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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn X’ 97 of Mesechte Yevamos.

The Gemara continues the discussion of the Machlokes of
wpb W Py 117 whether the Nk TWR 0K remains
regarding the other pnx and the other mAxs:

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

712 NN IR 172

DN1'2A7N PN

The Yavam may be Meyabem only one Y evamah, not
two Yevamos. This nwp 55om 8277185 applies to the other
brothers as well in that after Yibum, another brother may
not be Meyabem another Yevama.

D7 NPIRS 1OV 1o TR

A woman who got married by a ruling of Beis Din based
on testimony that her husband died, and it turns out that
he's alive. This is a lengthy Sugya in the tenth Perek, cited
in our Dafregarding Yibum.

DWW D
One may not remarry his divorced wife if she had in the
interim been married to another man.
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. So let's review.....

After completing the three answers to reconcile the two
apparently contradicting Braisos according to either R’
Y ochanan or Resh Lakish - see our Review of the

On the previous 9T...

WMRO PO PANT I AN Y

previous Daf - the Gemara gives another case where their ne nw.‘P1 nm nw."”
Machlokes applies. mRon My Yoy 1% 18
The scenario is the same as before - A man died, leaving Twngn ]?3 nﬁ:

two or more wives for Yibum to two or more brothers:

T 5Y K37 Apparent %/ Apparent %/
AN 5Y PRRT 0 TR X2 because she's because she's
One brother performed 012 and another brother then ]’n('; 997 NI 12N
married the Tzarah.

According to v’p5 v, he would be n15 27, because
regarding the brothers, the X NWX MO’R remains.
According to 1377 29, he is w1 721, as Rashi explains, ’,lb
1112 R TIR 172

DN2'2 N2 PRI

WY MUY 5591 R IR
He can only be Meyabem one Y evamah, not two
Y evamos.
271N
l N0
P9 L
she’s an Ervah jam® 29
of DR PR from she’s not an
the first brother ~ Ervahof DR pwN
merely IND 220D
of N> R 2w
The Gemara goes on to another Halachah: .39 AN T 99 mN

OR 7010 DA% 27 IR AT 27 IDKR
The Yavam may not be Meyabem a 710, nor her i1z, nﬂnox nm‘a nﬂg
because,

DIY3 72 2200 IRMY

Regarding Sotah the Torah uses a term of IR in the
Posuk

IRPOVI R 7IN0N

As it does regarding m»p where it says

5K 591 110N O,
Rashi adds; e "
AOM 0 R 0O NIRRT NOR 573037
A Sotah has the Halachah of an Ervah even to the extent DVID./  HNEbE N
that they are exempt from Chalitzah.
DMPD DN PO
DIND 11 9H RV
. N2 2'ND
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However, the Gemara issues two qualifiers:

ONE -

This Halachah applies only to

RN?IRT 7010, where she was a 7. It does not apply to
131277 "Y1, where she was an ©1IN, as in the case of

D7 NP5 15V ON0 TR

She got married by a ruling of Beis Din based on

TWO QUALIFIERS

|
/}/ap&woniy f... nor. ..

testimony that her husband died, and it turns out that he’s
alive. If he then dies childless, she and her Tzarah would
be obligated in Yibum or Chalitzah. See Rashi who cites a
Machlokes in the Sugya there.

RNNRT NVID 19297 NVID
Where she Where she
was a

was a DIOIN

Avim. ..
oY 1o mwNn

o Pvnb
She married by
ruling of pT M2,
and it turns out
that he’s alive
Z//mfhm dies childless,
she and her 922
would be aé@afe/ i
. Yibwrn or CM’JZMI/

TWO - This Halachah applies only to
'RT1 7010, where she certainly sinned. It does not apply to
o0 nu1o, where she merely secluded herself. In that case,

nrann R nsHn: She's forbidden in Yibum, but requires /}W’ Onafy ... nor. ..
Chalitzah. NnLVID NVID

W) pDo

NN Ll r2n
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The Gemara next asks a similar Shailah:

N NOIWN INWIM PIN

N NNIR

In order to explain this question the Gemara cites a
Machlokes in the interpretation of the Posuk regarding
MW PID:

IR WRS AP 195 1020 FIRR)

MW TOR PORIT OV IV RS

AWK 15 b Annpb 2wH

ARPOIT TOR MR

sl

One may not remarry his divorced wife if she had in the
interim been married.

From the words IRpOIT WK AR

79771200y 17 learns

TMOR PRIV N

DI POITRA I

mw PNy is only MON if she was married to the second
husband - but is 7m» if she was only betrothed to him.
The o'1om, on the other hand, derive from 90X WR> M
AMOR T NN DNR

Even po1vNi 2 is MOR.

Therefore, TPV WK *INN is superfluous to MW 7D,
and rather comes to teach regarding nvio, that there is a 18>
for the husband to stay married with a nv10 once she
strayed.

So, we have a Machlokes whether iRpPUIN TWR *INX refers
t0 INWII) PINM, or to VI

Now, back to the Shailah:

DM NOIIWN DWW PINNN

1IN NN

If he was w1 971 and he then dies childless, is there
Yibum?
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1T NNR PRIVMIN N
1T DNXY NIOR
NOR PO1RN N
namn
axnbs PR NN SRt R R
Referring to Referring to
nNVID 1IDWIIA TNN
There iy a//,é’/

Back to the /60
DY DD AR AN
Valatalainlahs

If he was nwnNa PINN...
then dies childless...
is there D)a»?
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The Gemara, at this point, is of the opinion that inwi is
certainly Mox in Yibum. The Gemara later cites a
Machlokes about this.

The question is whether the Tzarah is 77X 1R npa7nN»
nnIN?

The Gemara has two versions of this Shailah:

One -

According to 19° 12 °01 *27 the Tzarah is certainly 7N
n»any, since the phrase IXPVIT IR NN refers to PIH
w1, the reference to Tumah compares her to Ny
where nmnd 7Ny, the Tzarah has the same Halachah as
the Ervah.

The Shailah is according to the oom:

nm2Nn PR, because, although NxpOVIN WK *INR refers to
010,

OO T RIY RIPH PR, and it applies to nwin 1inn as
well? - OR

2 N», because IPYR IPYRT 13, once it was removed
from inwin iy, it does NOT refer to it at all?

Second version -

According to the o1on the Tzarah is certainly nna»nn,
because, IpY'R IpYRT 13, the phrase IRPVIT IR AR does
not refer to w1 TINn.

The Shailah is according to 795 j2 07 123

n»2°n», because, although NRPVIT IWR *INR refers to PN
nw, the words X°71 720n teach;

72VI0 INIR PRI N R

OR,

NI NN PR, because IRHVIT IR NN refers to 1inn
nw, and the words X’ 72vn teach something else;
PN I PRI NAVIN R

The Gemara cites a Mishnah and a Braisa which remain
inconclusive.
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alamilig}a)
PaNNR NN

1NWIIA
CERTAINLY

DN in Yibum

TWO versions of thizs €

PN
NNAx
2

M NN NIR
Althoughv. -

SRmine AR R
Referring to
nOVID
RXD RPN PR
M0WD 1IN

MY PINN

?
nna”»nn
IPYIRT 1D
YR
DOESN'T refer to
MW PTNN
atall?
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1INWIIA PTNN
Compared to n»Hv

NNNd NI
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Regarding mnwi, whether she is n»27nmn AR IR Nn270D,
the Gemara cites two versions of ;3 727:

The first version is as we said earlier;

D RYHP RD ION R

A 5P 1IRT

IOR 1 I3

PW 57 RY 115 MoRa

MW is certainly 2 Nn R, because if she was 71OX to
her husband, she is of course 77O to the Yavam who is in
place of the deceased husband. The Shailah is only
regarding the 793, whether the Kal Vo’Chomer is
extended to the Tzarah in that she is like \nwi?

The second version is;

D RYTPR R NN

IR TS M SR DOR RYT

The Tzarah is certainly n»a»nn, because the Kal
Vo’Chomer does not extend to the Tzarah. The Shaila is
regarding 1w

RS IR M D122 WM 5P DOR )

Whether the Kal Vo'’Chomer overrides the Mitzvah of
Yibum, or The Mitzvah overrides the Kal Vo’Chomer?
The Gemara cites the same Mishnah and Braisa as before
which again remain inconclusive.
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INNI”»NnN INN2»NN NIIR
2 2

Regarding mwna Is the ym bp
A Hp 2o 1 extended to M
789 W MIn Dpra like nwna?

!

The mnJ again
remains INCONCLUSIVE!
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