
 
 

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

Yevamos Daf Samach Hey 
 

• A Braisa says, if a woman was married for 10 years and didn’t have children, then married 
another man for 10 years and didn’t have children, she may then only marry a man who already 
has children. If she instead married a 3rd man without children, he should divorce her and she 
does not collect her kesubah. 

o Q: If she married for the third time and still did not have any children, may the first two 
husbands seek a refund for the kesubah that they paid her? Can they say it has now 
become clear that you are the reason we never had children, and therefore take back 
the kesubah payment, or can she say, back then it was me who was capable and you 
were the one who was incapable, and it is only now that I no longer have the ability to 
have children? A: It would be logical to assume that she can say to them, it is only now 
that I no longer have the ability to have children.  

o Q: If she marries a 4th husband and had children with him, can she go back and claim her 
kesubah from the 3rd husband? A: We tell her not to make such a claim, because doing 
so may cause the 3rd husband to claim that he only divorced her because of her inability 
to have children, making the entire divorce invalid, and the child that she had to be 
labeled as a mamzer. 

▪ Q: R’ Pappa asked, even if she doesn’t stir up that claim by the husband, why 
are we not concerned that the divorce is invalid for this reason? A: It must be 
that we say that she actually couldn’t have children then, and it is only now that 
she is able, and therefore the divorce was given properly and is valid. Therefore, 
even if she would make the claim, we would say the same thing and she would 
not be awarded her kesubah from the 3rd husband.  

• Q: If a couple is getting divorced because they had no children, and the husband says that she 
was the one incapable of having children and should therefore not get her kesubah, and the 
wife says that it is he who is incapable and she therefore should get her kesubah, who is 
believed? A: R’ Ami said, we would believe her, because a wife knows whether her husband’s 
zerah comes out with force, thus capable of having children, whereas the husband himself does 
not know.  

o Q: If he says, I want to marry another woman and show that I will have a child with her, 
thereby proving that it is not me who is incapable and therefore need not pay the 
kesubah, what is the Halacha? A: R’ Ami said he must still divorce the first wife and give 
her the kesubah, because he holds that whenever a man marries a second wife against 
the will of his first wife, he must divorce the first wife and give her the kesubah. Rava 
said, a man may marry as many wives as he chooses, as long as he is able to support 
them. Therefore, he would be allowed to take another wife and try to prove that he was 
capable of having children.  

o Q: If the husband says that the wife had miscarried at some point in the 10 year 
marriage, and therefore he need not divorce her yet, and she says that she never 
miscarried, who do we believe? A: R’ Ami said, she is believed, because she wouldn’t lie 
and keep herself labeled as a woman incapable of having children.  

o Q: The Halacha is, if a woman miscarried 3 times, she has established a chazaka of 
miscarrying with this husband, and he must divorce her. If he says that she only 
miscarried twice, and she says that she miscarried 3 times, who do we believe? A: R’ 
Yitzchak ben Elazar said, in the Beis Medrash they said that she is believed, because she 
would not make up a story and thereby become known as a woman who miscarries. 



MISHNA 

• A man is obligated to have children, but a woman is not. R’ Yochanan ben Broka says, the pasuk 
says “Vayomer lahem pru urvu”, which means that the man and the woman were both 
commanded.  

 
GEMARA 

• Q: How do we know that the obligation only applies to men? A: R’ Illa’a in the name of R’ Elazar 
the son of R’ Shimon said, it is based on the pasuk that says “fill the world and conquer it”. It is 
men who conquer, and not women.  

o Q: The pasuk uses the word “vichivshuha” which is plural, suggesting that it applies to 
men and women!? A: R’ Nachman bar Yitzchak said, the word is written as “v’chavsha”, 
which is singular.  

o R’ Yosef said, the pasuk says “Ani Kel Shakai prei urvei” – instead of “pru urvu”, which 
therefore suggests it is singular.  

o R’ Illa’a in the name of R’ Elazar the son of R’ Shimon said, just as it is a mitzvah to say 
mussar that will be accepted by people, so too it is a mitzvah not to say mussar that will 
not be accepted by people. R’ Abba said, it is actually an obligation not to give such 
mussar. 

o R’ Illa’a in the name of R’ Elazar the son of R’ Shimon said, it is mutar to bend the truth 
to bring about peace, as we find that the brothers told Yosef that Yaakov told them 
before he died to ask Yosef for forgiveness. R’ Nosson said, it is an obligation to do so, 
as we see that Hashem told Shmuel to go anoint Dovid, but to do so under the pretense 
of bringing a korbon. In the yeshiva of R’ Yishmael it was said, peace is so great that we 
find that even Hashem bent the truth for it, for although Sarah said that “my husband is 
old”, when Hashem repeated that to Avrohom, he said that Sarah said that she herself 
was old.  

R’ YOCHANAN BEN BROKAH OMER 

• There is a machlokes between R’ Yochanan and R’ Yehoshua ben Levi: one says that the 
Halacha follows R’ Yochanan ben Brokah, and the other says that the Halacha does not follow 
him.  

o We find that when R’ Avahu (or R’ Chiya bar Abba) once said that R’ Yochanan said that 
the Halacha followed R’ Yochanan ben Broka, R’ Ami and R’ Assi turned away 
disapprovingly. It must be that R’ Yochanan actually held that the Halacha does not 
follow him.  

o R’ Acha bar Chanina in the name of R’ Avahu in the name of R’ Assi said, that a woman 
once came to R’ Yochanan saying that her husband was incapable of having children 
and therefore wanted a divorce from him. R’ Yochanan made him give a divorce and 
allowed her to collect her kesubah. If R’ Yochanan held that she was not obligated to 
have children, he would not have allowed her to collect her kesubah. 

▪ The Gemara says, it may be that R’ Yochanan allowed her kesubah not because 
she is obligated to have children, but rather like R’ Ami once did so, because a 
woman needs children to take care of her in her old age. We find that R’ 
Nachman allowed a kesubah in a similar case for the same reason.  

o We find that R’ Chiya’s wife, who had twin boys and twin girls, disguised herself and 
asked R’ Chiya whether a woman has a chiyuv to have children. R’ Chiya told her that 
there is no chiyuv. She then took a potion to prevent herself from becoming pregnant 
again. 

o Q: How can we say that women have no chiyuv? We find that the Rabanan forced a 
master to free his maidservant who was already half free. Presumably this was done, 
because she could not legally marry and could therefore not fulfill her obligation to have 
children!? A: They did so because she was being mezaneh with many men. They wanted 
her freed so that she would marry and stop the zenus. 

 
HADRAN ALACH PEREK HABAH AHL YEVIMTO!!! 


