
 
 

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

Yevamos Daf Chuf Ches 
 

• Q: The Mishna had said, if two sisters fall to 2 brothers in yibum, and one of the sisters is assur 
to one of the brothers as an ervah, that brother becomes mutar to the other sister even for 
yibum, and the second brother may take neither in yibum, because to him each one is the sister 
of his zika. Presumably this is referring even to the case where the sister that was an ervah fell 
to yibum first, and then the other sister fell. Now, in that case, why wouldn’t we say that the 
brother who has the ervah issue with the first sister should marry the second sister, and the 
second brother should then marry the first sister, since she was mutar, became assur, and now 
became mutar again, she should be fully mutar!? A: R’ Pappa said, the case is where the non-
ervah sister fell to yibum first, and that is why the second brother remains assur to both sisters. 

R’ ELIEZER OMER B”S OMRIM… 

• A Braisa says, R’ Eliezer says that B”S say we don’t force them to divorce, and B”H say that we 
do. R’ Shimon says that we don’t force them to divorce. Abba Shaul says, that B”H held a 
lenient view here and held that we don’t force them to divorce.  

o Q: Who does R’ Shimon follow? If he follows B”S, he is saying the same thing as R’ 
Eliezer. If he is following B”H, he is saying the same thing as Abba Shaul!? A: R’ Shimon 
is saying that B”S and B”H agree that we don’t force them to divorce.  

HUYSA ACHAS MEIHEM… 

• Q: We had a Mishna in the last perek that said the same thing, so why the need to repeat it 
here? A: The previous Mishna is discussing where there is one surviving brother, and this 
Mishna discusses where there are two. If we would just have the last Mishna we would say that 
yibum is permitted there, because there is no concern that it would lead to a second brother 
doing yibum. If we would just have this Mishna, we would say that maybe we only allow it here, 
because the fact that there is a second brother who does not do yibum will show people that 
marrying one of 2 sisters who have fallen for yibum is typically not permitted. 

ISSUR MITZVAH… 

• Q: This was already taught in a previous Mishna as well!? A: The last Mishna taught the Halacha 
regarding the woman herself who is an issur mitzvah. This Mishna teaches regarding the sister 
of such a woman. We would think that the issur mitzvah should be treated as an ervah and 
should permit the other sister for yibum. We would say that Rabanan allowed this to be treated 
as such to allow the mitzvah of yibum to take place. 

HUYSA ACHAS MEIHEN… 

• Q: This is the same case as earlier in the Mishna, only that earlier the case was where one sister 
was an ervah to one brother, and here each sister is an ervah to a different brother!? A: If we 
only had the first case we would think only there yibum is allowed, because the fact that the 
second brother does not do yibum shows that such a case is typically assur. If we would only 
have this later case we would say that it is only mutar in this case, because by both of them 
doing yibum it shows that the other sister is an ervah to each brother, and that’s why it is 
allowed.  

ZU HEE SHE’AMRU… 

• Q: What does the “zu hee” come to exclude? A: The case where one sister is an issur mitzvah to 
one and the other sister is an issur mitzvah to the other. 

o Q: We already excluded such a case earlier in the Mishna when one sister was an issur 
mitzvah to one brother. Why the need to refer to it in the case of where there is the 
parallel for the 2 brothers? A: We would think that maybe we only don’t treat her as a 
full ervah when the second brother has no ervah type relationship with any sister, 



because we have to be concerned that he will do yibum as well. However, when each 
brother has an issur mitzvah relationship, we would think that we can treat them as full 
ervahs and allow yibum.  

• R’ Yehuda in the name of Rav said, all 15 arayos of the first Mishna can be fit into a situation 
where there are 2 sisters who fall to yibum to 2 brothers, and each sister is only assur to one of 
the brothers as an ervah (with each of the 15 types), with the result that each brother will be 
mutar to do yibum to one of the sisters. 

o R’ Yehuda said this only applies from the case of the mother in law and forward, but not 
the first 6 cases, because the only way to fit the first 6 cases would be with the case of a 
daughter born through rape, and the Mishna is not dealing with that type of case.  

o Abaye says the Mishna does discuss such cases and therefore even the first six cases can 
fit into this setup. However, the case of eishes achiv shelo haya b’olamo cannot fit, 
because it can only fit according to R’ Shimon, and the statement of Rav was not meant 
to include cases of machlokes.  

o R’ Safra says that even eishes achiv shelo haya b’olamo fits, and it will follow the view of 
R’ Shimon, and the case will be where there are 4 brothers, 2 of which are married to 2 
sisters. The first of those brothers dies and a 5th brother is born and one of the previous 
brothers (not married to a sister) does yibum. Then the second brother married to the 
other sister dies, a 6th brother is then born and the other brother of the original 4 then 
does yibum. Finally, the remaining two of the original 4 also die without children.  

 
MISHNA 

• If there are 3 brothers, 2 of whom are married to 2 sisters, or to a woman and her daughter, or a 
woman and her granddaughter, and the two brothers then die without children, the surviving 
brother must give them chalitza, but no yibum. R’ Shimon says they do not even require 
chalitza.  

• If one of these women was assur to the surviving brother as an ervah, he is assur to her but may 
even do yibum to the other woman.  

• If one is assur to him as an issur mitzvah or issur kedusha, they require chalitza and may not be 
taken in yibum.  

 
GEMARA 

• A Braisa says, R’ Shimon says they are patur based on the pasuk of “v’isha ehl achosa lo sikach 
litzror” – if the sisters becomes tzaros by falling to the same man for yibum, neither of them 
may be taken in yibum. 

HUYSA ACHAS MEIHEN… 

• Q: This seems to be the same thing as the last Mishna!? A: This is needed to teach that 
according to R’ Shimon, who says in the previous case that they are fully patur, in this case one 
can even be taken in yibum.  

 


