op 77 Naw

Our Shiur began with the following Braisa.
5911PR OTR2 OV WO AW 53 1R SRO1BA 12 onw 127 NI -
If a baby survives thirty days it is not a %93, but a viable child.
We learn this from the Mizvah of 1277 70 where it is written;
179N W0 1210 11791 - Your first-born son shall be redeemed at
the age of 1 month - after 30 days.

The X3 points out »7 RP*90 AW RY R - the implication is
that if the baby did not survive for thirty days its status
remains in doubt of possibly being a 503. If so, how can we
ever make a 12 on Naw, since there is a possibility that the
baby will turn out to be non-viable, and we would have been
naw 55mn unnecessarily?

720X 72 RTR 17 answers that we may do the >33, because,
Jwoinmn - if he is a viable baby there is a m3» to do the n°73,
and if he is not a viable baby, he is like a dead body which
may be cut on naw.

The same reasoning would permit doing the m720fa

m12 P90 112 pov’ - a baby of whom we are not sure if he was
born in the 7th or 8th month of pregnancy. However, *»wan
n>n, the preparations for the 751 172 would not be permit-
ted, even according to 5% "1 who generally permits *won
1>» on Naw, because this baby may not be viable, which
would make the moR5n done in preparation of the 75
unnecessary naw 91>m.

Rashi adds that indeed 71»°5R "3 permits 751 *wan on Nw
only in the case of YN 1915 - where we are certain that he's
a full-term baby of 9 months.

Once we mention the idea that a 501 is considered to be dead,
the X3 quotes a X172 which can be understood in two
ways, each of which relate to whether a 501 is considered
dead while it is still alive.

The xnp xin holds that a 1w 12 - an animal born in the
eighth month of pregnancy, and therefore a 501 -

INITON MV PR - the slaughtering will not make it 17w
from the IR of 1523, but A7 *272°0r *27 and *272 NYHR 27
W hold imInvn v nw - the nv'nw accomplishes to
prevent 1523 NN from the animal.

»aR understands the N> as follows: The x»p Rin holds a
501is considered already dead - therefore, the monw is
inconsequential. 777 217201 *27 and PYHW *272 TYHR 27
hold the 501 is considered alive so the o nw is effective to
remove the IRV status.

x17 understands that both opinions agree that a 503 is
considered dead. The reason 777 *272°0v 17 and 71YHR 217
YW *171 hold that the mvonw takes away the nRmw is that it's
similar to a 1970, which is also considered dead, yet nonw
takes away the potential 7523 nxmw. The 1327 do not think it is
similar to a 1970 since a 1970 is TVNW 1r»1 W’ - other
animals of the same kind can be shechted, whereas a %93,
70w N2 PR - no animal born in the 8th month can be
shecl&t_eda .
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op 77 Naw

3”27 also taught in the Braisa, ....593 1R mon21 07 nimw

An animal which survives eight days is certainly not a 5o, It
may not be shechted earlier because it's a 503 poo.

The X proves from a xn71 that the 1327 disagree with 32w
and think that even a one day old animal may be shechted and
eaten.

»aR clarifies the Machlokes of 3”2w7 and the 1371 regarding a
child- nm pirows - if the child yawned and died suddenly - and
Rashi adds that the child was weak from birth - even the 13129
would agree that we assume it to have been a 503,

MR 19981 07 12 503 - If it fell from a roof or was eaten by a lion -
or for that matter any other unnatural form of death, is where we
have the npmm.

»"2w7 holds we must still be concerned perhaps the child was a
501 - underdeveloped. The 1127 hold if there were no signs of
weakness, we have no reason to be concerned, and we assume it
was a viable child. yw7r15 155 - where we are certain that he's a
full-term baby of 9 months, all agree that we assume the child to
have been viable. The X2 then relates two stories of RN
whose children died within thirty days of their birth, and they
observed m>ax for them. They each said; ywTn 15 Dow masSop -
I am certain that this baby was carried to full-term.

The Gemara proceeds with a related Halacha.

IR IOV DY DWW TN N INKR - A woman - whose
husband died leaving her with an only child, a newborn baby -
accepted pwiTp from another man, based on the assumption that
she does not have to do 7x°5n because her husband left a child.
Then, this child died within thirty days of its birth.

Now, generally speaking, according to 2w she has to do nz’>n
because we consider the child a possible 593, which means the
deceased husband left no children. According to the 1127 she
does NOT need to do x5 because we DO consider the child
viable at the time of the husband’s death.

In our case, where she already accepted pwip from another
man, X217 says in the name of X171 -

N3N X7 HRIW NWR DR - if her new husband is a b8, we are
pnn like 32w and require her to do nx’5n, and then marry the
second husband. The nx°5m causes no problem, because a SR’
is 1x15m2 9m» - he may marry a woman who did nx°5n.

N3YM NPR R0 NWR OR - ifher new husband is a 17, we rely on
the 1327 and she does not have to do nx°'5n. If we would require
her to do 13’51 she would not be able to go on and marry the
second husband, because a j73 is 7%1512 WOX - he may not marry
a woman who did nx">m.

It's 11279710 77oR because it's similar to a 7w - a divorced
woman. X217 27 rejected this approach, because he holds that
the Halacha clearly follows 32w, and she must do 7x°5m1 in all
cases, regardless of the consequences.

He said to X290 197WN7T RV R MW - X2 - it should be
Hashem’s will that you will permit forbidden fat to be eaten
as well! - suggesting that this poo is the equivalent of
allowing forbidden fat.
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op 77 Naw

The Gemara now explains that which we learned in the
previous Mishnah -

DIPNITINI PO AT 27 - R’ Yehuda permits doing a n°31 on
an ©IPNITIN on NAW.

Rav Chisda points out that this does not mean that 77 27

considers an D117 TIN to be a male regarding other Halochos.

On the contrary, with regard to

127 - evaluation based on age and gender, and

NROM M WIT} - preparing the waters for the 77X 779 ashes,
A7 °27 does not consider an DIPMITIN to be a male.

Only with regard to 11 72 where the 7 says

391 53035 ) -

he learns from the word 53 that even an ©»7TIR is included.
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