
 
 

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

Yevamos Daf Chuf Daled 
 

MISHNA 

• The mitzvah is for the oldest brother to do the yibum. However, if a younger brother goes ahead 
and does it, he has gained the mitzvah.  

 
GEMARA 

• A Braisa says, the pasuk says “vehaya habechor”, which teaches that the mitzvah is for the 
oldest brother to do the yibum, “asher teileid” teaches that an ailunnis is patur from yibum, 
“yakum ahl sheim achiv hameis” – teaches that the brother who does yibum inherits the entire 
estate of the deceased brother. The Braisa asks, maybe this last part of the pasuk teaches that if 
a son is born with the yevama he should be given the name of the deceased brother? We learn a 
gezeirah shava from the pasuk of “ahl sheim acheihem yikaru b’nachalasam”, that here too we 
are talking about inheritance. The Braisa continues and says, the pasuk of “v’lo yimachu shemo” 
teaches that if the deceased was one who could not have children, his wife is not subject to 
yibum.  

o Rava says, although in the entire Torah a pasuk always can be interpreted according to 
its simple meaning, this pasuk based on the gezeirah shava is not.  

▪ Q: Even without the gezeirah shava this would seem to have to be the meaning, 
because the pasuk says “ahl sheim achiv hameis”. If the pasuk is instructing the 
brother, the pasuk should say “Achicha”, and if the pasuk is instructing Beis Din, 
the pasuk should say “ahl sheim achi aviv”!? It must therefore refer to 
inheritance!? A: It may be that the pasuk instructing Beis Din to tell the brother 
to name the child after “his brother”. However, the gezeirah shava teaches a 
totally different meaning.  

o Q: Based on the drasha of the Braisa, maybe we should say that only a bechor can do 
the mitzvah, but no other brother!? A: If that was true, we would not need a pasuk to 
teach that an eishes achiv shelo haya be’olamo cannot do yibum.  

▪ Q: R’ Acha asked, maybe that exclusion is needed for a new born brother who is 
a bechor to his mother!? A: Since yibum is all about inheritance, we would not 
think that being a bechor to a mother would make a difference for yibum.  

o Q: Maybe we should say that the mitzvah of yibum only applies where there is a 
bechor? A: The pasuk says “umeis achad meihem”, which presumably includes a case 
when even the bechor was the one to die, and we see that there is still a yibum 
obligation in that case. 

▪ Q: Maybe the pasuk is discussing only where a younger brother dies, and it must 
be the bechor to do the yibum? A: If so, there would be no reason for the pasuk 
to exclude the case of eishes achiv shelo haya b’olamo. 

o Q: Maybe we should say that when there is no bechor, if a younger brother did yibum 
before an older brother, he has gotten the mitzvah, but if there is a bechor, only the 
bechor can do the mitzvah, and a younger brother who is bo’el the yevama will not have 
accomplished anything? A: The pasuk of “ki yeishvu achim yachdav” teaches that all 
brothers are equally qualified to do yibum.  

o Q: Maybe we should say that if there is a bechor, and no brother wants to do the yibum 
or chalitza, we then force the bechor to do one of them, but if there is no bechor, we 
don’t force anyone, which would oppose Abaye Keshisha, who said that we always go 
back to the oldest brother and force him to choose one? A: Just as the position of 



bechor makes us force him to choose, so too, the position of being the oldest brother 
makes us force him to choose.  

o Q: Maybe we should say that if it is a bechor who does the yibum he will inherit his 
brother, but if it is any other brother, he does not inherit his brother? A: The pasuk 
giving him the inheritance says “yakum ahl sheim achiv”, and the brother has done so, 
so he will inherit the brother even if he is not the bechor.  

o Q: If so, why does the pasuk use the word “bechor”? A: It is to teach, that just as a 
bechor only takes a double portion of the currently held assets of his father, and not of 
the prospective assets, the same is true for the brother who does yibum.  

 
MISHNA 

• If there are rumors that a man has been mezaneh with a maidservant, and she is then freed, or 
with a non-Jewish woman, and she then converts, this man may not marry her (so as not to give 
credibility to the rumors). However, if he did marry her, we do not force him to get divorced.  

• If a man was rumored to be mezaneh with a married woman, and that woman was divorced by 
her husband at the instruction of Beis Din, this man may not go and marry that woman. If he 
goes ahead and marries her, we make him divorce her.  

 
GEMARA 

• Q: The Mishna seems to say, that although the non-Jew converted just so as to marry this man, 
she is considered to be a true convert. However, we find that R’ Nechemia says in a Braisa, that 
one who converts for any ulterior motive (e.g. to marry, for money, etc.) is not a true convert!? 
A: It was said in the name of Rav, that all such people are true converts. 

o Q: If so, why don’t we allow them to marry l’chatchila? A: The reason we don’t allow the 
marriage is based on R’ Assi, who learns from a pasuk that one may not act in a way that 
will foster bad rumors about himself. This marriage will foster the rumors of his earlier 
znus. 

• A Braisa says, we will not accept geirem in the times of Moshiach. Similarly, we did not accept 
geirem in the time of Dovid or Shlomo. 

HANITAN AHL EISHES ISH… 

• Rav says, we only force them to get divorced when there were witnesses to the acts of znus.  
o Q: R’ Sheishes asked, a Braisa says, if a man divorced his wife because of rumors of her 

being mezaneh, and she then married someone else who then divorced her as well, if 
the rumored adulterer then married her, we do not force them to get divorced. Now, 
this must be talking about where there were no witnesses to the znus (because if there 
were, why would marrying someone in between make a difference). And, yet we see 
that she may only remain married to the adulterer when she had married someone else 
in between (because that stopped the rumors), otherwise we would force the divorce 
even though there are no witnesses!? A: Rav would say, in truth we would not force the 
divorce even if she hadn’t married someone else in between. The chiddush of the Braisa 
is, that even if she does marry someone else in between, in which case the rumors of 
their znus has subsided, still, they may not get married l’chatchila.  

o Q: A Braisa says, we only force the divorce if the woman did not have children from the 
first marriage (forcing the divorce will cause people to say that the children are 
mamzeirem). However, if she has children, we do not force the divorce. In either case, if 
there are witnesses to the znus, we force the divorce. We see from here that we force 
the divorce even without witnesses!? A: Rav says that our Mishna is discussing where 
she had children, and where there were witnesses. He didn’t mean that we always need 
witnesses to force the divorce.  

▪ Q: Why didn’t Rav rather say that our Mishna is even discussing where she 
didn’t have children and there were no witnesses, and learn from here that we 
force the divorce even without witnesses? A: He said so based on the Mishna 
which says “if they forced the first husband to divorce her” (“they” being Beis 
Din). Now, Beis Din would only force that if there were witnesses to the znus.  



o A: We can also say that the Braisos follow the view of Rebbi, who says that we force a 
divorce by the first husband even based on rumors alone. 

o The Gemara says that we pasken like Rav and like Rebbi. 
▪ This is not contradictory, rather it depends if the rumor died down. If it did not 

die down, we force the divorce even if there are no witnesses, like Rebbi said. If 
the rumor died down, we only force the divorce if there are witnesses, like Rav 
said.  

• Abaye says, a rumor is considered to die down if it doesn’t last for a day 
and a half. This length of time is only an issue if there was no break in 
the rumor during this time. Also, this is only if the rumor didn’t stop 
based on fear. Finally, this is only if the person has no enemies (if he 
does, we assume that they are the ones behind the rumor). 

 


