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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 1”27 97 of X9n2 K22 N2ON amnumonv

Some of the topics we will learn about include.

A owomv is one whose gender is hidden and unknown and
is Halachically considered a 7wx poo wr poo

Several Halachos that pertain to
21 RBDI VIPIW DIONIV

! N 0T RXNDN YIPIW DIV
iﬁo?mg]iﬁlzwasopenedandfoundtobeamale, does D’Jw ’D I’U]J 1J7R

not get 03w *9, the double portion of a firstborn son.

The Halachah of

O M ARWIN 12AMd

If there was a poo between two sons which one is the true
7103, they can together collect 01w *5 from the other
brothers as follows:

One brother writes a document of authorization to the
other brother, and he collects the additional portion for
either one of them from the other brothers.

The Machlokes omom miv 27 regarding the Drashah of
the word

j’D?

DINRY NPy ﬂ),:),
A person is believed to identify one of his sons as the

firstborn. /
PN, 1)1

M7 *27 holds this refers to

AP OpP217OR

Even where there is an established npin that another son is

the 7133, the father is still believed to say 7152121, D3/’ PI

While the o»on hold this refers to nptn D’PD: 1b’DN

R797 %3

Only where there was no npin, where it is unknown which
son is the firstborn, only then is the father believed to say
M01°3a .

PION
However, where there is an established 10 for another R-I’Dn 1,1& :

son, the father is not believed.

The o'non's Halachah is needed only for assets that the
father could not bequeath to this son as a gift.
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So let'sreview ...

MR 727 IR

I07 RIPI VIPIV DIV

DI 0 SON PR

A oo who was opened and found to be a male, even if
he was the firstborn of his father, he is not eligible to
receive a double portion in his father’s estate, because the
Pasuk states

ARIWH N3 120 M

TN DYWN ARV TV

A mnareceives 3w o only if his gender was known at the
time of birth.

The Gemara proceeds with several other Halachos that do
not apply to
J07 RI1N YIPIV DIV

2.

7N IO A PTIIPR IR

Ifhe rebelled against his father and mother, he does not
become a 71 370 12

Because the Pasuk there states

7 MO 2 VNS 1D

N NYUN ARV TY

One becomes a 777111 710 12 only if his gender was known
at the time of birth.

DafHachaim.org

ME P I
IOT RXNN YIPIY DONMV
07W "D YVN R

A Diwnw who was opened and found to be a male,
even if he was the firstborn of his father,
he is not eligible to receive a double portion,

because the Fasuk stafes
i MaEn o
DIDIYY pp £ 7Y

A2 receives Daw 0 only if his gender

was known at the time of birth.

2

DM AN 120 NTIIR N

If he rebelled against his father and mother,
he does not become anmm 17D |2

Because the Pasuk states
S5m0 §3 2RS e s
DDV pp £ 7Y

One becomes a nmm D )2 only
if his gender was known at the time of birth.
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3,

77192 P51 VYPD PR AR

If he was not the firstborn son, his portion does not
minimize the 1192's additional portion which is equivalent
to one brother’s portion, because the Pasuk states

1215 AT

75 NYWwa A RTW TY

The 52 receives a double portion as per brothers whose
gender was known at the time of birth.

As the Rashbam explains

D1 'V AN 'O DR

D nwbw Im

DIV VWD) NI

If the father’s estate consists of 900 Zuz;

And he had three sons;

A >3, aregular son and a DomY;

ophn nwHwh Mhnn oon ophn

VWD) TID2 DR 7 IR PR IR

The estate is initially divided into three portions of 300 Zuz
each, two for the 1132 and one for the v1w», and

oI WHW MO PN

The 7102 first gets his additional portion of 300 Zuz, which
is equivalent to the portion of the brother the v1wo,
because we do not consider the momw. Then,

DIMIN DI VW DRI WM

The remaining 600 are divided among all three sons at 200
each.

AWM 01 71937 RED

o0 3w DYV VIV DIV

It turns out that the 7151 gets a total of 500, while the VYwo
and oM each get 200.

However, if we were to say that the ovmv does minimize
the 7132's portion;

D3 XM AY2IR SO 01

TIRY TAR 50 T DI D

The estate would initially be divided into four portions,
225 each, and the 71312 would only get a total of 450, double
the portion of one brother.

DafHachaim.org

Ej
NMD2 PON VYN IR R

If he was not the firstborn son
his portion does not minimize the m2’s additional portion
which is equivalent to one brother’s portion,

because the Pasuk states
i 1 =
391//))/& Vs £l 7Y

The 22 receives a double portion as per brothers whose
gender was known at the time of birth.

Ay the Rashbam explainy
0NN 'Y 3HD ) OH
o3 DESE 1M
DM VIEDY NO3
Y the father’s estate consisty o) 900 yuy;
% %MAM/ he had z%/ww’fx 77
/} 2YIR, &V wwm/ 7% p/&\//f
5N DESED DONH DWIID OPOMN
DIEDY 753 O 9 1H PH D>
The estate i initiably duided inty three portions off 300

Zuﬁ/ each, two %W the ywon and ow%&r the Gts, and

oY DESE NO3 POn
The 0 %«/M‘ WJ/ his addit md/zorﬁm 0% 300 Jag,
which i Wﬁ/@ﬂf ty the portion o% the brother the 0o,
because we do not consider the: pigud:

Then,
DDV 0NN DEE OPOIM OINM
%rmmm'n?/ 600 are duided
mﬂ?/aﬂ three sony att 200 each.

DENHD DYV MDD HIN)
DN NE DOV PVIEDI DIWNML
Tt turng ouit thatt the son ety a total af 500,
while the 680 and s each W 200.

However, ) we were ty
that the: gl does WW the yop 'j//ﬁorfwn/,’
DN M DY3IH SN MNO3
7P 7PH 55 7205 OE D
The estate would initiably be divided ints four portions,
225 each, and the yo» would o @ foz‘d%éSO,
double the /zorﬂwu @/ one brother.
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4.

The Gemara continues:

WS SR R

As the Rashbam adds

naw mnT>

His n>'» does not need to be performed on the eighth day,
and therefore may not be performed on Shabbos, because
the Pasuk states

DI PRWA OV I3 AT YN D TR

77D NYWD 9t R TY

A 151 must be performed the eighth day only if his
gender was known at the time of birth.

5.

779 IRV DR PR R

His mother does not become x>0 through his birth,
because of the same Pasuk

D7 NYIAW AIRPVY 198 772 YNNI TOR

A7% NYWD 9t R TY

A mother becomes X»v only if the child’s gender was
known at the time of birth

The Gemara however brings proof otherwise from a
Braisa that

775 IRV IR

The mother of a Y73 VML does become NRMV RV
175; apparently, because in this Pasuk we do not Darshen
the words 73t 7.

And accordingly, it would seem that

Inws S

His n>» must be performed on the eighth day, even on
Shabbos.

However, the Gemara explains, perhaps
75 RPOON 190 Nin
RN

It's doubtful whether we Darshen the words in this Pasuk.

Therefore, we must rule stringently in both cases:
77D AIRDYV DR

And

Y 1R

DafHachaim.org

4

MNWY 1M 1R R
A the Rashbam addy
P3E N7
Hiy >/t doess nat need to é@p@r/wme/ on the e'?/u‘/u /a?/,

and z‘/ber%{om mayy nat be Wfoﬁn@/ o Shabboy,

because the Pasuk states
~of == P v SN
Ly »imaiys o
a?'/JJ}’é/«/ 05 424 37

A nbn must be performed the eighth day
only if his gender was known at the time of birth.

5
N7 RNV DX PR R

His mother does not become nov through his birth,

éwo%f%m&?m
=t ==om §=im o =N
o mHaw Snnaty

>3/ Py 25 24 3
A mother becomes 8ov only if the child’s gender
was known at the time of birth.

?
DT RNV X

The mother of a v DL does become NTD PNLIL RHY;
apparently, because in this Pasuk
we do not Darshen the words 321 nTHn.

And accordingly, it would seem that

nnwd Himnd

His nbn must be performed on the eighth day,
even on Shabbos.

v
However, the Gemars explaing,
MY RPDON DO RN
RIMINN

It's doubtful whether we Darshen the words in this
Pasuk. Therefore, we must rule stringently in both cases:

DT RNV DR
And

NINWYY S 1921 10X
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The Gemara returns to *»R 17's initial Halachah that
931 RIDI VIPIV DOV

DIW 0 SVN IR

And cites proof from a Braisa that Darshens the Pasuk
DWW 915 NS A ARIWS N7 120

The word 12 excludes

DMV R 12

A yp1w oo does not receive DIw °o.

And the word 715217 excludes

P90 R 702

If it was uncertain whether or not HE was the firstborn
son, he does not get 01w 9, as in the case of

RINNI DT '21TYW DWW

If two women, married to the same husband, gave birth to
two sons while in hiding, and it was not certain which son
was born first, it depends:

129001 PO 1IN

O M ARWIA P>

If the W52 was initially identified, and only afterward the
two were mixed up, they can together collect 0w o from
the other brothers as follows:

One writes a document of authorization to the other, and
he collects the additional portion for either one of them
from the other brothers. However,

MRS

MY M ARWIN PAMd PR

If the 7132 was never identified, they cannot collect 0w o
even with a nRwI, because of the Pasuk

P90 R 02

A 1 collects 03w '0 only if he was identified as the 122
at the time of birth.

DafHachaim.org

0T RN YIPIY DOV
07w D YVN NN

p/ﬂ/// k[

fii v
iy =N i o=
i g 1 M

/’)@0 k[

R2NN2 02T "2 179°W DXV NY
If two women, married to the same husband,
gave birth to two sons while in hiding,
and it was not certain which son was born first:

179010 XY 12911 PNO2M 1O
NRWIN Pamd PR NRWIN Pamd
Nto Nt nivI

If the 22 was never
identified, they cannot collect
DMY D even with a nRwIN,
because of the Pasuk

POD R - ™23
A collects pw 1D One writes a document of
only if he was identified authorization to the other,
as the 22 at the time and he collects the additional
of birth. portion for either one of them

from the other brothers.
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The Gemara returns to the Halachah that was mentioned
in the previous Daf regarding the father’s ability to
identify one of his sons as the firstborn, and cites a Braisa
in which there is the following Machlokes:

The Pasuk reads as follows:

0w 015 NNY P IRPW 12 1927 DR D

The word 7> teaches

DIARS 1Y

He shall make him known to others.

AT VR RN

M5 DR ORI

MMM

Even in the case mentioned in a later Braisa;
MO RITW I PRI N

N9 RITW IR HY IR IR

PRI

The father is believed to identify one of his sons as the
Rikx!

® AP opr1IYoR ®

Even where another son was known as the m53;

DR DM

TPRIMPR

The father is not believed in this case.

As the later Braisa states

TD2IPRY 2 PPN YN

R N0 VIR DN

TORIIPR

The father is not believed to say that one son is the 9132
where there was an established npin that another son was
the M0

And according to the 0'»on the word 7> refers to

RPN IR

The father is believed to identify one son as the 7152 only
where there is no npim; it is unknown which son is the
firstborn.

DafHachaim.org

=2 SNERE 2 M08 MR D
i 2 1 M
P,7p)g@70,

He shall make him known to others.

D7D’ V' /,éo/v
I OTR ORI
MO2 22 NT
Even in the case mentioned in a later Braisa;
7102 NINW 12 Ppthin i
9102 NIOW INR Dy 1IN WN)
PR

The father is believed to identify one of his sons
as the 22

oPIn DN 1DWDH
Lven where andther son was bnown as the wp;

PIWIE PN/
PRI 1R

The father is not believed in this case.
As the later Braisa states

7102 NP 12 Pprthm i
NN 7102 PIN IPN)
JPNRI 1N

The father is not believed to say that one son is the 3152
where there was an established nptn
that another son was the 3.

2> SRBYE {3 0S5 IR D
il »9 1 e

£109 2193
The father is believed to identify one son as the %152
only where there is no nprn;
it is unknown which son is the firstborn.
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And the Gemara elaborates that according to the omon,
regarding the assets that the father currently owns, the
Pasuk of 7> is not needed, because

D Y KA V1 RT

5727 RO M

Since the father now has the authority to give his son
these assets as a gift, he is therefore believed that his son
inherits these assets as a 102

But rather

191 9IRS 1Ho1w o512

Regarding the assets that the father later acquires, the
Pasuk is needed, because

095 X2 RYW 727 P DR PR

The father cannot make a transaction now, to take effect
later when he acquires these assets. Therefore there is no
wn.

However, according to 7R 27 who holds

D95 K2 ROYW 727 MIPH DR

One can make a transaction now to take effect later;
The Pasuk is needed only for

OB RITWI 12 1901w 070

The assets the father will acquire while on his deathbed,
because as the Rashbam explains;

IIPn> H12 PRITH IRIW NYW1DOR RIT

PO oTPP W'

Since he cannot make the transaction of the gift at the
time he acquires these assets because he’s a oo, he
cannot make this transaction now either even according to
R’ Meir; and therefore there is no w».

DafHachaim.org

2> SNAEPS fI oSn R D
il °g T Mo
PN
Regarding the asset But rather regarding
the father currently owns, the assets that the father
the Pasuk of > is not needed, later acquires,
because the Pasuk is needed,
MO N2YD W INT because
nnp 22T NPHL DTN PN
M 1m Rbm D55 N2 NDW

Since the father now has the The father cannot make
authority to give his son these a transaction now,

assets as a gift, he is therefore  to take effect later when he
acquires these assets.
Therefore there is no1m.

believed that his son inherits
these assets as a 12.

AN DI
DD R2 NDW 72T Mpp DTN
One can make a transaction now to take effect later;

The Pasuk iy needed only/or
DD12 RINWD 15 159w D1OD)

The assets the father will acquire while on his deathbed,

Because ay the Rashbamy explaing;
IDWPOD D13 1O 1795 WH3E DYES 1DDH HR7
195 07N £7N
Since he cannat make the transaction oﬂé the W
att the time he rey these assety because he'y w ooy,
he cannat make thiy transaction now either
even Wr/dz?/ ts R’ Meir; and z%erf%am there ib no sep.
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The Gemara relates that precisely such a question was
brought before Sxmw;

N0 RITW A PRI YR

RI77 9192 R HY AR N

There was an established 71 that one son was the
firstborn and the father identified another son as the
firstborn; and

75 RPOON HRIVW

13272 R T 1270 R

SNinw was uncertain whether the Halachah follows the
opinion of 77 *27 or the 13127, and he therefore ruled;
™Y 7 ARWIA Pamd

One son writes a document of authorization for the other
son, and he collects the additional portion for either of
one; but each son alone cannot collect 07w 0.

The Daf concludes with the following Halachah;

Py R

R177732 IR

R17°72D IR NN

JPRIIPR

If a person first identified one as his son and then claimed
that he is his servant, his second claim is not believed.
As the Rashbam explains, because

T IMMAIPR BV THW D

One cannot retract his testimony.

And we cannot say that it's not a retraction, but an
explanation that he is indeed 72y, but he referred to him
earlier as "12 because 1125 127RWY, because

12 IMIP5 I72YY OND PIRA TIT PRT

n2n ow Yawa

A person would not call his servant his son even if he
loves him very much.

Dedicated By:
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Such & Wz‘wm wag éma?hf é%om o
7102 RINW NT2 PRIMN 1PN
RI1N 7102 IR '71’ 172X IR

There was an established nptn
that one son was the firstborn
and the father identified another son as the firstborn;

mb NpoDD HNY
]3272 )R AT 127 R

Snmw was uncertain whether the Halachah follows
the opinion of nTin 21 or the o),

He fﬁer%ar@mfe/ﬂ'
NtH NT IRWIN Pand

One son writes a document of authorization for the other son,
and he collects the additional portion for either of one;
but each son alone cannot collect Dw .

Y VE
RN 222 MR
RIN 1T2Y MR M
PINR1 IR

If a person first identified one as his son
and then claimed that he is his servant,
his second claim is not believed.
because
7901 91D WO E 0L 11D
One canndt retract hiy f&tﬁmorz?/.
And we cannot say that it’y not a retraction, buit an
%@me that he iy indeed =y, bat /wxrﬁ&rre/ ty him

earlier as )R because (RO I,
because
"3 IDIPD 17305 PR NTHO 7 PO7
O3 O D3E3
A person woudd nat cal hiy servant his son
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However,

NI7°72Y

NI IR NN

PR3

AORP RTIVD D WHYHT

Ifhe first identified him as his servant and then claimed
that he is his son, his second claim IS believed.

As the Rashbam explains, because we CAN say that this
not a retraction, but an explanation that he is indeed 13,
but he referred to him earlier as 72y, because

RTH I TWHWD RITW 05

172V RITIYR

He serves him on the level of a servant.

However,

OOP VIR PO

The reverse holds true when paying taxes, because he
must pay the tax for his servant but not for his son.
Therefore,

01 25y 2w

N7 329D

RT3V ORI NN

PRI

Because it makes sense to say that he's actually *72, but

he told the tax collector that he is *12 to be exempt from the

tax;

However,

NI17°72Y DN

RITI2 IR NN

TORIIPR

Because he would not refer to °12 as >7ap before the tax
collector, because that would obligate him in the tax;

RIN 172
RI1N 222 MR AT
MR
IMORP RT2YI 9 VNVWNT
If he first identified him as his servant
and then claimed that he is his son,
his second claim is believed.
because we can savy that thiy not w retraction,
butt aw explanation that he i indeed
but /wr%em%/ ty himw earlier abs py, because
7N IOV ENEN MOE DD
1730 50 15H5
He serves him on the level ofp a servant

DONN NAR N*DIYM
The reverse holds true when paying taxes,
because he must pay the tax for his servant
but not for his son.

..DONPN N2 5Y 9121 NN

NN 772 ION NN 222 N
MR M MR M
NN 722 NN 7T72Y
IR 1N MR

Because he would not
refer to2 as iy
before the tax collector,
because that would
obligate him in the tax.
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