
 
 

Today’s Daf In Review is being sent l’zecher nishmas Habachur Yechezkel Shraga A”H ben R’ Avrohom 
Yehuda 
 

Yevamos Daf Kuf Daled 
 

MISHNA 

• If chalitza is done at night, the chalitza is valid. R’ Elazar says it is passul.  

• If chalitza is done with the left foot, it is passul. R’ Elazar says it is valid.  
 
GEMARA 

• Q: Should we say that the first machlokes is based on whether we compare monetary cases to 
tzaraas cases? The T”K says we do not and therefore monetary cases may even be done at night, 
and R’ Elazar would say that they are compared? A: Everyone agrees that we do not compare 
monetary cases to tzaraas cases, and therefore the end of a monetary case may be done at 
night, but not the beginning. The machlokes is whether a chalitza is given the status of the end 
of a case (T”K) or the beginning (R’ Elazar). 

• Rabbah bar Chiya from Kitosfa’ah performed a chalitza with a shoe of felt, by himself, at night. 
Shmuel commented showing his displeasure. 

o Q: Why was Shmuel displeased? There is an anonymous Braisa that allows a felt shoe to 
be used and another anonymous Braisa that allows it to be done at night!? A: It was 
because he did it alone, which follows a singular opinion. A2: They actually all only 
follow a singular view that says it may be done so l’chatchila.  

BISMOL CHALITZASA… 

• Q: Why do the Rabanan say that it would be passul? A: Ulla said, they learn a gezeira shava on 
the word “regel” from metzorah. Just as there the blood must be placed on the right foot, so too 
chalitza must be done on the right foot.  

o Q: We find that R’ Elazar makes a gezeirah shava on the word “ozen” from metzorah to 
the case of nirtza (a slave who has his ear pierced to remain a slave beyond shmitta), 
and it would therefore seem logical that he would make the gezeirah shava of “regel” as 
well!? A: R’ Yitzchak bar Yosef in the name of R’ Yochanan said, the shita of the 
Rabanan and R’ Elazar must be reversed. A2: Rava said, we don’t have to reverse the 
shitos, and the reason R’ Elazar does not darshen the gezeirah shava of “regel” is 
because the words are not open and available for a drasha, and as such we can refute 
the drasha by saying that metzora is different because it also has other obligations 
(cedar wood, eizov, shni tola’as). 

 
MISHNA 

• If the yevama removed the shoe and spat, but did not read the psukim, the chalitza is valid. If 
she read the psukim and spat, but did not remove the shoe, the chalitza is passul. If she 
removed the shoe and read the psukim, but did not spit, R’ Elazar says the chalitza is passul and 
R’ Akiva says the chalitza is valid.  

o R’ Elazar said, the pasuk says “kacha yei’aseh”, which teaches that every action is 
essential (which is why failure to spit makes it passul). R’ Akiva said that is no proof, 
because the pasuk says “kacha yei’ashe l’ish” – only actions done to the man (removing 
his shoe) are essential. 

• If chalitza is done on a deaf-mute yavam, or is done by a deaf-mute yevama, or on a yavam who 
is a minor, the chalitza is passul. If a yevama who is a minor did chalitza, she must do it again 
when she is an adult. If she does not, her chalitza is passul.  

• If chalitza was done in front of 2 judges, or if it was done in front of 3 but one of the 3 were then 
found to be passul, the chalitza is passul. R’ Shimon and R’ Yochanan Hasandler say it is valid. It 
once happened that a chalitza was done when only the yavam and yevama were there, alone in 
prison, and R’ Akiva said it was a valid chalitza.  



 
GEMARA 

• Rava said, now that we say the reading of the psukim is not essential, if a mute man or woman 
does chalitza, it will be valid.  

o Q: The Mishna says that a deaf-mute man or woman who does chalitza or a minor who 
does chalitza, is passul. Presumably this is because they cannot read the psukim!? A: 
The reason is because they are not mentally competent.  

▪ Q: If so, why can a mute do chalitza? A: A mute is mentally competent. 
▪ Q: The Yeshiva of R’ Yannai said that the deaf-mutes cannot do chalitza based 

on the pasuk of “v’amar” and “v’amra” (they must speak). If so, a mute should 
also be passul!? A: Rava must have made his statement on the later part of the 
Mishna that says a deaf-mute may not do chalitza. He says, that this is because 
they can’t read, and if so, a mute will also not be valid for a chalitza. The reason 
why the beginning of the Mishna says that chalitza is valid even if the psukim 
are not read is because they can be read, they just weren’t read.  

• They sent to the father of Shmuel, if a yevama spat at one of the brothers in Beis Din, she may 
no longer do yibum and must do chalitza.  

o Q: Who does this follow? It can’t follow R’ Akiva, because he says that spitting is not 
essential at all! Are we to say that it follows R’ Elazar? But he says that removing the 
shoe is also essential, so spitting without removing the shoe cannot passul her from the 
brothers, because doing one of the permitting acts without the other cannot have an 
effect!? A: It follows Rebbi, who says regarding korbanos that doing one permitting act 
without the second permitting act does have an effect. The same would be here 
regarding chalitza.  

 


