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Intro

Today we will n"va learn n> 97 of Mesechte Yevamos.
Some of the key topics and concepts that we will learn

about include: n’nR n1nR
INON MIPT

inpipr nink, the sister of his Yevamah who is bound to him
for Yibum — OR

iy ninx, the sister of whom he gave Chalitzah.

Are both pavm ox, because they resemble inwx ninx

7109 n¥"In

A weak Chalitzah is when Yibum is not possible due to

an ow, yet Chalitzah is required. ]JD-]TD W]DN
Because ?%e?/ resemble

anxn, is where the na: gives purri to the ana, which piymis

considered as if he married her. WY Ink

N910D NNHN

IIRD
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So let’s review.....

The Mishnah at the beginning of the Perek taught;
NI'NK 'NY D'RIYI DN DY ['NR NY2IX

NI'NRN DX D'RIVID INNI

nmarnn X nixn R N

IN'XI' 10201 INTP DNI

NI TYIXR N

o'y ok w'

X DIk Nl

Rebbe Eliezer says that Bais Shammai is the lenient
opinion in this matter.

The Gemara cites a Braisa in which

NIX JIRY KR

aT 121 a9 onY i 9p

IN'YI' DIAIX 'NNY NY

mepr onnix 990 il

Abba Shaul says that Bais Hillel is the lenient opinion.
NP NIX oY

a1 n" v ipan K9

Rebbe Shimon holds that both were lenient in this
Halachah.
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The Gemara continues to explain the Mishnah:

NNY IO TNNN 7Y 110N [N ANk AN«

If one of the sisters, 4n, was an any to one of the brothers,
i, he is

NNINK2 NI N NIOR

Reuvain obviously cannot take Rochel because of Ervah.
Therefore, she is not pipr, not bound to him for onn. As a
result, her sister Leah is not considered injupr ninx, and nin
to Reuvain. We must remember that Leah is not a any my,
because they are not coming from the same husband.

Although this Halachah was already taught in the
Mishnah on x"y > g7

nNN' X'NY nNINX

nna'nn I Nx9In

If one of the sisters, snn, was an any to Ruvain — For
example, as Rashi says, before she married Levi, she was
inp, Ruvain’s daughter-in-law, he is

NNINK2 NI N2 IO

He cannot take Rochel because of Ervah, but he can be
Meyabem Leah.

The Gemara answers xony, we need both rulings.

Our Mishnah teaches that even where there are two
surviving brothers, Ruvain can be Meyabem Leah — Even
though

Y DIWN 1AM XO'RT

We might think that we should not allow Ruvain to be
Meyabem Leah because Shimon might mistakenly also
be Meyabem one of the two, when actually both are
forbidden to him because of inpipr ninx.

The earlier Mishnah teaches that he may be Meyabem
the non-Ervah — even though

nom xpT W X"

There is no second brother who is not Meyabem any one
of them because of inpipr ninx to remind us about that
Halachah — and we might think to not allow Ruvain to
be Meyabem, because people, not realizing that Rochel is
an Ervah will think that he’s taking Leah an injiar ninx.
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This was already taught..
D 4?—\3)/@‘/
piglalAR Yai~Anta)ighl
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Hemay be

Meyabem the non-Ervah
Even though

NN RPT NV RIDT

can be Meyabem Leah
Even though
NV DIVN TN RINRT
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(p=Rn¥aliam)
‘ The Mishnah continues: Y
NYITH QI0'RI NIXN IO :37 //

nmatnn X9 Nx9In

If 5m was aiox to pixy because of an s aiox or an panT Nio,
she requires Chalitzah, because the exemption is only for
an Ervah of ninn> an similar to awx nink — but he may not
do Yibum, because of the w1110, or the T 0.

Leah also requires Chalitzah because she’s not a anv ny,
but may not do Yibum because of inpipr ninx.

MR MO I MO
AR N9 NESR

E

N} )

She requires 22/ She requires 22/
Because Because the exemption
she’s not a Ny mx is onlyfor an Ervah of
He may nat do pr> ALLASAS A
Because of He masy not dy pr>
IMPIPTINR Because of the 9 Moy,
or the p277 MON

Although this Halachah was also taught in the Mishnah

onx'v>qt

Our Mishnah teaches that nivn a0 is not like nrny ~iow, and 7

that notwithstanding the nixn vo the sister is considered <

INPIRT NINK. Aé‘ﬁo% this was also Z‘MW

i the Mishmat on > (s...

NIRD MO

is not like My MO,
and that notwithstanding the myn mox
the sister is considered mpipt mnx
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The Mishnah continues:

NNY 10 AT 9V NIOR [ AR ANt

ANY 0™ AT 7Y NIOK NI

If each one of the sisters was an Ervah to one of the
brothers, as follows:

Rochel was an Ervah to Reuvain, and Leah was an Ervah
to Shimon.

T AANM AT MIoRN

highahl:highall gl

Rochel is ~iox to Reuvain and anim to Shimon — Because
she is NOT an Ervah to Shimon.

She is also NOT injupr ninx, because her sister Leah is not
inipr, since she is an Ervah to Shimon.

Leah is aiox to Shimon and nim to Reuvain - Because she
is NOT an Ervah to Ruvain, and NOT injujr ninx, because
her sister Rochel is not inpujr, since she is an Ervah to
Ruvain.

Here too, the Gemara explains that although the xwn of
the Mishnah already taught this Halachah where one of
the Yevamos is an Ervah?

However, the xo'0 is needed because
nom NpT W NI

And the x90 is needed because

TTAN 'NDM INYiNn ND'ITI
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to Ruwain

Lealy iy not y,/z/[))f

Since she iy an

to Shimon

e

/fﬁ‘/wa?/z/ the £
w&e&/yx ?‘W this Halachali

The XW" is needed:

NPNIN RIMDT
YTTAR MM

The XD 0 is needed:
1Y RIDT
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X0 NP1 IR AT A R

N2 X1 "IN (902

This last scenario of

highahlihishelleo]

NT'7 NN AT NMIoRNI

Can occur with any one of the niny sy wnn mentioned in
the first Mishnah

']LJ'NI INmMmnNn 02NN ATIN' A1

Rav Yehuda qualifies this statement to be referring only
to the nimy mentioned from innn and further, because the
Mishnah is only referring to cases yxwn j, and ima can
only be illustrated in a case of nouxn ima, a daughter born
out-of-wedlock, as Rashi explains;

The sisters Rochel and Leah are the daughters of Ruvain
and Shimon respectively:

Obviously, they are sisters only from one mother.
However, this can only occur in a case of

INOIINN 1N

Ruvain had Rochel out-of-wedlock - and then Shimon
had Leah with this same mother out-of-wedlock. If
Ruvain had married her and then divorced or died,
Shimon could not have married her, because of nx nwx?
According to Rav Yehuda, our Mishnah here is therefore
not referring to the first six cases of the first Mishnah
which are similar to ma, although the other five can occur
I'\IWIN |N.

INOIIXN IN] X DANN "2XI

Abaye says that the Mishnah is referring even to cases
[K2lhal

X9 mYya N XY I'NR NWR AR

07 NNdYNAT XIN [vnw 2T NA"INT 1"

N9 nnNdwn X7 00T KX

"N KT RNAITOY

The Mishnah is not discussing cases about which there is
a Machlokes.

DafHachaim.org
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‘ mYIya 2 XY I'NR DYX X DANA X190 2
w17 X2"INI R RDWA DY NdwNI

D2l TI NN J'mrol

PR NWR IR
M2 NN ROWY

"> ,é,a'/,é'/ it nls 5)//)/29&//

As follows:

In this case Yaakov ultimately has six sons, but we start
with four sons,

TR Y Ivnw .

jvnwi axy married two sisters axa am.

Ruvain died, leaving Rochel a ana.

Before Levi or Yehuda did Yibum or Chalitzah, a fifth
son was born to Yaakov, vwer, who certainly cannot be
Me’Yabem Rochel because of m3va nn 89w rnx nex, since he
was born after the death of Ruvain.

Levy went ahead and was Me’Yabem Rochel.
Then, Shimon died, leaving Leah a nna.

At this point, a sixth son was born to Yakov, jmar, who
cannot be Me’Yabem Leah because of muwa nn x3w mnx nwx,
he was born after the death of Shimon,

and Yehuda went ahead and was Me’Yabem Leah.

Subsequently, both Levy and Yehuda died childless, /o,,,,\\ ﬁ g
leaving both Rochel and Leah nma to the surviving Seaen e
brothers jfan vwer. ====» xY N7
Rochel is an Ervah of nx nex to Yisaschar, since
previously, when she was a Yevamah from Ruvain, she Py
was forbidden to Yisaschar as muya an 89w rnx nex, she

remains iox to him forever as an nx nex from Ruvain.
Leah is not an Ervah to Yisaschar, because when she was
a Yevamah from Shimon she was permitted to Yisaschar

as he WAS mawa of Shimon — He was already born at the ,,,,\\ P & 8
time Shimon died. ~ e e O
Leah IS an Ervah to Zvulun, since previously, when she ===» N9 5

was a Yevamah from Shimon, she was forbidden to
Zvulun as mywa nn 9w rnx nwx, she remains wox to him
forever as an nx nux from Shimon. This is a case of 1

par q101% - he was born before Yehuda was Me’Yabem. DL
‘ Rochel is not an Ervah to Zvulun, because, according to Wﬁ;’eg”f" i
ivnw 21 the Issur of mwa nn xaw rix nux does not apply in a )

case of 1 qioan oav — where he was born after Levy had g 10,y >
already been Me’Yabem, and he never found her in a Wl 95 20 ok Al
Yibum situation. does M?‘Mfo ;ﬁ Q/m// o
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Therefore,

‘ T3 DN AT NIoRN
highahihhighallclall
Rochel is ~iox to Yisaschar, but v to Zvulun. i ey iy ey
Leah is ~iox to Zvulun, but anm to Yisaschar. Loah ty Jevabun Dochelts yMM/mr

= A9 =5 [P

ivnw a1 now is discussed at length on o™ n™ g7, see our
Reviews there.

The scenarios of all the iy are illustrated in great detail
in Rashi on a"y 'v 91, see our Review there.

Zugt di Mishnah:

NINK MY 'RIY] [N DY ['NR NYIY ) &/

There were 3 brothers 5 jynw =4

Two of them, jvnw pixa married axy 5ny, who are sisters, rns nwsw

NNl NUR IX

AN NI N IN DYAN N2 PR R oY
N1 NI NWN IR

Or, they are mother and daughter, or granddaughter, N3 N2Y AWK N AN2Y AWK N
If Ruvain and Shimon die, and they both fall for Yibum to 132 DY TN N

Levi,

:

RS NI

nmatnn X9 nixIn 19 N

Because they are both inpiar ninx

AVIBD Y I

As the Gemara explains;

DA 01 NYYNN A [wa e w'a

Rebbe Shimon exempts both Rochel and Leah from both
Yibum and Chalitzah.

NP 12T ON 91

" nIEon
MY NN X9 DNINK 'IX NYUKRI MMKIY n‘nzqqnn xb‘

IT91T DAY WYY nyea

|nn nNNa "iox "N 17 R XY

When they become ninx to each other, even if only through
np, they are nmina n nram e, and therefore also avann e

1P NW2 TV W
0120 1M ANHNN N

4
=i nRn x> S by SN
. 1T 1T MR VYW NYW2
1NN NNR2 DR PIPY9 79 RN R

wp |
NPT
Yecheskel
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‘ The Mishnah continues

NMY T10'R 1"y MIOK [ m nnxk an'n

NNINK] NN N2 MI0XR

NYITH AI0'X IX NIXN NI0R

nina*nn X931 niXan

Although these Halachos were already taught
previously, they are repeated here to exclude certain nm
we might think are necessary according to Rebbe
Shimon.

The Mishnayos on the next Daf continue with similar
scenarios.

1M DN R
0P 0N
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Dedicated By: DafHachaim.org Yevamos 28 -9




