3p A7 A

"

Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 2”p 97 of mn2’ nooN

The topics we will learn about include; J ” J

The type of shoe required for Chalitzah

- Made with Made with
A shoe made with soft leather hard leather SOft leather
5710

A shoe made with hard leather.

The Machlokes of n>nnob Svin

The Machlokes of
n2NN3% SvIn

The question whether the primary obligation of Chalitzah
. is to remove his shoe -
OR - to reveal his foot

Whether the primary obligation
of Chalitzah is to

REMOVE HIS SHOE

orto

REVEAL HIS FOOT
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. So let's review

The Mishnah in the previous Daf continues:
W3 NN HYana nxon

A Cf}flalitzahglat was performed using a Sy, a soft shoe, sQSQDJ&: ‘7”:?:: nx‘,n
1s eftective. However,
AMDD ANLON WS Rngon

7100 NNRHN RY0INA

A Chalitzah that was performed using a X508, compara-

ble to a sock, is NOT effective. COWMZ& ty @ sock j%f shoe
W 2pY Y Ww STI02

A Chalitzah that was performed using a 5730, a harder
shoe, whose 1py, sole, is intact, is effective. However,

. 2T
5109 2pY 15 PRV

Ifthe sole is missing, the Chalitzah is NOT effective. :Pv 1‘7 Iqxrzn :Pv 1‘7 /oAl

pla) W
The sole iy missing The sole iy intact

yé/\/

The Gemara addresses Svam 5730:
Regarding 5710, both 9o 271 7127 said in the name of Rav; sv:n‘ sﬂlo
57302 P3O PR TR POR R DR
1 PYPIY PR

. 57102 DY W 120w ‘5710
If Eliyahu Hanavi were to state that Chalitzah cannot be )
performed using a 5730, his statement would NOT be 40/’ o 9 30
accepted, because it is already customary to use a 5710, érufﬁ&nam&%»@w;

IR NHOR R DX
97102 PXON PR
19 PYNMWY PR
97102 DYN 1N 12DV
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Regarding Hvin, they have a Machlokes;

29 99K RI779 27 IR 727 IR

WORMITPOR KT DR

SYIna PN

Yy

If Eliyahu Hanavi were to state that Chalitzah CAN be
performed with a Svan, his statement would be accepted.
This indicates that until then

N5 1>nnab Sy

We do not use a 11N> Syan.

Of course, 17w 721773, as taught in the Mishnah

27 R RITID 27 MR GOV 2N

MRNITHR RT? DR

533 PIOIN PR

Y Py

If Eliyahu Hanavi were to state that Chalitzah CANNOT
be performed with a Sy, his statement would be
accepted.

This indicates that until then we do use a n>nna5 S,
The Gemara cites a Braisa in which we also find this
Machlokes whether we use a 7>nna% Sy

The reason of the opinion that we do not use a Svin
a>rnnoYisa

[imn i a R UP!

VO SV OIWN

510 73 DIWN DI R

Because of a torn v, or halfa Sy,

Which is 72072 5109, because it’s not considered a shoe at
all

This 77 applies only to a 5va, which is a made of soft
leather, and can be worn even when torn. Therefore,
Chazal prohibited the use of any type of 1>1n>5 Svin, to
prevent one from using a VO SV,

However, this 771 does not apply to a 5730, which is made
of hard leather, and cannot be worn when torn.

The Gemara proceeds to teach 3 rulings of 27 X 777 27,
for which it gives a o
5TI0 1 1IN

23 IMR AT 27 IOR

Tai’phlonilsRish]

2PYN AN NP1

Chalitzah is effective in permitting the Yevama to
remarry even if she only removed the shoe from the
majority of his heel, even though the shoe still covers the
rest of his foot.

Dedicated By:
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:5van

40/' 2 DRV Y=

22 P AR 20 e
MR INOR R OR
V102 PROIN PR
12 PYNMY

22 P AP 20 M
MR IR R OR
V102 PNON
12 PYNMY

Until then Until then

nYMnNoY Yy N NnoY Yyan
NIwd )

N7 AT
Gorp Jpp 1y
w &
S 2 pry

3 rulings of 27 MR NN 27
9710 N2> NINN :P0

1

270X NTIN? 27 MR

P10V N2 NINN

27V 2171 NVMDW2

Chalitzah is effective
even if she only removed the shoe
from the majority of his heel
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The Gemara asks from a Braisa which states

57301 53 MR 1IN

If the laces of the 57301 Sy were already untied before the
Yevama removed it;

519 T VPV IR

Or the Yavam removed the shoe from the majority of his
foot, and the Yevama removed the shoe from the remain-
ing part of his foot.

15090 ANxX°5n

The Chalitzah is NOT effective.

The Gemara points out that it seems that

79109 NN RIN VPV

It is because HE removed the shoe that the Chalitzah is
NOT effective - But,

TIWI INRHN R ODY

If SHE removes the shoe from the majority of his foot, the
Chalitzah IS effective.

However, the Braisa uses the term %377 213, which implies
PR M

X5 PR 27

Chalitzah requires the shoe to be removed from the
majority of the foot, and removal from the majority of the
heel is not sufficient.

The Gemara answers;

)

Sy anurn

PYN AN

5337217 779 13 'RPR)

O1T POV RYIIT R K917

Actually, 2pyn 21 IS sufficient, because 2pyn a1 is
considered 5377 217, the majority of the foot, since most of
the person’s weight is supported by the heel.

DafHachaim.org

e

AN’
5301 Spas NYS 1IN
b 219 B N
M908 mnehn

D900 NNNYHN RN VHY
NIWO NNNON RN NLVNWY

//,Z,’ /673) A/?
,!:/,:/')}/7) /2

R9
9290 217 110
2PYN 217 11N

ﬁos) o2 D7/ 19D Ay
/
onz B)'i AY2o> t%,/é[??
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Regarding untying the shoelaces, 'xy "7 elaborates;

R ORWI RN PN 72

RITTOPWI R 7PN P2

19709 An¥Hn

N7 OPWN R PINY TY

The Yevamah must do both acts - SHE must untie the
laces, AND SHE must remove the shoe. If the Yavam did
one of these acts, the Chalitzah is NOT effective.

Ry 7 asks;

W INnYIP

1NN

Ifinstead of removing the shoe, the Yevama tore or
burned the shoe off his foot;

JPYIRYID M

RN

Is the primary requirement of Chalitzah to REVEAL his
foot - which in this case HAS been achieved - therefore,
these Chalitzos ARE effective?

12 nx5n REYT IR

R

OR, the primary requirement of Chalitzah is to REMOVE
the shoe - which in this case has NOT been achieved -
therefore, these Chalitzos are NOT effective?

N

The question remains unresolved.

N1 727 poses the same question in reverse, in a different
situation:

723 5P 7 HYIn W

The Yavam is wearing two shoes, one above the other.

The Gemara explains

RO RPYRYDYY PNoSwT

Removing the outer shoe, while the inner shoe remains, is
not a question - It’s certainly Posul, because the Pasuk
states;

1937501 1591 735

She removes his shoe from above his foot

017 501 R

The outer shoe is above the inner shoe, which is above his
foot.

DafHachaim.org

Regarding untying the shoelaces

::,!.7' g)
NNNWY P2 RN PNAW P2
R1N VPWI RN R NOVPW

N0 NNNMHN
R VNV RN PHNY TY

NN INNYIP
2170 INNDIW

RNOT IR RVYID MH)
1V NN 4 1°V2
R RIRM

DY) DD
poses fﬁah/fw/%«ufwm

ww reverie:

17215V DT DMHYIN Y

Removing the outer shoe, 897V N NDHYWT
while the inner shoe remains RN IR

[s certainly Posul

1549 L 15ps 5ebm
Sprs gt 45
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The question is;

RYVH PIVIT

RNNY PNoSW)

ROD NP

She tore the outer shoe, and removed the inner shoe
entirely, while the outer shoe remained on his foot.

Y nsn

RYR R

Is the primary requirement of Chalitzah to REMOVE the
shoe - which in this case HAS been achieved - therefore,
this Chalitzah IS effective?

192 RYI2 M9 RST IR

Ry

OR, the primary requirement of Chalitzah is to REVEAL
his foot - which in this case has NOT been achieved -
therefore, this Chalitzah is NOT effective?

The Gemara next cites the second teaching of IR 717 27
M

29X AT 27 IR

PRRA AT DY

PR TARY ROPS MmN

A Yevama who grew up with the brothers, the Yevamim,
is permitted for Yibum.

0 TARD T30 135N ROW POVIN PRI

We are not concerned that she may have once removed
one of the brother’s shoes, which would be an inadvertent
Chalitzah.

The Gemara points out;

PO PIA R

This implies that if we know that she once did remove his
shoe, although there were no intentions for Chalitzah, the
Chalitzah is effective, and she is then forbidden to marry
any one of the brothers, because of

maRSw

RO MW

Once one brother did Chalitzah with one of the Yevamos,
neither he nor his brothers may marry the Y evamah or
any of the other wives.

The Gemara asks from a Braisa which states

N7 AINONI RO NI MoNIV P21

N7 M0n] R X7 MOMIw =

109 Anx'hn

TARD DPIW IOV TY

Both must have intention for the purpose of Chalitzah.
If so, even jpw»n RS 11N

DafHachaim.org

She tore the outer shoe, 15799 N NYINT

and removed the inner shoe entirely, 8NN N*NDHW)

while the outer shoe remained XY IR

RNHT IR nNHYN
PYaxRYPM9 2 Y2
R RIR XM

p

PNRN 12 NTINW NN
PIRN 1N TR RWDH NIMN
éa >2h Al /,gg//; Vi
Vo L

TN RN
10N

Because g
DYAY kﬂ/@ DA ,&’é W

e

Y e
YT MINENI XY NI o 10
17T 1NN) 89 N e 1
M908 [NYon
TN DI ANSNNE Y

Z%w, even yn
?/1@//) ,é’/
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The Gemara offers two answers

-1-

POWIN PR means

I ROV POVIN PRIPINT IR

Even if she was seen removing his shoe, there is no
concern that they had intentions for Chalitzah. Therefore,
she is permitted for Yibum.

-2-

ROYY "INWRS 0 I

7> is only required for the Chalitzah to be effective in
allowing the Yevama to remarry. However,

RY0OD PR

A Chalitzah even without nm> IS effective in
disqualifying her for Yibum.

The third teaching of 27 X 7177 27;
27 IDR AT 27 IR

12 P39M PR INWoa MoNn STI0

WNN POVIRT MRV

This teaches that the shoe of Chalitzah must be of leather.

DafHachaim.org

1
/féé//)/ft meand:
1TAT 27 YR
111D XYW PYWIN PR

2

I >
RNYYH PMINWIRY
HOW@U@?,
R20DM PNRD

3

27 KR NTIN? 27 DX

1NWD2 NONN HTI0
12 PN PR

Y4
P -,/me
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The Gemara continues with X375 27 explaining that the
word Chalitzah means 95w, to remove, as the Pasuk
states;

VAT 12 TOR O3RN IR 1RO

They shall remove the stones with the v31. So too, the
Pasuk

1937501 1503 N5m

Means that she shall remove his shoe from his foot;

NRTNRON)

The Gemara cites several Pesukim in which the word
nx°5m means to prepare and support - which in our case
would mean to put the shoe onto his foot - and concludes;
Y27 VWM I YWD

The word Chalitzah can take on both meanings. However,
the words 1927 5v1> mean FROM his foot. Therefore,

1937 501 1591 185

Must mean that she shall REMOVE his shoe from his foot

The Gemara continues explaining the Mishnah which
taught;

79100 ANON RYOINI

A Chalitzah that was performed using a X>01r, compara-
ble to a sock, is NOT effective, because it's not considered
a shoe.

The Gemara cites a Braisa regarding W92 ov;

112570 R RS 0181 57301 Y TR

One may not walk in a X>’93% on Yom Kippur.
Apparently, it IS considered a shoe?

RWP R K27 DR

M YW RDOIND IND

73250 ROINT IR

It depends whether it's made of leather or cloth.

DafHachaim.org

RO I
WW/DR"?TI means:

AT 10 1)
XN I P
Prepare and support
7o put the shoe
oniy Aw/ooz‘

D2 5aNS N w&”vm
pis fg N

Several 1208 e
Pesukim 12im 1:})7:

90 YHWNI 9N YRV
However, the words Toin 1:1)7:
mean FROM his foot
77&67‘ Ve,
Yoin L 1ops s
Must mean BEMOVE Mi/w&ﬁmu é«}y/oof

Comparable to a sock Moo mnEhm NOBING

A2
Regarding o2 D»

NYO'BINY O30 Hyan TmN
1712 i 85

S 4
it IS considered a shoe?

MY HW RHIDIRD RO
7322 YW R*9DIR2 XD
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‘ The Gemara then cites a Braisa which discusses many
Halachos of Chalitzah, among which it teaches;

77w ANX'5N YORPR 22 NE5N N2,

A wooden foot of an amputee is valid for Chalitzah =

according to TR 17 who considers it a shoe as he rules; vmﬁpn :P: nxsn

1DW 372 R2Y PO, an amputee may wear it on Shabbos.
Rebbe Meir holds that the shoe of Chalitzah does not have "‘7

to be leather. However, he agrees that 732 5w X'»0ix is N1W: nng n
NOT valid for Chalitzah, because,
PR ORM PN

The vvpn ap protects the foot, but a 731 5w R>01x does
not protect the foot.

/fccor/m7 t0 24N 757

The Gemara in the next Daf continues to explain the who co MA«M/@V v it @ shoer

Mishnah.
o 2p3 NXY P

However,
i NOT valid /ar Cﬁaﬁ‘z}aﬁ
because, e 1 ED1 frp 4D

wp |
NPT
Yecheskel
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