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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn "o 97 of M2’ noon
The topics we will learn about include.

If a Bas-Yisroel marries a Kohen she may eat Trumah
because of him, because she’s 1903 1p, as explained in the
previous Daf. If he dies or divorces her, it depends:

If she has children with him, she retains the latest status,
and continues to eat Trumah because of her children - If
she does not have children with him, she reverts to her
previous status, and may not eat Trumah anymore.

Conversely, if a Bas-Kohen - who eats Trumah in her
father's home - marries a Yisroel, she may not eat Trumah
anymore. Ifhe dies or divorces her, it depends -

If she has children with him, she retains the latest status,
and may not eat Trumah because of her children. If she
does not have children with him, she reverts to her
previous status, and may again eat Trumah because of her
father.

The Gemara later on no 97 cites the sources from the
Psukim in Parshas Emor.

A Machlokes whether a 721 disqualifies 5172 18 *72p
from Terumah

1 The Gemara will also discuss
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. The reasons why a 721 is different than a son

The mpn when a daughter inherits in the place of a son.

The reasons

why a-2)D
is different than a son

The DOpD
when a daughter inherits
in the place of a son

Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Yevamos 67 - 2




-
Yecheskel
Dedicated By:

[ k2l

So let's review

Zogt Di Mishna

IR I DY 725 NOIW SR’ N2

A Bas Yisroel married a Kohen - and as Rashi explains
based on a Braisa cited later in the Gemara, they had
children. He then died, leaving her na2wmn:

oy "27 rules as follows:

The wife continues to eat 7m0 because of her children,
and the n5» 72 continue to eat because of her, since they
are HER possessions.

However, regarding the 5112 8% *72p, the "0y '27 says;
PN 7773 1998 RD

221 5w pbn on

They are not allowed to eat Terumah, because they were
the husband’s possessions, now inherited by his children,
among them the 721

5IR1 1R 501D TV

OY 117727

A 72p can disqualify, but not cause others to be allowed to
eat Terumah.

The Gemara explains that
OP 27T RDYY
The reasoning of "oy 27 can be understood two ways:

920p 17127 90R

777°V1P2 72

RN

127 says the status of the 721 is like that of its mother, a
Yisroel, who may not eat Terumah, and therefore,
disqualifies the 5171 8% 72 from eating.

IR qOP 17

RN T

DIRDIPR T IPRY

9o 27 says that the status of the 921 is like that of his
father, a Kohen, who may eat Terumah. However, since
the Pasuk states;

T

MN>2159R 07

This teaches us that only a born child entitles his servants
to eat Terumabh, but a 921v cannot entitle his servants to eat
Terumabh.

71 RPOI RS

I YR S

The difference between the two reasons will be in a case
where she was a Bas Kohen.

According to 119, who says;

NI A °YN1 Y

In this case, since his mother is a Bas Kohen, the 721v is
also considered a Kohen. Therefore, the 571 8% ™72 are
allowed to eat Terumah.

According to qov 17, who says;

5IRD IPR T IPRY

Even in this case, a 721v cannot entitle his servants to eat
Terumah. Therefore, the 5172 8% 72D are not allowed to
eat Terumabh.
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The Gemara now cites the o' of the Mishnah:

1795 SR 12 Sy 15 nTYnw InRm 15 IR

According to your ruling regarding a case of a Bas Yisroel
married to a Kohen

IR AT I 95 170 N2 9R

Why don’t you apply this ruling to a case of a Bas Kohen
married to a Kohen?

29D SW 15 300 N 7T 1IN RY

The 512 183 *72Y should not be allowed to eat Trumah
because of the 121v’s portion?

Oy "27 responds in a Breisah

MYPWY RD WYY 1T O TR

I heard this ruling that in a case of a Bas Yisroel it is 710K,
but not in a case of a Bas Kohen where it would be 3mmn.

The Gemara asks according to qor 27 who says
2IRD PR T2 IPRY 2IRD T

»oy 17 should hold that it's WOX in both cases?
NWp, this question remains unanswered.

The Gemara proceeds to explain and elaborate on the
opinion of the o»on:

SRIDW IR AT 27 DR

Y237

DIIR D191 VIR

i own YR DIH W

Shmuel says that the 0'on disagree with *or *29, and they
hold that the 1219 does not disqualify the 5112 8% *71, and
they are allowed to eat Trumah because of the remaining
sons.

DR DIWN DHIR D325 PR

If the Kohen has no sons, the 5172 183 72 eat via the next
inheritor, his brother.

1210 oW DK DYIN DTN 1 PR

If he has no brothers, the 5172 jR3 *72p eat via the next
inheritor, the closest relative.

DONR 1Y PR

the closest relative
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The Gemara explains the Machlokes:
o1 737 holds
1P 925 NN

A 721 can acquire ownership of assets prior to his birth.

Therefore, he inherits a portion of the 71 8% *72, and
disqualifies them from eating Terumah.

The omon hold

13 X5 72w 10w

A 72 cannot acquire ownership of assets prior to his
birth. Therefore, he does not inherit a portion of the *72
5172 1R3, and does not disqualify them from eating
Terumah - And they may eat because of the other
brothers.
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The Gemara brings a Braisa which quotes two other
opinions in this Machlokes. They both basically agree
with "or 37 that Y010 12197,

However

PIAR DIV TR 0P 7272 SRYHY’ 117

NoORP NI

SIR1 PR 127

PIR DR

JPPOY DOV DDA R

N2 T2 1 ARDIRT D

7R explains that n5ar» N3 is referring to a case where
there are both, sons AND daughters, but the father’s assets
were insufficient to provide for both, the needs of the
daughters, and the inheritance of the sons. In such an
instance, the o»on initiated a mpn that the sons relinquish
their portion to the daughters.

Therefore, nox1 Nan means that the 5192 X% *720 may eat
because of the n3, and the 721» does not disqualify them,
because

JwoI M

R177 72 RIIVDTRTR

IRPT ORI TV KD

Ifthe 721 is a son, then he is no better than his brothers,
and he relinquishes his portion to the daughters.
NADIR

If the 72w is a daughter,

13277 RMIPNA 799K 'ROR

1127100 RS D9 PIRD 7703 RYT 17190

She would only acquire the assets through the nipn, but
she is not included in this 73pn until she is born.
Therefore, in this case the 721 cannot disqualify the 72
5171 8% from eating Terumah,

However, 281198 127: If there are only sons, the 721
inherits with them, and disqualifies the 5172 8% *72Y.
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However, the Gemara questions »ax‘s explanation
1307227 ANR POR 17 IR

POV 0021210 TPV Py

1901 0NW D

1M 27 says that if the sons sold the insufficient assets,
then the sale is valid.

This implies that although there is a mpn, the assets still
belong to the sons. If so the 721 will disqualify the *72
5172 183 from eating?

Therefore the Gemara explains

INPT N2RD ROR

DN

SRYHY? 727 791

1% 0P oY 317D

narefers to the Kohen’s wife, who entitles her posses-
sions, the 151 *72Y, to eat.

However, the sons do not entitle their possessions, the
5192 18% 72y, to eat. According to this oy 372 SrpDW 127
agrees completely with his father, "oy »27.

The Braisa also cites another opinion:

IIRORAY 2 PYNYW 1T

[mLniny

1998

If the father left sons - even if there are daughters too -
the 5192 j8% *72» may eat Trumabh.

Why?

92 RN

Doesn't the 721v disqualify them from eating Terumah?
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This implies that although there is a nopn,
the assets still belong to the sons
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The Braisa cites anather gpinion:
AN N N2 PP 28
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Why?
2921y RI'RN

Doesn't the 121y disqualify them
from eating Terumah?
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The Gemara gives two explanations.

One;

ROWDS PUWIA PR 720P

Because there is only a 50% chance that the 721y willbe a
son, and there is also a possibility of a miscarriage. Since
itis only a small chance that she will give birth to a
healthy son that can disqualify them, therefore we are not
concerned, and allow the 5172 ]R3 *72p to eat because of the
other sons.

Two,

RMIPN A2 17207

We can appoint a ©1917019X to divide the assets between
the sons. This way the 721 will acquire other assets, while
the sons acquire the 5172 183 *72v. Since the 721v does not
own a portion in the 5172 8% *72Y, they are allowed to eat
because of the sons.

However,

mapI

1998 kD

If there were only daughters, the 721 disqualifies the *72p
5191 IR,

Why?

1509 ") NPIT RN

Because there is a 50% chance that the 727v will be a
daughter who inherits a share in the 572 1R *72p with the
other daughters, since there are no sons.

901 Y RV ROW TV

o190 127 DI MIad PR

There is also a 50% chance that the 921» will be son, and he
will be the sole w1y, because daughters do not inherit
when there are sons.

Therefore in both possibilities the 721p disqualifies the
5192183 *72Y from eating Trumah.

We will review the next Mishnah in the following Daf.
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