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Intro
Today we will 7”va learn ©"© 97 of M2’ NooON
The topics we will learn about include.

A continuation of the sources that one unfit for 51p
disqualifies a woman from Kehunah and Terumah

Two other opinions regarding this Halacha

The instances where we suspect N321V1m XYW

The Machlokes and the applications of 772°Yw 701X
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Dedicated By:

So let's review

In the previous Daf the Gemara taught;

The Pasuk says;

| WRS AN 179 N

53RN RS DWIPA N2 RN

The words 71 w’R5 mean

1> 51005 MHyaT

nooo

If she performed nx’a with one who is unfit, she becomes
disqualified.

The Gemara asks

15 91095 SV RN

MW I R

Even inwi vinn would disqualify her from mman?

The Gemara answers

RINMTIOR YRS

The words 71 wR5 teach that

RIPYD IR N0 M

Only a man who was originally unfit for her disqualifies
her;

RIT RIPVD TIOR8 ROT R

A former husband was not originally unfit for her.

The Gemara asks

51095 RS RIP7D1 7OIR I8 IRST 55 97 R

If so, why does a 55m, who is not prohibited to marry a Bas
Kohen, disqualify her?

The Gemara answers

MR RS DR DR 7NN 795 W13 735K RIp I0R!

PPV T OO RN

The Pasuk states that a Kohen Gadol who marries a
widow disqualifies his children from Kehunah

5019 103 107 9R Y019 Ri7 012 W WD

Since the father disqualifies the woman he marries, the
son, the 55, also disqualifies the woman he marries.

The Gemara asks

0 NYWH RN

Perhaps a woman is already disqualified through a
prohibited Kidushin?

The Gemara answers

ATINS R MINHRA DT 10 T

Just as the Kohen Gadol disqualifies a widow only
through nx3,

TIN5 7R3 103 RN

So too, all other instances are disqualified only through
N7,

DafHachaim.org

=f %’»*NB pa ida ki) '1":1: bt
D ERE TS NS
SN XD

>y
3,)/ [Od/
Dﬁa ?

n% 91005 NSy21 kPN
MOV PO R

Ever 1oly3s > would /MM her fmm W2n?

ot x5 i 3§
DRSNS
DL 50 oNTT XD
;67/’)'}71/

&1 oyt DB o5 ks 4

2

P N W
=i hE?:’:N NYNR 7 INDT 99N

Sih 5=sm -;fgg’.,”;’.,
24 e X o T
Papa H-f Ll xby

901D XN D
901D 01 1T R

2

NN NYWN RNPINI
PWWWW&WD M/a/rm/y//' i
?L/ZI‘OIA%/ @ /Wo/uh’z‘e/ Kidushin

M1 RN R
NTIND NN

9173 100 N
NMYNR2
NTINY NR22

Yevamos 69 - 2



al=R ma)laky

The Gemara returns to the Braisa on 1o 97, in which the
Tanna Kamma taught that all 5npa 825 oo0 disqualify a
ORI 75 Mand, from Trumah and Kehunah.

The Braisa also mentions two other opinions in this
Halacha

5019 9109 1WTW HI MR O 117

Someone, whose children are disqualified, disqualifies his
wife.

5019 1R 5109107 PRW 51

One, whose children are not disqualified, does not
disqualify his wife.

TV ODITRI IV MIID P RIR

The distinction is in a case of a second generation *3%» or
"»1TR, who married a 8w’ na;

The Pasuk states;

WHW NT O 1Y TOR D732

151 0m> R

The third generation is eligible to join 5rp.

920 "N

50191 72V INRAW TIOR3 1

5019 01 RT IR

Just as a Kohen Gadol disqualifies his wife because of a
prohibited X3, a second generation *73m or 117X also
disqualifies his wife because of a prohibited x>

3"339120 O 2T

50191 9109 WY 3”3 7N

50191 5109 1W7W 53 R

A Kohen Gadol whose children are disqualified, disquali-
fies his wife as well.

D100 107 PRT IV 1IRD PIORD

However a 1w »3n, whose children are not disqualified,
does not disqualify his wife either.

Dedicated By:

All 5npa Nab pdipe disqualify a m5Rwm mmd Nind
from Trumah and Kehunah.
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If a second generation Mxn or MWITR
married a bzw N2
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A Kohen Gadol whose
children are disqualified,
disqualifies his wife
as well.
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The Braisa also cited;

IR NIV

M2 DR RWI ANR PRY 52

IMINOR RWI NN R

Only, one whose daughter is ineligible to 5np can
disqualify his wife. However,

M2 RV ANRY 93

MINOR XY NN

One whose daughter is eligible to 577 does not disqualify
his wife.

P RIR AR NOY N

The distinction is in a case of a AR 1Y 33 who married
abRIw M.

The Pasuk states;

15792 2R I0Y R RY

However,

AR RO 7R 1PIY RO N0Y

The sons are not eligible, but the daughters are eligible.

92007 1Y

501915100 WY ORI 70

5019 5109 WwNw 5 R

Just as the Kohen Gadol, disqualifies his children and his
wife, the *ar1 1Y 93 also disqualifies his children and
his wife.

920 3”20

50191 5109 197 How IR 3" An

50191 9109 17 How R

»"2w1 says that a Kohen Gadol, since ALL his children are
disqualified, therefore, his wife is also disqualified

5109 17 53 PRT AR DY PIORD

However, a 2z 1y 9, since he does not disqualify all
his children - his daughters are not disqualified -
therefore, his wife is also not disqualified

Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org

MW 21T

WMANPN NN 5D NN NN PR 5D
WIAON NN AN 2 NN
One whose daughter WMIAN RN AN N

is eligible to b”P_ do?s Only, one whose daughter
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Zogt Di Mishna:

TNONM ONRT

A man who either coerced, or seduced a woman,
oW

Or, an insane man who married a woman;
o0 R PO KD

In a case of

SRS 172 M3,

He does not disqualify her from eating 1.
In acase of

17195 SR N2

He does not entitle her to eat nmn.

P09 1R 97 SR X2 IR PR DR
However, if the man was ineligible to 51 or Kehunah,
they are disqualified from eating Trumah of their father.

The Mishna explains

1217902 58N 179 12 YV KW SR 0 TR0

Ifa Yisroel performs nxa with a Bas Kohen owb Rbw
MYR, she is still allowed to eat Terumah because of her
father.

AmIN2 YIRN R 772D

If she is m721v1 she is disqualified because of the 721, as
we learned in the previous Daf;

57981 K91 50O 721D

DO PV 9207 0N
If the 72w dies, she is again allowed to eat Terumah
because of her father.

The Gemara asks

5RN RS 77277 10D

Y RO WIS

Since if she is n7219» she may not eat, then even if she is
not known to be n121v1» she may not eat, because of the
possibility that she might be ny21vn»

17 2N RHW DWTN ') IR PWION 1IN RS M

As the Mishnah says that after cohabiting with a man, a
woman must wait three months before marrying another
man, because she might be n121wn.

After citing several Braisos the Gemara concludes;

wwn pom

Regarding yony, to know the paternity of the child, we are
concerned that she might be n721v1, even if the first iz
was .

Ny

WYN PRIVIA

Wwn R M

Regarding Trumah, we are not concerned in a case of mi,
but we are concerned X1, after a marriage. However,
even PRiw1a we only prohibit her from eating Trumah
after

DY DVIIR

After forty days, when the fetus is considered an 721.
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The Mishna continues:

SR’ N2 5Y RAWw 1797

1702 SR R

If a Kohen performs nx’a with a Bas Yisroel owb Rbw
MWK, she is not entitled to eat Terumah - As Rashi
explains, because she’s not 1905 Pip.

558N RY 172D

If she is n721v» she is not allowed to eat Trumah because
of the 921, because,

5981 KD H019 7210

53RN 77>

If a child is born, she is entitled to eat because of her child,
a Kohen.

2R 5w 5173 12 5w 1N R3?I

It turns out that the child is more powerful than his father,
who was unable to allow her to eat.

The Gemara points out that it seems that we assume this
child to be the child of this Kohen - and we don't say that
since she was inappropriate with him, she probably was
inappropriate with others, and this child is not a Kohen.

This will help explain the following Machlokes which is
an extensive Sugya in

PO WY PID PWITH N0,

We'll just review it briefly here:

PP 1722 1001IR YY) K27 DR

If an ©1x performed nx*a with his 7o1x;

TN T IR 27

27 says that the child is considered a Mamzer, because if
she cohabited with him, she presumably cohabited with
others as well, and this is the child of one of those others.
INW T IR SRIDY

SRw says the child is a only a 3t poo.

R17 explains

RSP RPPTT 27T RNYD RIAN0D

Rav refers to a case where there were rumors of others.
However,

RPOVH RO R

T T RINA

If there were no rumors of others, we assume the child to
be from the o1x.

This is proven from the Mishnah

58N 779 NPT

The Mishnah assumes the child to be from the Kohen -
presumably, because there were no rumors of others.

DafHachaim.org
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PR 775 IR

PP ROYTTRYI DI DO

ROYD RHPT RHT N'YR

TN T 27 MR

Even where there are no rumors of others Rav rules the
child a Mamzer.

O1IR 719 W1 RIPORTH I IORT

RHYH TwoI RIPOR

Because we do say that since she was inappropriate with
him, she presumably was inappropriate with others as
well.

However, the Mishnah, which assumes the child to be
from the Kohen, is speaking of a case where

PNORT N"22 DWIAN DIV PV

They were in confinement, where there was no possibility
of others.

The Gemara brings another way to understand the
Machlokes of SRiw1 27

7Y IPTW TIN50 RS v 5V a3

If the ©7X admits to the X3, even 17 agrees that the child
is assumed to be from the ©1IN.

The Machlokes of SXmwi 17 1s in a case of

7I2YW A01IR

The no1R is found to be n121w», but the ©1X did not admit
to a N,

NOM TN IR T

17 nevertheless rules the child is considered a Mamzer,
because it's most likely from others.

PNV TN IR SRIMHW

SNipw says the child is a only a 3mm pov.
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X317 explains

RPOVHD ROPT PO R?T RHT 277 77020 RIANON

Rav refers to a case where there were no rumors of him,
but there were rumors of others

I RDT AR

RPOVD ROYTT VDR

YT PTT 7IN2

However, if there rumors of the ©19X - even if there were
also rumors of others - the child is assumed to be from the
O1IN,

As in the Mishnah

5oRN 7Y IR

Which assumes the child to be from the Kohen - and there
probably were rumors about both of them.

IR 75 IR

ROV ROPTT R 9D

DI ROTTIVR

AMHOD TN 27 IR

Where there were rumors of others - even if there were
also rumors of the ©19R - the child is considered a Mamzer.
555 R RYTA PIYImm

However, the Mishnah, which assumes the child to be
from the Kohen, is speaking of a case where there were no
rumors at all.

The remainder of the Mishnah is explained in the next
Daf.
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