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. 1'02
Intro
Today we will 7”va learn 23 97 of m»2’ NooN ﬂD’J

The topics we will learn about include. 1,7 n’: ’D I’”
The Machlokes if 7151 X21 772 9"Y N©°3 is a AR or a YL n b}’ 2 NJ]

The Machlokes regarding 71522 pooin pOITR PR

e @ _AVE

Wachlokes re?ar/m?/
PODIN PWITH PR
N2

772 RV VYW TR
A 7, an individual that transgressed an
. AW NI MO, is required bring a
T NRLM 129, which is a YW, a goat or N2w?, a sheep.

A 23, alarge group that transgressed 7’2 nx773, through -n:’x 7’ n’

the ruling of 73, since they did not act on their own

judgment, they are not required to bring a 7r> nxon. nwl’w nm)’w
Rather, th i
17250 127 85913, which s a5, an O T'2NRMN2 T2 NRMN2

Ifa 7, an individual transgressed 772 nx13, since he is
only a 7r, he does not bring a 327 05vn 79

However, there is Machlokes in Masechta nyoinifhe
requires a 7 NROM.

NV T'ANRNIL VYW T DR W

Some say that since he did not act on his own judgment,
the 7 is also exempt from a 7 NRVN

2710 T A DRV VYW T DIIR W

Others say that the 7r is only exempt from the 05y 79
2% 5w 127. However since he is not a 112’3, he still
requires a T NROM.
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So let's review

The Mishna continues discussing 751 X2 3N NOIW WK,
awoman who remarried, and her husband subsequently
returned.

RX1 772 9"Y No’

129390 1 MO

If she remarried through 7nx 7 with the ruling of 7 03,
she is prohibited to both men, but she does not require a
TIROM 1297

NE117"29"D NO*I RY

12972 nam

If she remarried through o7V "1, and not through 17 n°3,
she is prohibited to her second husband, and she requires a
DIROM 1277

J2PR P AMVOW 772 N3 1Y

This shows the superiority of Bais Din over o7 "1, that
when she acts through the ruling of Bais Din, she does not
require a NRON

PPYTIBR

RWITH 27307 "D RS

The Mishnah is contradicted by an accepted Braisa, which
states;

PN AYPYY 7210

If Beis Din ruled that sunset occurred and it's no longer
Shabbos, and people performed maro;

paRiGivapil

And the Sun subsequently shone, and it is still Shabbos;
MYV ROR RN PR

This is not considered a ix7, a ruling, but merely a myv,
an error. Therefore, those who performed nox5n, acted on
their own judgment, and require a 7' NROM.

So too, in the case of 7”1 5"y nRwy, since her husband
returned, the ruling is not considered a PR, but a myv.
She is considered to have acted on her own judgment, and
would be 12992 na7n, contrary to our Mishnah which
states j29pn 1 IMvo.
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MPYT NN
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DA
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Those who

/aer/arme/ sb/:ﬁ,

acted on their own MW
and require & S _nlln
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1M 17 reconciles our Mishnah with the Braisa, and says;
N7 AR

719"y nRws is considered a MR

P1Im R TAR TY 790 ANN0 527

0D RO

Because, the testimony of an 77X 7V is unacceptable in all
other instances, whereas regarding 7w m7y it is accept-
able. Rashi says;

MPHRARY ANNT

IMPHRI O

FPIION 1TV

Bais Din issues a ix171 based in his words, and she
remarries based on the ix;7 of Bais Din - therefore, oo
[P RIAN

N17 agrees with *pi that it's a myv, and not a IR

The Gemara also cites a Braisa in which

W OR PIAIR? IIR NYHR A

APPY NROVMA RN

She requires a nkvn, because 7’1 5"y NRW1 is considered a
myo.

The Gemara proceeds with the next Mishnah:

Zogt Di Mishna;

o7 NS M3 YA oI TR

THY2 T D 1R IR

32 0 "IN

This is a case of a woman whose husband AND son
traveled abroad. The o7 said that her husband died first,
and the son died afterward. Since her son was alive at the
time of her husband's death, she did not require Yibum or
Chalitzah. Upon which,

NRW]

DM PPN I IR DTN

She remarried, and was then told that her son died prior to
her husband, and she did require Yibum or Chalitzah.
N3N

She is prohibited to the second husband because of the
Issur w5 nn

AWHH PRI PORT TN

And her children from the second husband are
Mamzeirim.

The Gemara explains that our Mishnah follows the
opinion of R1°pY *17 that

IR 2MD WD W

And the words pnx) pwry are only used here to
correspond to a later case.

DafHachaim.org

N2
agrees with 1yt
It'sa myv,
and not a NRMN

:)e_/)”7/3
N PN
M99 AT 593

1Y XD TN T
AR NOM
DINHD Hd M7
1DNHD oM
AONMDH 1197301
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M9 13HN
37 PN P AN
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AL

3’)/6/‘/
D' PITA% MY DY Tome N

19 1908 183
Topa N
M2 Y908 3TARL.. NS L. 80 N 5N
Q'l'?’ﬂ She did nat require
2'37 Yibumsor Chalitzah
She did require
Yibum or C/m&?‘ja/u

NXN”

At NAANY PPN 5
/’)/gﬁ)/\/;b’

Our Mishnah follows:
RYPY 12

MWHN W
PIRY 227NN

And the words INR) NOR
are only used here to correspond
to a later case.
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The Mishnah continues with a reversed case:

00 A 1IMR

THY N IR

The o7y said that her son died prior to her husband. Since
the husband left no children at the time of his death, she
required Yibum.

1Nl

D377 VI P A0 IR ORI

She performed Yibum, and was then told that her husband
died prior to her son, and she did not require Yibum.

RN

She is prohibited to the Yavam because of the Issur nwr
mINnoIPN1 R5W IR

TN PANNI ORI T

And her children from the Yavam are Mamzerim even
according to the Chachamim, because

moa 2 an AN W

A third case;

P52 I D IR

The o’7p said that her husband died. Based on that,
noa

P O7R 12 IR ONR

She remarried, and was then told that her husband had
been alive when she remarried, but died afterward.
N3

She is prohibited to the second husband.

This is only a ©1p, because Xn»1x7» she could stay, since,
at this point, her first husband is no longer alive.

WL PORI TN

And her child born from the second husband before her
first husband’s death is a Mamzer, because at that time she
was an v’k nwnN.

TONIPR PINRN

However, her child born after the first husband’s death is
not a Mamzer.
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One more case;

THYA NP A 1R

iZarPigh

Y1 R1 MR

The o7y said that her husband died - She accepted
Kiddushin - and then her husband returned.

19 mAS DA

She is permitted to return to her first husband, because no
Issur was done.

VI PINR D MW O"PR

Nnon o Yoo R

No vy is required from the second husband, because his
Kiddushin never took effect. Therefore, even if he gave a
Gett it does not disqualify her from marrying a Kohen,
because it's not a valid Gett.

ROTID 12 MYOR 72T WIT N DR

This Halachah is derived from the Pasuk;

VIR I ORI

WR IPRY WRD R

A divorcee is only from her husband, but not from one
who is not her husband.

IR AT 27 INR

0272 POOIN PYITH PRY I

If a2, a woman awaiting Yibum accepts Kiddushin, the
Kiddushin is not effective, because the Pasuk states;

1 WRS RN IR DR AN R

The word i refers to Kiddushin and teaches

NS M A RN RD

That Kiddushin to another man is not effective.

This is even according to the o»on who generally hold
PIRD 72712 POOIN PUITR

V3 N1 IR ORIHY

SRpW says thata Yevamah who accepted Kiddushin
requires a Gett. The Gemara explains;

75 RPOON

IO DWR 70 R R

RDRT R IROD R

Because he is uncertain in the understanding of the Posuk;
Is the Posuk saying that she MAY NOT accept Kiddushin
from another man - and if she does, she transgresses a X,
but the Kiddushin is effective?

RIRT R PWITR 727000 ROT R

Or, the Pasuk is saying that she CANNOT accept
Kiddushin, it is not effective?

Therefore, she requires a poon V3

DafHachaim.org
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Em NS
=S roan MmN
- ol

phm ND
S9mis roal miN
=t 2N
3/,&7)&0/\/ Kﬁ)f/s) D2 AW l’/
NN NWR NN RY RN Kiddushin
RNIRT RN IRHY IR to another man
.3 is not effective
PWITP N2 705N ROT
RIORT XN
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. The Gemara continues
17 says
72 PR POVTR Y N says
Ifa Yevamah accepted Kiddushin, the Kiddushin is not
effective, and she does not require a Gett. nD:’
720 PRIVI

However if she accepted pxiw), she entered a marriage, ]’ N]u)] ]’w17p

the pNws is effective, and she requires a Gett.
37 ]’
The Gemara asks n: U n: R

M PRIDI PRIV TR PUITP R She reww She does not FW&
The Kiddushin is not effective because pooin puiip pr
a7, if so the PRw1 is not effective either? @ g@# @ g@#

2
N2 PR POIT R
22 PR M1 PRIV]

The Gemara gives three explanations
- ] -
72 PR PRIV POITP RIPR
. 27 means to say that both the Kiddushin and pxyw1 are not
effective.

PRIV POITP
71W PRIVIRD n: ]’N

mna

27 means to say that the PN is considered M
AP2Y FMOR ANPIY DL NI RN VKT

A Yevamah who performs mii is prohibited to the
Yavam.

-2-

<

Mata

RN IA'RT
NNTY D2 NIIY
NN NNON
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-3-
Although, 3
712 PR pwrTp, the Kiddushin is not effective, and she does
not require a Gett,

M PRI The px1wa is effective in the sense
The prwiis effective in the sense that she requires a Gett .

P that she requires a Gett

D7 NYTIRS 15V TN IR ROSTIT

Because she will be confused with 7"2 9"y no3, who ]JJ-‘TD

requires a Gett from her second husband.
s Lo (?ﬁ'/\/?
P> _\/)/'?//ﬁ)% /52

who requires & Gett
”&om her second husband

Regarding the Srinw1 17 npbmn, the Gemara concludes;
NP V'R

1IN NI ANINA

5271 POOIN POITR PR

It was decided in favor of Rav.

Regarding the SN1DW) 1) NmdNY,
the Gemara concludes:

W V'R

19021 12101 NM2AN2

PODIN POITP PR
N2
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