THE DAILY RESOURCE FOR THOUSANDE OF DAF YOMI LEARNERS WORLINWWITDE

A BUBEN SHAS KOLLEL PUBLICATION
OMI DIGEST -
(14
N )JPN‘U": N:}]’

Monday, Jun 12 2017 E3“ywn o nm

I:.I‘ll{..k'inll:_'l _l'.'J::"-'I'I'R FOR
orali—Chesed

Toa

INSIGHT

OVERVIEW

1) Tumtum (cont.)
The Gemara resolves the challenge to Abaye’s explana-
tion of the Mishnah.

2) Which gender is preferred?

The Mishnah’s implication that daughters are pre-
ferred to sons is challenged.

Shmuel offers an alternative resolution.

R’ Chisda relates that in his opinion girls are prefera-
ble to sons.

Alternatively, the Mishnah follows R’ Yehudah’s opin-
ion, which maintains that girls are preferred to boys.

The context in which R’ Yehudah indicates that girls
are preferred to boys is sought after and found.

A vague Baraisa is cited and explained by R’ Ashi.

Another Baraisa is cited that is explained by Ravina.

In the course of Ravina’s explanation he cited another
Baraisa.

The last ruling of this Baraisa is explained.

3) Conveying property to a fetus

A man declared that his property should go to his fe-
tus and R’ Huna ruled that such a transfer is not valid.

R’ Nachman challenges R’ Huna from the Mishnah.

R’ Huna responds that he does not know who the au-
thor of the Mishnah would be.

The Gemara suggests different Tannaim, each of
whom could be the author of the Mishnah, but all the sug-
gestions are rejected.

Two additional explanations of the Mishnah are sug-
gested and rejected. W

REVIEW

1. Why is it advantageous to have a daughter before a
son!

2. How did Hashem bless Avrohom with 952?

3. Why did R’ Huna reject the implication of the
Mishnah that one could convey property to a fetus!

4. Explain the halacha that a fetus “disqualifies and
does not enable to eat”?

A first born daughter is a good sign for children
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B en Yehoyada writes that when the first child born to a
family is a girl, this is a good sign for the D3, meaning for
the children to come later. A oldest daughter is helpful in
raising the other children, and for the children, having a
“mother’s helper” is a benefit. However, a daughter being
the first born child is not necessarily a good sign for the
father, because he loses the opportunity to perform the
mitzvah of yam y»79.

Surprisingly, in the very next statement in the Gemara,
R’ Chisda himself says that for him, having a first born
daughter was better. Ben Yehoyada points out that R’
Chisda was a kohen. For him, having a daughter only had
an upside to it, in that this daughter would help in raising
the family. But there was no downside regarding the ina-
bility to perform the mitzvah of Jan 1179, because where
the father himself is a kohen this mitzvah is not per-
formed. Now we can understand R’ Chisda’s full state-
ment. Although for most people having a daughter first is
only a benefit for the children, but not for the father, this
is only regarding those who are Yisroel. However, for me,
and for other fathers who are kohanim and levi’im, having
a daughter first is good for the father, as well as for the
children.

Rabeinu Gershom explains
having a daughter first is a good sign. When the Gemara
says that “the evil eye will not have control” it means that

a different reason why

once a father has a daughter first, people will no longer say
or ask, “How many children (or sons) does So-and-so
have!” Apparently, if a person has a son first, others no-
tice and start to count his children, which is a lightning-
rod for the evil eye. When a person has a daughter first,
this aspect of attention is diffused. This is a source from
where we see that it is a form of evil eye to ask someone
how many children he has, and it seems to be equally inap-
propriate to answer this question when it is asked. The
proper thing to do is to deflect the question, and say,
“Baruch Hashem, not enough!” or “Thank you for asking,
each one is a treasure!”

The Vilna Gaon explains that the fear of Heaven is
referred to as “a daughter,” while Torah is parallel with the
concept of “a son.” This statement of R’ Chisda is under-
stood in reference to the Mishnah (Avos 3:9), “Anyone

(Continued on page 2)
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HALACHAH

Does a soul become elevated if his daughter hires someone

to say kaddish?
1191 IVWIPY 32 NN IORY DO

Someone who does not leave a son to inherit his estate etc.

There were once two sisters, Rochel and Leah, who in-
herited their father’s estate. Rochel hired someone to say
kaddish for her deceased father and then asked Leah to pay
half of the fee. Leah refused to pay and the two sisters
sought a ruling from the author of Teshuvas Chazon Na-
chum. Chazon Nachum' explored whether there is a benefit
to the soul of the deceased if kaddish is said by someone
who was hired by Rochel, and if so, we can expect Leah to
share that cost. Or perhaps there is no benefit for the de-
ceased, and Leah would not have to pay. His inclination is
that in this case the kaddish does not benefit the soul of the
deceased. The benefit of hiring someone to say kaddish is
limited to where the son hires someone to say kaddish. It is
the son’s good deeds which provide benefit for the soul of
his father since the son is an extension of his father N92)
(Nan 1o, When a daughter hires someone to say kaddish
it does not benefit the soul of her father since her mitzvos
do not provide benefit for the soul of her father.

He cites proof to this principle from authorities who
challenge our Gemara. Why should Hashem be angry with

(Insight...continued from page 1)
whose fear of Heaven (a daughter) precedes his Torah wis-
dom (a son), his wisdom will be sustained.” One’s fear of
Heaven will help to sustain and support his Torah. ®

someone who did not leave a son to inherit when that mat-
ter is not in his control? These authorities explain that the
principle that a son provides merit for his father indicates
that a father inherits the good deeds of his son after he has
passed away. The meaning of the phrase Y2 NN WNY 9>
WY
estate — does not refer to whether a person merited to have a
son or not; rather it refers to whether one left a son who was
properly trained in Torah who will provide the father with
merit after his death. Hashem is angry with a person who
did not educate his son in such a manner that the son will
perform mitzvos that are a benefit to the father. According-
ly, one would conclude that a father does not benefit from
the mitzvos performed by his daughter since only the son is
an extension of his father and not his daughter. In his final
analysis he concludes that a father does, in fact, benefit from
the mitzvos performed by his daughter and therefore there is
benefit for the soul of the deceased if his daughter hires
someone to say kaddish. Rochel cannot, however, obligate
Leah to pay the one who is saying kaddish since the recita-
tion of kaddish is only a custom and one cannot be com-
pelled to pay for something that is merely a custom. W
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STORIES

Are daughters better than sons?
1.0 ROTY \MIA YT

Rav Michel Shurkin, shlita, re-
counts: “During my last encounter with
Rav Moshe Feinstein, zt”l, two months
before he was called to yeshivah shel
ma’alah, I brought up that I was wor-
ried about finding shiduchim for my
daughters.

“Rav Moshe replied that this should
not concern me at all. ‘In Bava Basra
141 we find that Rav Chisda said that
he preferred daughters to sons.’

“With his eyes lit up with joy, Rav
Moshe quoted the commentary of To-
safos by heart, ‘Even though Rav Chis-

dah’s sons were Amoraim’—here Rav
Moshe mentioned every one of Rav
Chisdah’s sons. Although he was weak,
he still everything
‘nevertheless, since his son-inlaw Rava
and Rami bar Chamah were among the
gedolei hador, he preferred daughters
to sons.’

Rav Moshe then showered me with
warm blessings, so I should not worry.”!

Once when the Chasam Sofer, zt”l,
had a girl he was ecstatic. “Now I am
that I will have a talmid
chacham in my household!”

When the Rebbe of Klausenberg,
zt”]l, recounted this vignette he men-
tioned the Tosafos quoted above and

another source as well. “The Seder
Hadoros explains that Rav Chisdah

remembered

assured

said: “While I cannot be certain my
sons will be chachamim, I can ensure
my daughter will marry chachaim, be-
cause of my repute.’

The Rebbe concluded, “It seems
clear that this statement is not relevant
to everyone, since in order to attain a
son-in-law who is a talmid chacham one
is required to pay out a large dowry, as
we find in Pesachim 49. And even if one
is wealthy, perhaps he will not want his
daughters to marry a talmid chacham.
But Rav Chisdah was one of the gedolei
hador in addition to being wealthy, as
we find in Pesachim 113. This statement
is truly fitting for him. Especially as his
sons-inlaw were of the gedolei hador, as
Tosefos explains.”> W
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