
 
 

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

Yevamos Daf Kuf Chuf Beis 
 

MISHNA 

• The witnesses may testify to having seen the man dead even by candlelight or by moonlight. A 
woman may even remarry based on a voice that says that her husband died, without seeing the 
source behind that voice. It once happened that a person yelled from a mountaintop that a 
particular man had died. When people went to the mountaintop to see who had said that, they 
couldn’t find him. Yet, they allowed the dead man’s wife to remarry. It also once happened that 
a man yelled out to identify himself and said that he was dying from a snakebite. When people 
found him they could no longer recognize him. Yet, they allowed his wife to remarry. 

 
GEMARA 

• Rabbah bar Shmuel said, a Braisa says that B”S say a woman may not remarry based on a voice 
without knowing the source of the voice, and B”H say that she may. 

o Q: We have our anonymous Mishna that says that it may be done, so what is he 
teaching us? A: He is teaching us that if we find an anonymous Tanna who says we may 
not rely on this voice, that Tanna is B”S.  

V’HALCHU V’LO MATZ’U 

• Q: Why are we not concerned that it was a “sheid” (demon) who yelled it out? A: R’ Yehuda in 
the name of Rav said, they saw a human form who was calling it out. 

o Q: Demons can take the form of humans as well!? A: They saw that the form had a 
shadow (which a demon does not have). 

▪ Q: Demons also have shadows!? A: He saw a shadow of the shadow, which is 
something a demon does not have.  

• Q: Why are we not concerned that it was the co-wife who announced that, just to cause 
problems!? A: We find in a Braisa that at times we are meikel when we have no choice. Here 
too, we have no choice, because this may be the only source of her ever getting testimony. 

 
MISHNA 

• R’ Akiva said, when I was in Neharda’a to establish the leap year, Nechemya of Beis Deli asked 
whether it was accurate that in Eretz Yisrael they do not allow a woman to remarry based on a 
single witness, except according to the view of R’ Yehuda ben Bava. R’ Akiva said that was 
accurate. He asked R’ Akiva to deliver a message to the Rabanan of Eretz Yisrael as follows, 
“You know that this county is at war, however you should know that I have a tradition from R’ 
Gamliel the Elder that a woman may marry based on the testimony of a single witness (that her 
husband died)”. When R’ Akiva told this to R’ Gamliel, he was very happy and said that he finally 
found an opinion that agrees with R’ Yehuda ben Bava. During the discussion R’ Gamliel 
remembered that men were killed in Tel Arza, and he then allowed their wives to marry based 
on a single witness. From there it became established to allow remarriage based on a single 
witness, and based on hearsay, and on the testimony of a slave, a woman, and even a 
maidservant.  

o R’ Eliezer and R’ Yehoshua say a woman may not remarry on the testimony of a single 
witness. R’ Akiva said she may not remarry based on the testimony of a woman, a slave, 
a maidservant, or relatives.  

 
GEMARA 

• Q: We find a Braisa where R’ Akiva clearly says a woman is believed to say that a man has died!? 
A: Our Mishna is discussing before that became established practice, and the Braisa is discussing 
after it had become established practice.  



 
MISHNA 

• They said to R’ Akiva, we know a story where they allowed a woman to remarry based on the 
testimony of a woman innkeeper that the person had died and was buried! Surely a Jewish 
woman has at least as much credibility as this innkeeper! R’ Akiva said, the innkeeper was 
believed because she was able to produce this man’s stick, his pouch, and the Sefer Torah that 
he had. 

 
GEMARA 

• Q: Why did they assume that the innkeeper is less reliable than any other woman? A: R’ Kahana 
said, the innkeeper was a goy, and she produced these articles and showed the place of burial 
all “lefi tuma”. 

o Q: How can we say that she was “lefi tuma” when the story goes that they asked this 
woman where their friend was!? A: Before they even asked, she began to cry. That led 
to them asking and her answering. Therefore, it is considered to be lefi tuma. 

• Q: A Braisa says, that when a man gave a detailed account to R’ Tarfon of how he met a man 
and later saw him die, and R’ Tarfon readily accepted the testimony. Another Braisa says that R’ 
Tarfon questioned the person and examined the testimony closely. This contradicts the earlier 
Braisa!? A: It is actually a machlokes Tanna’im in a Braisa where we find that R’ Akiva says we 
don’t closely examine the testimony of a witness who comes to report a husband as dead, and 
R’ Tarfon says that we do. 

o The logic behind the machlokes is that R’ Akiva holds this is considered a monetary case, 
because the kesubah will have to be collected, and R’ Chanina said that we don’t closely 
examine witnesses in a monetary case so as not to discourage people from lending 
money. R’ Tarfon holds that this is considered to be a capital case, since we are allowing 
a married woman to marry another man (which carries the death penalty). 

• R’ Elazar in the name of R’ Chanina said, talmidei chachomim bring peace to this world, as can 
be learned from the pasuk of “v’chol banayich limudei Hashem v’rav shalom banayich”. 

 
 

HADRAN ALACH PEREK HA’ISHA BASRA!! 
 

HADRAN ALACH MESECHTA YEVAMOS!!! 
 

MAZEL TOV!!! 
 


