
 
 

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

Yevamos Daf Yud Gimmel 
 

KEITZAD POTROS TZAROSEIHEN… 

• Q: How do we know that a tzara makes her later tzaros patur as well? A: R’ Yehuda said, the 
pasuk uses the word “litzror”, which suggests that multiple tzaros are patur. R’ Ashi said, they 
are patur based on the following. The original ervah makes the tzarah patur. When she becomes 
patur, she herself becomes the ervah of eishes ach. With that title, she then makes her future 
tzaros patur as well.  

KEITZAD IHM MEISU HEIN… 

• Q: Our Mishna suggests that even if the ervah and the tzara were married to the man at the 
same time, the tzara would be mutar for yibum as long as the ervah was divorced before the 
time of death. However another Braisa seems to suggest that the tzara would only be mutar if 
they were not married to the man at the same time!? A: R’ Yirmiya said, the Mishna and the 
Braisa cannot be reconciled, and therefore must follow different shitos. Rava said, it may be 
that they follow the same shita, and the Braisa, which gives an example of where the divorce 
took place before the second woman was married, is teaching something that is really 
unnecessary to teach, after having taught the Mishna.  

V’CHOL SHEYICHOLA L’MA’EIN 

• Q: Why can’t the ervah do mi’un at this point, and at least allow her tzara to have yibum done? 
Can we say this is a proof to R’ Oshaya, who says that once the husband dies it is too late to do 
mi’un? A: It may be that she can do mi’un even then, but the tzara may still not undergo yibum, 
because she appears to be the tzara of an ervah.  

 
MISHNA 

• There are 6 arayos that are more stringent that the list in the last Mishna in that they may only 
marry others, and never one of the paternal brothers. For this reason, the tzaros of this ervah 
are always mutar. The 6 arayos are: one’s mother, his father’s wife, his father’s sister, his 
paternal sister, his father’s brother’s wife, and his paternal brother’s wife. 

• B”S say that tzaros of the arayos are mutar for yibum. B”H say they are assur.  
o If the tzara of an ervah gets chalitza, B”S say she would be assur to a Kohen, and B”H say 

she would be mutar. If yibum was done to the tzara, B”S say she would be mutar to a 
Kohen (if her current husband were to die), and B”H say that she would be assur 
(according to them she was mezaneh with an ervah and thereby becomes passul to a 
Kohen). 

o Although their differing views have dramatic and opposite results, the people of B”S and 
B”H did not hesitate to intermarry with each other. Similarly, although they often argue 
with regard to tumah and tahara, they did not hesitate to use each other’s keilim when 
preparing taharos. 

 
GEMARA 

• R’ Shimon ben Pazi explains, that B”S’s view is based on the pasuk that says, “lo sihiyeh eishes 
hameis hachutza l’ish zar”. This suggests that the unrelated (i.e. outside) woman is subject to 
yibum, presumably even when there is a related woman in the equation. B”H use this pasuk to 
teach that kiddushin given to a yevama by an outsider will not take effect.  

o B”S say, the pasuk doesn’t say “to an outside one”, it says “the outside one”, which 
suggests as they darshen. B”H say that the word “chutza” can be understood as if it said 
“lachutz” (to the outside one), as we find many times in pesukim.  



o B”S learn the Halacha that kiddushin will not take effect on a yevama from the pasuk of 
“l’ish zar”. 

▪ B”H in fact learn this Halacha from here as well. They use the word “chutza” to 
teach that even an arusah is subject to yibum. 

• B”S learn this from the “hey” of “hachutzah”. 

• Rava said, the view of B”S is based on the concept that one issur does not take effect upon 
another issur. Therefore, the issur of eishes ach never takes effect upon the ervah (who is 
already assur), and she is not even considered to have fallen for yibum, and the tzaros are 
therefore not assur. In a case where she is first eishes ach and then becomes another type of 
ervah, she is not considered to become that other ervah, and therefore does not make the 
tzaros assur.  

CHALTZU BEIS SHAMAI POSLIM… 

• Q: The results spelled out in the Mishna are obvious based on the shitos, so why the need to say 
them? A: This comes to exclude R’ Yochanan ben Nuri, who thought to say that we should give 
chalitza to all tzaros. This teaches that B”H say that need not be done and the tzaros therefore 
remain mutar to a Kohen. 

NISYABMU BEIS HILLEL POSLIN… 

• This case was only stated since we already stated the law regarding where they did chalitzah. 

• Reish Lakish asked R’ Yochanan why reading the megilla for different people on different days is 
not a problem of “lo sisgodidu”. R’ Yochanan asked why Reish Lakish didn’t have this same issue 
with our Mishna, where B”S say the tzaros are mutar and B”H say they are assur. Reish Lakish 
said, our Mishna is not a problem, because B”S did not actually follow their leniency in practice. 
However, R’ Yochanan says that they did follow the leniency, and that is why he asked the 
question. We find that Rav and Shmuel also argued about this – Rav said they did not follow 
their view in practice, and Shmuel says that they did.  

 


