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Intro The Gemara continues
Today we will 7"va learn "3 97 of mn2’ noon .
Some of the topics and concepts we will learn about to establish the Machlokes of

include.

M09 NoIN W

The Gemara continues to establish the Machlokes of v°
m109% o

The rules of eating Terumah for a woman who is a
Shomeres Yibum

The rules o%
EATING TERUMAH

/ar @ woman: who W a

SHOMERES YIBUM

Several instances in which an 7018 will drink 7vIo 0

The Halacha is that a woman is considered a oo, after
. 717001 R, when her husband warned her not to be

secluded with another man. If there are witnesses that

they were secluded, she is brought to Bais Din where she ;
must attest under oath that she did not transgress the Issur S everal ms tances
WR NWN, and she subsequently drinks the nvio n». . .

in which an NO1IX
v S . ]
Once a person is obligated to give a 712w about one issue, Wl” drlnk "IUIU In

he can be asked to give a 12w about another issue for
which he is in-and-of-itself not obligated.

V1YW D129
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So let's review

In the previous Daf the Gemara mentioned a Machlokes
regarding 1o that precedes a prohibited x°3, whether it
disqualifies a Bas Kohen from eating Terumah.

mo05 19M W IR 27

Rav says that a 7911 for an invalid marriage disqualifies
her from eating Terumah.

095 FOI PR IR SRIDWI

Shmuel says that 7o alone does not disqualify her from
eating Terumah.

The Gemara suggests that this Machlokes of Sximwi 27 is
dependent on the previously mentioned Machlokes of 217
Tr1 and PYHY 127 WYHR 17 regarding

79109 R3S NMnWN

DO PUITR MRT PRM 17D

100 1 nom

According to Rebbe Meir who says that pwip that
precedes a prohibited nx°a disqualifies her, a nown will
disqualify her as well.

509 KD POITR " WORT PYDW 227 WIHOR 1275

1509 RY oM

According to pynw 27 YHR 127 who say that pwiTp does
not disqualify her, noin does not disqualify her either.

However, the Gemara makes a distinction between these
Machlokes

DN PR 227 IR R IR TV RHST

15107 POITRA ROR

Perhaps, Rebbe Meir was only stringent in a case of purTp
which has the power to acquire a wife, therefore, it can
disqualify her from eating Terumah.

1> M3p R57 19N AR

N>

However, 1911 does not have the power to acquire a wife
without pw1T°p, therefore, it cannot disqualify her from
eating Terumah.

OR

DDA PYRY 727 MYOR 727 IR R IR TV 01N

R*25 727 ROT PUITRI ROR

Perhaps, pwnw *27 MY5R 117 were only lenient in a case of
rw1Tp which does not directly precede nx»a.

R*25 297 "o DA

Aol R sh Rty

However, 1911 which is closer to 8’3, will disqualify her
from eating Terumah.
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The Gemara then says that the Machlokes of Sxmwi 17 is
dependent on another Machlokes mentioned in a Breisah:
M09 MPWI M 1 IR RINT

YY1 R 7915 10103 1D

This is a case of Kohen who married two wives, one was
legitimate, and was illegitimate. He performed nomn with
them, without performing nx-a.

PN MR 150N MYIIR

The Tanna Kamma says that although they already
performed nowmn, they are still permitted to eat Terumah.
Therefore, is it obvious that the Tanna Kamma holds
M55 19 PR

However,

IR AP 12 POV 5w 133 HRYPY? 127

NI AN INDIRD INRAW 53

Rebbe Yishmael says that only in a case where a
legitimate 782 would empower her to eat Terumah, can
the preceding 1o empower her as well.

ANYORD 119N PR ANYORD ANRA PRY 5

However, in the case of a prohibited 7x’a which would
disqualify her from eating Terumah, the preceding nom
will disqualify her as well.

Obviously, Rebbe Yishmael holds

moob non v

The Gemara makes a distinction between this Machlokes
as well:

AORT D 930 PRH 7279 272 1Y 7 5w 132 SRYPY? 37 RST
199K RS POITR

Perhaps, Rebbe Yishmael holds like Rebbe Meir that even
pwrTp disqualifies her - therefore, in this case, she was
already disqualified from the time of pwi7p.
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The Gemara continues in supporting Rav that nomn v
m»095 from a Mishnah:

The Halacha is that a woman is considered a nvio, after
17°no) PR, when her husband warned her not to be
secluded with another man. If there are witnesses that they
were secluded, she is brought to Bais Din where she must
attest under oath that she did not transgress the Issur nwx
R, and she subsequently drinks the nvio »

The Mishnah says

701 DY MDY AR AOTIR TPOW ROV R

She attests that she did not transgress while she was an
Arusah, having received yw17p, and while she was
married, awaiting Yibum, and following Yibum.

The Gemara asks

MT DN NOIIN R

What is the case of Arusah?

AO1IR KW 115 3T RIYDR

AO1IR RAWI 1D APWH R

It cannot be referring to a case where she was warned
while she was an 77011R, and was brought to drink nvyo °'»
while she was still an 770198, because,

MmUY RS 02 DRI TO1IR N

The Mishnah clearly says that an 7o1Ix does not drink '»
oo,

TINNDRI OMR RWI 719 13PT ROR

ARWI RV 12 IPVBR

It also cannot be referring to a case where she was warned
and secluded while an 7019, and brought to drink after
she had been married with 718’3, because,

Yt PR R mRla]

In such a case the nv1o '» would not be effective.

PYR WRT PN PO

MWK PRTIA DN PN PN WRIW 11912

MWK DR PRTI2DMHN PR PR AP WRA PR

The nv1o '» are effective only if the husband is free of sin -
but will not be effective if he transgressed an Issur by
performing nxva with her after the 7 no.

Therefore, we must say;

7INNORY AOIIR RV 19IPT ROR

75Y2) XD 19I5 701N

It must be referring to a case where she was warned and
secluded while she was an Arusah, and then performed
1911 without nx»a. This scenario meets both above-
mentioned requirements;

--- He is pwn i, since he did not perform nx’3,

--- And she is 1mw, because she’s now a nXwi based on the
1o,

mo05 N9 W nen YW

And this Braisa supports Rav that a 7o that precedes a
prohibited nx2 is still considered a legitimate nomn.
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The Gemara continues
in supporting Rav..
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However, the Gemara raises a problem with this scenario
as well; because a Breisah derives from the Posuk;

JOR *THVAD NV PR JAWR N

5125 5p2 NOW ATRY M

525 512 NOw MTHW R

The nvio '» is only effective when her husband’s 7x02
preceded the stranger’s X2 - But is not effective when
the stranger’s 8’2 preceded the husband’s X3, as in this
last scenario.

The Gemara answers

15 NMOWH ROM 92717 IR

AR IP22 701N 77OV RIW 1130

It would be possible in a case where her husband
performed mw R owH RSW X1 after the pwITR, which
does not accomplish priwi. This was followed by 77no
as an nO1N, followed by 1911 and no Iz

This scenario meets all three above-mentioned require-
ments:

---Ttis Sv125 Sva naow Ty

--- He is pwn npun, since he did not do nxea after the 0 no;
--- She is n"mw, because she’s now a xiw1 based on the
nom.

m005 19 W NI Ydw)

This Braisa supports Rav that a nown that precedes a
prohibited nx2 is still considered a legitimate nomn.
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After some discussion, the Gemara offers two other
explanations of the Braisa, according to which there is no
support of Rav, because the Braisa is not speaking of a
case of 197 without X3, but rather of 1om WITH nx»a
which certainly makes her a nxmwa.

Regarding the above-mentioned requirements, x99 27
answers that our Braisa holds like another Breisah which
states;

AOTIR RAWI AMPWR TOVIRY 715 PIpD PR

A husband cannot warn an 7o1IR for her to drink while she
is an TO1IN.

ARV RV AMPYRD AR IR DIR

However, his warning as 70178 will be effective to cause
her to drink when she becomes a xw3.

According to Rashi’s explanation, the Braisa holds that
--- We do NOT require 5»25 52 n2ow ndTp;

--- We also do NOT require py» npin;

--- And she is 1w, because she’s now a nxwi based on
the 1o WITH nxa.
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Rav Nachman says that the Mishnah is referring to a case
where the 77001 1) were after she was already married,
where all requirements are certainly met. However, based
on the Halachah of nmaw 51, since she must provide a
712w that she did not sin while a X3, she must also
provide a maw that she did not sin while an 701N,

The Gemara continues to discuss the Machlokes in the
Mishnah:

PR

RDIRT 109 R NINWD

T9OR KD

PYPW 2 WYHR 2275

ROPIRT 79109 1IR30 NWNWHD

1998
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provide a NL1IW
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The Gemara continues to discuss
the Machlokes in the Mishnah:
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If one brother gave Maamar to a Yevamah, even Rebbe
Meir agrees that she continues to eat Terumah through
her father. Although she is not allowed to perform Yibum
with the other brothers, she is not considered

19109 IN"2Y NMNWN

Anticipating a prohibited nx"3,

Because, the 12 170X of the brothers is only 132771

NOIR APR D37 727 5N IR D W

But if one of the other brothers is an illegitimate Kohen,
even pYnW "1 WYHR *17 agree that she is disqualified from
eating Terumah, because she anticipates a 182 which will
disqualify her Rn»mxTn, plus, the 55m is

IR 01122 IR 1D PR.

However,

VI D 1MW RORIPOMI RS

There is a Machlokes in a case where one brother gave the
Yevamah a vx:

NO2IR IR 1A 27

TOIIR PR IORT PRD 1272 19K

Rebbe Yochanan says that she continues to eat, even
according to Rebbe Meir, because,

ROPIRT 72100 AN25 mnwn o

1998 11297 Yar

Because he was only stringent in a case where the X2 is
RMIRTH NMOR, However in a vi given to a Yevama, the
R0a s only 13297 Mo, Therefore, she is not disqualified
from eating Terumah.

MO2IRAPR IR WP W

TOIIR IORT PYHW 227 WYHOR 279 170R

Reish Lakish says that she is disqualified from eating,
even according to YHW "2 MYOR 729, because,

IR TP IR 0T 50 0

R5 MR DIPPA SIRAY 1D PRT D R IR

They were only lenient with pwyTp which can empower a
wife to eat Terumah, but a 3 which cannot empower a
wife to eat, disqualifies her from eating.
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