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Intro

Today we will 7"va learn X5 97 of m2’ noon.

The topics we will learn about include

If ywyTp is thrown within 4 mnR of a woman she is nwTPY,
because the 4 m»X around a person are 7 for the person

A

In most cases of poo we follow the npin, the established
status before the poo.

In the case of yw1 pov, before the w1y, she was
certainly his wife. Therefore, even after the pov arose, we
assume her to be married 70 1> regarding all relevant
Halachos.

In a case of pw1Tp OO, before the pw1Tp, she was certainly
NOT his wife. Therefore, even after the poo arose, we
assume her to be un-married 7707 1 regarding all
relevant Halachos.

PO T IPN

POITRA P PN RS

In a v there must be a date written in the document.

In our X3 we will learn the 2 opinions as to why by pwi
there is a date, and why by pw17p there is not a date

The reason for w1 ot 3pn is a Machlokes in P2 noon
Va7,

wpb W holds o oywn

It's in order to know when the divorce came into effect so
that if the husband took anything from his wife’s property
after that date he must return it.

131 °27 holds ymnx na owwn

It's in order to address a concern that a man’s wife may do
an N2y, and if she is his neice, or other relative from
before marriage, he may decide to issue her a vy and claim
that it was given to her before the 7772, and she was no
longer an w’R NWN at the time.
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. So let's review

The X2 on the previous Daf asked;
1Np RS 1 217 P90 1D 2P POO PUINL IR

e

The n1wn does not present an actual case of poo regarding ]’1’.’11)3 15’&1

w1, as by pwrTp, that it's a question of in whose 4 R

the va fell? Implying, as Rashi adds; nb 31."7 pgo 15 :11P PDD
onnT ANP XY

ANI% X'V RY MIFRON "R

In a case of pw1 oo she would be exempt even from ? RD},U RN

Chalitzah?

7 »
OH9% D3 HD M) DN DH OHD7

After some discussion the X makes the following

distinction:
In most cases of poo we follow the 7j71m, the established
. status before the poo. B%W e the /’é/ %. ..
In the case of w1 pov, before the w1, Leah was
certainly Shimon’s wife, and Rivka was certainly a n1z an . nPJT
M, and RIRTH AOM D12 Mo, If we would go RmINd was certainly was certainly
and obligate Rivka to do 1¥°>m because maybe Leah’s 03 Shimon’s amiy N
was valid, and Rivka is NOT a my n13, there is a won, wife
NP2 NH DX IR DR OR NNYHM D2 NVD
People will think that she may do o2 as well, and that RNOMNRTHD

may lead to another person in the same situation to do 012,
and since the npin is that IR is not divorced, Rivka IS a
MY n7x which is an 070 MOR.

If we go xI0N5
and obligate Np27

2
5 2% Because e

Leal’'y G way valid
and Rivkais
NOT a nmy Ny,

/ S todo Ny n

npaY RS

Thereis a WwN,
NYYN NN NNXR OX
nN2»NN
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However, in a case of pwiTp oo, before the pwiTp, Leah
was certainly NOT Shimon’s wife, and Rivka was
certainly NOT a mip n1g, and R iRTn nxbm o1 a7n.

Although we go xin> and forbid Rivka to do oy
because maybe Leah's pw17p was valid, and Rivka is a n93
M7, there is no wwn of

27NN NN IR NR DR

Because,

D90 192 PRID2NN

Even if he does do 012, there will be no 17o°R, since the
awnis that RS is not married to Shimon, and Rivka is
NOT amy noz. Actually, Xn»RT0 she is D121 27,

So too, in the case of

DY POY PRIIT N2 20’

In those 3 cases the 3 is not a P9, but rather it IS valid j»
7700, and not valid 132771, We do not allow D12’ since
132775 the L3 is not valid, but we require nx*>m, since 1
7700 the V3 IS valid and she is actually D25 IPPs.
Therefore, if they will do 2, there will be no Wo'.
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ez
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/O/g Vs /’;!.’/ PN
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. The Gemara first asks from a Mishnah further onioq7ina
case of n,om, where there is a 012’ 271 P90, and the e
Mishnah rules
P I ROY NN ANIR

And we are not wwin for f o 4‘5’ \3)/&/
inlskitinie) ﬂg‘ﬁn IR DN DR In a Case Of n|71DD
)

where there is a 022 2rn j7p0:

N™YAN 89 A5 RNy

We are NOT %,
Al oyt ok pE
N

The Gemara makes two distinctions:
One -

TPIVT PUITA

13277727

IV RHT N0 J'I'D1DD ]’\!JH’J
1127172 M RD MY Rb-f MIVT

. We don’t make M7t for uncommon occurrences.
1972 R 1972

1129 102 1329102

Two -

Y ROPPT POITINIR

NI RDDID ROHT RO 1327772 0P IR

7185 11275 1K)

In a case of pw1 poU, people will say that the Rabbonim
probably determined that it was a valid v3. That's why 2199779
they required Chalitzah - and if so, they could do Yibum ] W12

as well. However, nb]DD n]ﬂ}) RD”p‘f

Y1911 1337172 117 D oD

In the case of n%10n, since it’s impossible to determine 3 NN
who died first, people will understand that the require- 'IDP n 129 72 D
ment of Chalitzah was because of X ]]31 N2 ] ' I

NVN2
NIN RHOYN RVIT
1M1 INNY
NNy

n,1oN2
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However, the x93 then asks from a mwn of an actual case
of pwrm pov:

D297 TWI2 DT 57 0

A3mn SV NXAn A I

NWIN APRI DWINN

A case of 15 117 poo 1> 117 PO, which creates a poo
POIM,

%50 RV NIRRT Y N

We require Chalitzah

IR R

NP2PNH NI IR ANR DRY

We are NOT concerned that this may lead others to do
o,

Therefore the X303 concludes that we are indeed not wwin
for
2NN NN IR IR DR

And X279 7ax present 2 slightly different ways of
understanding our 73wn

W3 P5Y TP AR MR

One sheds light on the other.

OO P RIM PWITRA RIN

POYTRY PI0 RIT PUIAA RIND

The example of pw1Tp poo is also true as an example for
w1 poo, and the example of pwi pov is also true as an
example for pw1Tp poo, and in both cases

NPT RO NN

N1 challenges ©ar understanding

NDPTIT ANV POV TR

If the cases are true for both pwyan pwiTp, why does the
Tanna say

PO PO I PUITH o0 1T, which means that THIS is a
case for pw17p, and THIS is a case for w1, and other
cases are excluded.

1PWI722 RIN

DafHachaim.org
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NN21PNN NXNN IR NNX DX
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X7
1V 19V T IR

22ANPT T D

Wéyx Adoes the meyx
2PWIN2 POD INT PYITH POD DT
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N27 IR ROR

PO PUITRA VW 53

POITRPI PRY 70 PUINA W7

N1 says the example of pw1Tp poo of

15 219 o015 2P POD

Is also an example for pw17) poo, but the cases of

D7 1YY PRIIT 252 20D, etc., are an example for poo
w1, but not for iR PO, since a PwITR TOW does not
require 3, a date to be written in it at all.

So when the Rin says w17 po© 171 he means to exclude
the case of Pwix poo that is missing the date

And when he says w1 poo i it's only to keep the same
b in the k001 W9, but it’'s not excluding anything,

The Rm3 asks

POYTRI IOY IR RY 0 7391

Why did the 13127 not institute to write the date pwyTp ToW?
Regarding the reason for the requirement of 17 in a vy,
there is a N5 in 97 Pva Noo. See there at length,

wph w1 holds it's 7o o, which does not apply in
Kiddushin because

O 1Y Y IOIR

131 °27 holds it's ymnr N2 own, and since

RIVWI WTPHT RIRI RODIL WTPNT RN

O 37 PP RD

In qua wiTp there is anyway no recorded date.
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The example of
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17 2N>2 2ND
=0TV POY PR

The example of
PWITP PDD
12 1P PoO
n% 1P poo

Is NOT an example for
PO1TP DD
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WA 7DD

2

nm 21090
2P TP 19T NPN RO

The reason for the s

nwa 44

n? 27
IMNKR N2 Mvn
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7910 3)//)'/5)0/7,!:
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The X3 moves on to the next mwn

NP3 WHW PRIVI PR TUSW

There were 3 brothers, 75> p»W 12187, who were married to
3 unrelated women,

1727 RS 519, respectively.

ORI IV 2 TWYI D TAR I
1R died, and pynw did Tormn with 5nm

), and then pynw died

mMn N R MEHN ORI

The xnp R holds that 9mR» accomplishes a partial p,
and therefore "> must do 7¥°5n with 7851 57, and may not
do 2 with either one of them, because the 7 says;
7OV R 02 .. D7 TAR )

Yibum applies only to a 7152’ that has but one 1 from
one husband. However, 5n1 has two mp’, one 711 from
1189, since py»w did not do o2’ with her, and also a
from py»w, since Shimon did “mx» with her.

IS ?bxm ARPW IR 027D TR YnNw 13

Punw 117 holds that we're in doubt whether axn» is fully
Anp or not N at all, and therefore either both x> 5r are
the widows of py»w, and Levi may be ba7n» either one, and
the other is released by it, or 5n7 is the widow of 12187, and
AR5 is the widow of 7wnw, and he may be b27» either one,
and must do 1%°5>n with the other.

Therefore, he may do 012> with one of them, and must do
7¥°5n with the other

ag/‘/
AN Y
nMD) W PN

17 TN Y

Pl 7ainmat gt
plal e

DM

N1P NID
MEHIM O
MPAY 8

MY Rd DM
s P

We're in doubt % W

t oyp at all o
vy TR SO

Either both o N2 R
are widows of vy 911 has two T,
or one from 12X,
9™ is the widow of 121X7, and one
and NRY is the widow fromnynw
of NYNW

&
NpTD?
Mishkan
Yecheskel
/ Dedicated By:

DafHachaim.org Yevamos 31-7




&b 57 A B —
‘ The X2 asks
RIPNINT PR IV NPT R >
WD RY PIRHN &
According to the Tanna Kamma if 707 j» there’s no need M99 9 9 9
for o2, then there should not be a need for nx°5n either? ] 2> 71V np TR
11277 XOR RNMINRT
Rgther we must say it's only j3177 thatjDND accom- 279N NY "1 NN
plishes a partial y3p. However 77ni 12 it does not accom-
plishapipatall.
M0 TAR 1720 N2 NW 1WOR? RDW 770
And the reason the 1137 prohibited 7> from doing 2’ with 1331719 RI,N
both of them is, because people will say that nx> 5n are N y ,
both wives of py»w, and a person may be Meyabem two NR? RDWY AT
n2 of one brother. mn2’'nw
And the reason he must do nx*>n with both of them is NN TR MIAD

because 7101 1w, Rochel is a 72’ from Ruvain, and Leah
is a 2 from Shimon, and they both require nx°5m.

And the reason he may not do 02’ with one of them and He not Ay Pl W it one
nx°>1 with the other is, because

D271 TN RWM2 PO RPDT and 22/ with the other
We are concerned that he may do the nx°5n first and then because
the 012, and people will say that in a case of one brother
who leaves two wives, one can do Yibum with one after RWM2 Y’bn NDb’T
having done n%°5n with the other, and this is forbidden, DM AT
because the nmn says
M2 R TR

. 112’ RS 0 M ROW 1D
Once 7351 was done a person may not do 02

wp |
NPT
Yecheskel
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