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Intro
Today we will 7"pa learn 10 97 of Mesechte Yevamos.

The Gemara continues to discuss the Machlokes regard- Maama—r aﬁer Cha]-itz a-h

ing ma nIx:
According to Bais Shamai a mp n33 is 93m» for Yibum.
According to Bais Hillel a my n73 is mox for Yibum.

Some of the key topics and concepts that we will learn : :
e e Action following a
R25 TYH TWTR RO ANYWY TWTR AWK VTR )

The first sanctification was only for as long as Klal nb109 nR :
Yisroel was in the land, and ceased during 512 m5), and a

requiring a new sanctification upon their return. If there is I’ I,

no yIRA NWiTp, there is no VW 21N, to not work the land, > ]

and there no Mitzvah of separating mim>1 mIwYm MixIN n 109 nx n
D”Jv'

The various forms of NX’2
in regard to Yibum and
D) 7 )
® Iy MO
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So let's review

In the previous Daf we learned the Machlokes of Rebbe
and the Chachamim regarding Maamar after Chalitzah.
The Chachamim hold that Maamar after Chalitzah is
always effective, and therefore, requires a vJ.

Rebbi says that it depends:

MYR DV MUTP DX

VI NN NI

If the b2’ intended to give a standard Kiddushin, then it is
effective, and the 72’ needs a v, because

IR 72712 PO PUITP

However,

mp2 owY TR

VI NPT NPIR PR

If he intended to give pwiTp as part of 2, it is not
effective, and the Yavama does not need a v - And the
Gemara gave several explanations.

The last vwo on the previous Daf was that of X273 who
stated that the Machlokes is referring to a case;

PR NP WIRNA Y MORT

The Yavam said, you should become nwmpn to me
through the Zika of Yibum, and the Machlokes is whether
we say P v

Now the Gemara continues with several additional
explanations:

IR RV 19

rwI nxhna

PP NP WIPNN Y IORTOR

17D KT H9T RY RHY 51

Rav Shravya says that they all agree npt v, therefore,
after a valid Chalitzah, which removes the 71, a
subsequent Maamar would not be effective.

N5DMR 19109 1¥°5Na RN

Their Machlokes refers to a case in which Yavam gave a
v3, and subsequently performed nx°5m, followed by TRD.
NIVID AR A0D %°5M 710 I

The Rabbanan hold that an invalid Chalitzah does not
remove the 71 entirely, and therefore a Maamar can be
effective.

NI0ID 12109 AIX°5M 920 W

Rebbe holds that an invalid Chalitzah does remove the
11 entirely, and therefore a Maamar cannot be effective.
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From the previous Dadf..
Machlokes of Rebbe and the Chachamim

Maamar after Chalitzah
2 LPINOS

it depends... is always

noTp nOTP effectige
mn owsv MRk QvwH and requires
VINIMIR PR VINIIR aLvl

the Yemara
e several
%mﬂom

/f@&//) /’gl 97’)
i s
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the Machlokes is referring to a case;
MDY NP % PN D N

2 PN
PN apn e

e £798 >
MM YYOnS
132 AP Y0 WTENM 1D NN
" N9 b 8D NahY s
55" [PIDD MXONa NI

The Yavam first gave & 4,

and f/wwper/cr , /o%we/ é?/ PN

720 IN 720 IN
70D NINON NDDD NNON
NIV N7VID NN

Q2 PN
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Rav Ashi says that they all agree that an invalid Chalitzah
does not remove the np’t entirely.

%501 15N RIN W1 R

Their Machlokes refers to a case in which the Yavam
imposed a stipulation on the nx°5m, that the Chalitzah shall
be effective only after he is a paid a sum of money.

72512 )RIN W 930 D

The Rabbanan hold that one CAN attach stipulations to
Chalitzah. Therefore, since the stipulation prevents the
Chalitzah from taking effect, the 7’1 remains, and a
Maamar can be effective.

7%°5M32 RN PR 920 M

Rebbe holds that one CANNOT attach stipulations to
1%5n. Therefore, the 7351 takes effect and the 1 is
removed, and a Maamar cannot be effective.

7%°5M2 °RIN W ROHY 2137 IR R

Ravina says that they all agree that a valid stipulation
CAN be attached to Chalitzah.

%501 5193 RN ROM

Their Machlokes refers to a case in which the Yavam did
not express both sides of the stipulation. For example, he
did not state that if the money is NOT paid, the nx">n is
void.

5192 R3NPV RY 720 W

The Rabbanan hold that we do not require 5193 °Xin, and
the stipulation is valid and prevents the nx°5n from taking
effect. Therefore, since the 7j>’t remains, a Maamar can be
effective.

5193 K371 1PV 720 I

Rebbe holds that we DO require 93 °Rin, and the
stipulation is NOT valid, and does not prevent the nx°5n
from taking effect. Therefore, since the 7p’t was removed,
a Maamar cannot be effective.

the stipulation is not valid,
and does not prevent the nx2bn

W G >

NIDID FIN 190D 1YYOn 815y 919
All agree that an invalid Chalitzah does
not remove the np’1 entirely

A55mp R NIN B3 NI

That the Chalit; Mé&éu&o o
ﬁ&w%wmoﬂé mm,eyn/%mﬁ
920 1M

NN PR
NNY5N2

920 N
ININ W
nNY5N2

»2 PINOS

W L2

Y9N3 WIN B 8ROy D159

all agree that a valid stipulation
can be attached to Chalitzah

1550 918 NI XM
the Yavam did not express both sides of the stipulation
720 N 720 M

172 1792 RS
5195 *XRIN 5195 *RIN

»2 PNON
the stipulation is valid,
and prevents the nx»bn

from taking effect

Since the g wads removed

@ Waamar cannoit be

from taking effect
Since the D remaing
174 WMW Cﬁll/é&

%Zeoﬁw #@cﬂu&
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The Gemara concludes the Perek by mentioning the end
ofthe Mishnah which presented the argument between
the Tana Kama and Rabbi Nechemiah

The Tana Kama says

D92 7X°5M MR PR

n>nnara

VIHNI P

oA ra

There is no further action required after 7x°5n - And there
is no difference whether the nx°>n was the first, second, or
last action performed.

However;

D123 IR PR 721N R 7982 Y0

In the case of 1N’3, only when it came first is there is no
further action required.

However 91021 p3nR3, if Ix’2 was the second or latter
action performed,

DI IR W

There are requirements for n¥’>n and a L),

P Ao

MY
MMNa N s
93 R PN

MDY PuNa
295 MmN
W& 1774744

/Waa"ﬁan/wé{

PP R oV At

5N AN IS NN
mbyna
D93 [N N

MO PN
295 MmN
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rements

D93 FI89M MR N
mmNa 13
PRIND '3
mMoa P
No /urz%er action
M/rejm're/ a%fer 22/

DM D7

meon AnY s NN
mnna P
PEMNA P
mMoa 2
D93 R PN
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Rabbi Nechamia disagrees and says

IR PR 9102 P2 Y¥HRA PA7ANA PA 50 DARI A2V DNR
oM

7N2 is comparable to nx*5n in that there is no difference
whether the X2 was the first, second, or latter action
performed. In all events there is no further action
required.

The Gemara mentions a third opinion in this Machlokes.
J3M 12°OY RIR says

7%°50 AR YA DNR

78’2 and n¥°5n have the same Halachah

D193 IR PR >N

When they were the first actions performed, there are no
further actions required.

D53 7PINR W2 PO YIHRI

However, if they were only the second or latter action
performed, then further actions are required.

And the Gemara explains the reasons for these opinions.
The Tana Kama holds that m5> nx°a IR v, because,
190 Y RYRT IR

DM P2
A9 KD M3 NS

NANPTY
YD M
91NN NN
mN'S DI
mN'S M

N2 N2

NAMINT
W P
W aware

that Dt

finst

DR
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13 9PN
mN'S DR
mRYOM N

il
RN
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W@V?OM

i aware that

Chalityah
sl

;&7«79 AN

2959 NS AN
because

N2

T RN

1

that awm«'?/uf

/M/ vy DL

o either

Yibunm or

Chalitsah

With nxoa there is a 771 that one might perform v after
either a Yibum or Chalitzah.

PP P ol

M RY WD ROHT AR
. E;&:v;;i)v?thNéhgl-iltxzag, we have no reason to impose a AN Y9 IJ:.‘: ﬂ‘? 120
v, FINYD DY XYM

Rabbi Nechemiah disagrees and says

5 RYD MINRI

Even regarding nx°3, we have no reason to impose a 77,
VI IR R P NIRRT

75N IR IR DN

As for the reason given that one might come to perform
x2 following a Chalitzah

VT YO RIIRT AXOAT 1D

Since Chalitzah is a Torah commandment, everyone is
aware that Chalitzah is final.

AR IR IR IS DANRPT

NI NN IR DWD

As for the reason given that one might perform nx’a
following a x>

VT VTN R RDINRT IRIT 17D

Since X1 is a Torah commandment, everyone is aware
that nx»a is final.

The third opinion of 137 12Oy Rax

N1 79737 13270 157310

Agrees with the Rabbanan who imposed a 771 with 02
R DN ARH N

And he adds a 713 to Chalitzah as well, since one might
assume that this ruling also applies to 2.

NPT
esl;'e‘l
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Mishkan
Yecheskel
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5ROM3 127 7Y 1170

We have B“H completed the Fifth Perek of mn2» noon,
and will begin the Sixth Perek 12’ Sy 8171 B’ezras
Hashem.

Zogt di Mishnah

M2 Y RIN

The Mitzvah of Yibum is fulfilled when the Yavam
performs X2 with the Yavama, regardless whether
»wapa

The Yavam mistakenly assumed that she was his wife, not
the Yavamabh,

TIP3

The Yavam performed the 78’2 with improper intentions
OIRA P2

The Yavam was coerced to perform the nx»2

P393

The Yavam performed the nx°2 with the proper intentions.

AT R AN R171IPOR

MW R T RN

AONR RY R DIR RN

DUR RY NI TONR RO

Regardless whether the above descriptions apply to the
02 or the v

The Mishnah continues:

There is no difference whether

) snkiait

The Yavam performed a partial 7ix2

AN TR

Or he performed a complete X2

mp

N5 IR P PY T RS

There is no difference of what type of 8’2 - In all
instances the Yavam acquires the Yavama.

AMN2W 1Y Yan NAR Y R 1

This is also in cases of MY TON,

mY,o9 IR

Or a woman who was unfit for marriage,

9172 17795 TIOR3

Such as a Widow to a Kohen Gadol,

VYT Y NS TV

Or a woman who was divorced or received Chalitzah to a
Kohen Hedyot,

SRIWY APNN NMOD

A woman who is a Mamzeres, or from the Nesinim to a
legitimate Jew,

PRI NS SR N2

A Jewish woman to a Mamzer or a Nusin

509

AR2Y IR P2 PR

In all these instances the woman becomes disqualified
from Kehuna, because there are no differences between
these Nx>as.
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The Mitzvah of Yibum is fulfilled when
the Yavam performs nN'2 with the Yavama

NEIDPD ONNIPR TIAPY awa Pl

He Hewas  Thennna He
performed coercedto wasdone mistakenly
the DN perform with assumed
withthe  thepna  improper that she

proper intentions  was his wife,

intentions not the
Yavamah

oo 12BN
DUN NI MDUN NV I NI
NV NI N
mouN N> ouxsd  naw

AN N7
N
aimiite)

TP AT TARY 7PRR AN
N0a® N A PR DY
In all instances the Yavam acquires the Yavama

D900 N MNPy Hom Nk B 83T

172 109% NMHOR >
VTN JNOY NROM AW
PRIV NN NITHN

1PN 9tHrNY HRIW N2

50D
eaY Rea 1o o RO
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. The Gemara begins with the case of ©1X2 13, in which the
Yavam was coerced to perform Yibum, and questions )
what were the circumstances of the coercion BIN2 ? =

What were the circumstances of the coercion?
75V X2 0"10Y MOIRWI KPR

The Mishnah cannot be speaking of a case where a

Gentile coerced the Yavam to perform ix’a

NYTS ROR WP PRY 05 MAYY DIR PR RIT IR

Because Rava says that there is no coercion in the act of

oY N3Y BMOY YMDINYD NN

7R3, since it is all dependent on his own mindset. K29 KM

1071 KON MapS DN PN

It can also not be speaking of where the Yavam was nv-ﬁ, s%& ) i’Nw 59‘7
asleep during X2 |

M2 IR RS 1O AT 27 IR

Because Rav Yehudah says that there is no fulfillment of oo N"R

Yibum while he is asleep. As Rashi explains; I

PIRIPIR A R DY 728 10T
He lacks awareness.
AT 29 MNM

it . . RS 7P RO o
t can also not be speaking of where following prepara-

tion for 1x’a with his wife he fell off the roof and uninten- 1IN D D HO PY7 93 105 1EY7

tionally did nx>a with the Yavama,

3P R2 NN D727 IY2IND 277 VPN AT 993 127 IR R

Because Raba says that in just such a case he is responsi-

ble for 4 types of damage, but does not fulfill Yibum? anJ: S‘m
' OD K2 IO 1OPM INWRD NOMIW PAd ROR

Therefore, the Mishnah must be referring to a case where

the Yavam was preparing for nxa with his wife, and the 137 MR NN

Yavama coerced him to perform X2 with her. VP IabA kbR ]?3 ‘7 2}

QY929 AY2IN2 2R
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