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. 1'02
Intro

Today we will 7"va learn 1”197 of N2’ noon
The topics we will learn about include.

To what extent does an inferior 8’1 acquire a Yavama? TO What exte nt
The Halacha of a woman married to a deaf Kohen in d Oe S an ln ferlor l_) N) J
acquire a Yavama?

regard to eating Terumah.

The: Huluchas of
A woman married

toaDEAF KOHEN
in regard to eating
Terumah

The Halacha of a coerced woman married to a Yisroel

The Halacha of a coerced woman married to a Kohen.

The Halacha o%

a coerced woman
married to a Yisroel

The Machlokes in the case of a Bas Kohen who
anticipates an invalid 7x°3, in regard to eating Terumah

The Machlokes in the case o/
Bas Kohen
who anticipates
an invalid NN,
» in regard to eating

Terumah
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So let's review

The Mishna on 1 q7 said;

NP2 5P RIN

T PAINVIPI

D372 2 0NN P2

AV TARITIVOI TOR

mp

Ifthe Yavam performs an inferior 7x°2 with the Yevamabh,
he has acquired her as a wife.

The Gemara explains,

mp 'R», To what extent has the Yavam acquired the
Yavamah?

5571 I IR 17

Rav says the Yavam has completely acquired the Yavam,
she is a full-fledged wife. Therefore, if the Yavam was a
Kohen, she is allowed to eat Terumah.

WD DNHRA D272 ROR 73R RY IR HRIHW

Shmuel disagrees and says he has acquired her only
regarding the Halachos mentioned in the Parsha of
Yibum, such as

PR O VT

The Yavam inherits the estate of the deceased brother
01277 0 70O

The Yavamah, and the other wives, become exempt from
the Zikah of Yibum.

However, regarding all other Halachos she is not consid-
ered his wife. Therefore, she is not allowed to eat
Terumah, until he performs a superior X2

Gemara elaborates, and explains the Machlokes two
ways:

1998 91177275 PRI N

If she had been married to the deceased brother, then
everyone agrees that she is allowed to eat Terumah.
RV 9IRP M RAT

Because she had already eaten Terumah while he was
alive

POIPRA Y9

Their Machlokes is where she had only received Kiddu-
shin from the deceased brother, but was not married to
him, and was not allowed to eat Terumah while her
husband was alive.

no’R 72017

TN INW DR RIONAT 1T RAT

Rav says that she may now eat Terumah, because the
Torah considers an inferior nx»2 fully effective, which
gives her all the Halachos of prws with the Yavam.
However,

5v2 0ipna PIRD RIDMAT 12770 IR HRIpw

Shmuel says that she may not eat Trumah, because the
Torah only considers an inferior 7x°2 for the Yavam to
take the place of the deceased brother in maintaining the
POITRN.

K5 HYan MRS

But it does not strengthen the Kiddushin to the level of
PRIV,

Therefore a superior X2 is still required to establish
PR3, to allow her to eat Terumah.

R1ONI 227D
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The Gemara explains the Machlokes
two ways:
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Another way to understand the Machlokes:

1998 RS 59177937 POITRA 0

They all agree that if she had only received Kiddushin
from the deceased brother, she is not allowed to begin
eating Terumah based on the Yavam’s inferior 1x>2.

5p3 M2 793R KD RiTT

Because she was never allowed to eat Terumah while her
husband was alive

PRI XS D

Their Machlokes is where she had been completely
married to the deceased husband, and had been allowed to
eat Terumah

NOIR MR I

RIPVH IR M RAT

Rav says that an inferior 18’2 allows her to eat Terumah,
because she had already eaten Terumah while her
husband was alive.

However,

NOMNR PR IR IRV

WID DRI OITY THII ANW NN’ RINVMAT 77D

Shmuel says that she may not eat Trumah, because the
Torah only granted an inferior 1x°2 the ability of pRyw3
regarding the Halachos mentioned in the Parsha of
Yibum.

N2 91535 Har

However, regarding all other Halachos she is not married
until the Yavam performs a superior 7x’a.

The Gemara continues with a Breisah

npo 1195 NOIRNIW NNpo SR’ N2

A Bas Yisroel who was sane, received Kiddushin from a
Kohen who was sane.

WINMIW TP 70135 001 R

But he became deaf before he married her.

MOOR PR

She is not allowed to eat Terumabh, being that her husband
was deaf at the time of the marriage, the X1 is not valid,
and an 7701IX may not eat Trumah.

MR Ao TN

If they had a son, then she is allowed to eat Terumah
because of her son.

1A nn

What happens if the son dies?

NO2R WX 31737

Rebbi Nosson says she continues to eat Terumah
YR APR DIVIR DI

The Chachomim say that she may not eat Terumah.
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The Gemara explains:

JN17277 RDYY RD

793R 720V PRI 127 MR

Rebbe Nosson allows her to continue eating Terumah,
because she had already eaten while the son was alive.

Abyeh questions this reason

75 21 1795 NoIw SR N2 ANYn ROR 7R D I0R

793R 7200 YN

If so, a Bas Yisroel who was married to a Kohen, should
be allowed to continue eating Trumah after he dies, since
she had already eaten while he was alive.

Why does the Pasuk restrict her from eating?

75 T 179 ROR

P IR S Yo

It must be that when he dies, her privilege to eat Trumah
based on his Kehunah expires.

75 T 1’2 DIRIA

PR PIVTTR VRO

So too, when her son dies, the Kehunah expires?

Therefore, Rav Y osef gives another reason

APINA PYORH WIN RV 103727 720p GO 27 WK KON
Rebbe Nosson holds that the marriage of a deaf Kohen
allows his wife to eat Terumah. Rashi explains; because
according to the Torah when a Kohen gives Kiddushin,
his wife is immediately allowed to eat Terumah.
However, the Chachomim initiated a 77’13 that she is not
allowed to eat Terumah until they are married.

Therefore, in this case where the Kohen was sane at the

time of the Kiddushin, and only became deaf at the time of

the marriage, his wife is allowed to eat Terumah after the
marriage.

VAN VITRIOR I RV 170 R

And we are not concerned that one might also eat
Terumabh after receiving Kiddushin from a deaf Kohen.
The o»on hold

VAN OITRIOR OIN RV 1P

The Gemara questions this reasoning from the wording of

the Breisah, and the question remains unanswered.
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The Gemara questions this reasoning

from the wording of the Breisah
and the an/ remaing wnanswered
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. The Gemara continues with the words of Rav Sheshes
A1n95 151090 155 NIMY 9”PR TOIRIW DRI NUR
A Yisroel's wife who was coerced by another man, /,gé P
although she is permitted to remain married to her

husband, however if her husband dies she is prohibited to nDJ le I)Njw’ an
mamy e ohen. nYY2% MNMNWYW D”YX

N0 N9I0D

The Gemara continues with a statement of Rabbah:
I DWW POV A7 OV TOIRIW 70 DWR 127 MR
A Kohen'’s wife, who was coerced by another man, is

s N . ’ D02 7
prohibited to remain married to her husband. Although ~ /‘4&

h d, she has the status of a 7, who i )
prohibited toa Kohen, punishable by Malkos. 112 NWR
N0IRIY

O %Y NMH N2
NNt DIVN

The Gemara asks
PRI DIOD >
RS IR DWW -

Isn't there a prohibition of irmv, as well? ]’N n]"‘( ‘D]wD
2R IRV VN

The Gemara answers

1T DN R RIYR

There are actually two prohibitions, the Issur Zona, and
the Issur Tumah, which are both punishable through
Malkos.

NNT OON X
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. The Gemara explains:
In R nwIo the Posuk states; h lains:
AR R 755 AN TWR The Gemara explains:
A Kohen may not marry a 1.
What is the definition of n? NWI NWID MR NWID
According to the first version; i g el
At 5922 11 591 1127 IR , ”jr,‘p&’ , ﬂi i{;wx
As Rashi explains; =Nt N anaym
X732 OIRA P2 POYI INN M5V 5 n‘wgng NB N2 MW= R
IR RS A 5503 |
MR N>Ya15021 915 0w A
Any married woman who was involved in a mx n>v3, 270N ]b VIOV FIRST VERSION;
even against her will, is Halachically considered a . HXIW NVWXR ) > 127 DR
However, in Xw1 nw1o, in the Parsha of 7010, the Posuk AMORWOMIRY X = NIt 9952 10 50N

states; NIMN NWDHNI RN TAD3 HRH DOV 5

FIRDLI R NINON k/_\/\_/ ]1573 13 oDNP3 N3
1900 H5 o Ddo3

DRt DYV3 BV DD 0L

WONI RS R
She was defiled, but not coerced; N2
SR NWR 723 10377 7 VIOWI ¢
AMOR TWONI RY R 1N NWRT 99om
NN TWONI R RD”P RD”pTD
The Torah is teaching us that the wife of a Yisroel does
not become MO to him ©Nr3, if she was coerced.
However, the word X’m teaches that this applies only to
the wife of a Yisroel,
RIP RP?PTI 170 DWURT 5591

. But the wife of a Kohen remains included in the nn1 o'
even DR
This explains the Rabbah’s statement
TOINIV 71 NUR
A DWW 5V I nHva

Similarly, regarding the nXmv Mo°r the Gemara explains;
In xxn >3 w1, in the Parsha of v, the Posuk states;
N5W TUR PRI OV 5P KD Similarly,
AWRSH Nrad AnnRd w5 . ; ’

IN
NI TR PN regarding the NNDID DN
The vwo Vws of this Posuk is referring to 1w inn, but

the words XML WK NN teach NV MWD RN NWID
N0V MO M2 _ oY o i bor x5
Which the Gemara now explains; noamiind noni =Ty =N
Xilrloom wz MR Yo 1;:1 50 }::k: mé« I = ;;7:?::1: mi_‘ SN 1 e ‘nnﬁ‘p’? SR
married women who cohabited with another man are p n N> " Yanime mmi »
considered defiled, to be included in this 5 to be SRELIT R PN
forbidden to their husbands. However,
5RIW? MWK 23 11971 > ©VIOWI 21150 77 VDY D200/l 270 1o/
AMOR AWONI RS R ORIV NWR M) ~97 IR
N WONI N7 NMOR NWDNI XY XM N
As explained earlier, the wife of a Yisroel does not MmN DWDNI XD l?'?:: »n I,Dn
i i MNR
become MoR to him ©3X3, if she was coerced. ]n: NONRT l?bDD NRNDOVIN TOR
RP?H ROYPTI 179 DWRT 500 0 ”
But the wife of a Kohen remains included in the m7o°R XD |7 RN PTD
NIV even DIIRI. The wi Kohers resmaink
This explains the Rabbah’s statement ' W%@ %w s
AOINIW 1715 NWR included in the demt ot
‘ RO DR A Hva ever ojit»
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. According to the second version of Rabbah there is only
RNV NO'R, but no 71 MO'R, because

A% 72 R R 0NN
As Rashi explains; NNOR NWID

75Y2 NNN NORIN 1177 7T DNO hBBT‘W =i ﬁ@l\’
D5 A5V INRD ANYOW Ay Bashio W‘”"‘" T NB
i

A n is only one who willfully strays, but an ©3X is not a
AT, even an 12 NWR. b)\jely)o)

oOV3 PN HOHI MO SECOND VERSION:
OOY3 NHN dHvvE DN
o1 72 R1IP RY
Ny

We will review the next Mishnah in the following Daf.
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