Y evamah after Chalitzah PN na?
died, and she falls to the other brothers for Chalitzah - ) I?

According to wpb v, she is 109, because to the Prx she ]

is M2 277, she's an Ervah of iR nwx from the first

brother who died earlier.

According to 1307 °19, she is 271 in Chalitzah, because
. she’s not an Ervah of nx nwr, merely 118> *27n because of

12’ RS 2w. Indeed, they cannot do Yibum, but must do s

P4
Seaeeeo=="" NN

Chalitzah.
The Gemara proceeds to cite two relevant Braisos:

: "y Y ,
The first Braisa seems to support j37v 27 T:m =3 v Pb A
P AT MNP YoInn 277 7VD
PIIRT I 7%°57 71978 in Chalitzah from Yibum
15’11;6‘:7 fequlres Chalitzah - Apparently, because she’s *2°n she’s not an she’s an Ervah
The second Braisa seems to support w’ph w»: Ervah of DN pwR of PR PWN from
IO PARA D TAR TOY merely IRb 2D the first brother
o Y Y PR of N2 b W

The Kidushin did not take effect - Apparently because
she’'s mn»™>°27m?
Wk YT PN I nN Ty
The Gemara offers three answers: ey nwﬂpﬁ - nw'lpﬁ
mRon oMy Wop 19 N
N 1 Ny
Apparentt Apparent
AWMZZ g% éWMZZJ/
]"IRb 277 mn’d 22"N
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nww 27 reconciles both Braisos like j3m1 »27:

The first Braisa is indeed like 1317 °29, with the second
Braisa follows the opinion of

IORT RIPY 27

IRD 72712 PO PUITR PR

"R 17 reconciles both Braisos like wpb v

The second Braisa is indeed like wpb w9, and is referring
to 07511 IR, a standard case of brothers who were 1512
ofthe n», and to them the Yevamah is mn»>°37n. The
first Braisa is referring to o751 prx, brothers who were
born after Yibum, and follows the opinion of py»w »17 that
91 910251 027 is not considered 512 7 RYW AR NWR.
Therefore, in this case as well, she’s not an Ervah of nwr
nR from the first brother.

Ry reconciles both Braisos like j3mv 727

The first Braisa is indeed like 1377 *29, and is referring to
D797 PPN, a standard case of brothers who were m5va of
the n», and to them the Yevamah is 11x5 *a7n. The second
Braisa is referring to @71 prx, brothers who were born
after Yibum, and follows the opinion of the 13127 that 01
T 137 IS considered w1 i X5w AR nwR. There-
fore, in this case as well, she IS an Ervah of nx nwx from
the first brother.

DafHachaim.org
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mRon Moy

PPN I AN Y
)
Yop 119 1N

PR Yy

Rav Sheshes reconciles both Braisos like jam» 727
The second Brm/o%m/
X2'PY *29
1PODIN PWOITP PR
IR 22712

Rav Ashi reconciles both Braisos like w'p% w7
W/«'mz‘ Braisa The second Braisa
7% %f@fﬂ'ﬂy fo 7% r%errm?/ fo
D790 PR 791N PR
and follows
npee 139
791 Mo2M Da»
& not considered
PIR NOR
MNY2 NN RO
She is not an Ervah of DR DWN
from the first brother

Ravina reconciles both Braisos like 301 727
The %Z/ML Braisa The second Braisa
7% r%errm;/ fo % r%ern’ngz (7
D>7ON PR DTN PR
the Yevamahy iy and /o%wy the
IR 227N 1329
791 MO2M Da»

IS considered
ROW PNXR NWKR
MMY2 NN

She IS an Ervah of DR NWN
from the first brother
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