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T HE  S U G Y A

We begin the daf by continuing our shakla v'tarya regarding the status of a tumtum. The Gemara is bothered by a series of

kashas from various braisos—including those dealing with arachin, shelamim, olos, bird offerings, and temurah—which seem

to explicitly exclude a tumtum from these halachos. Lichoira, if a tumtum is merely a safek (a doubt) as to whether it is a male

or a female, we would not need a special gezeiras hakasuv to exclude it. The Gemara's running teretz is to emend these braisos

by removing the mention of a tumtum entirely, leaving only the hermaphrodite, which is a distinct creation.

We then move to analyze a dispute between Tannaim regarding the sanctity of a firstborn animal that is a hermaphrodite or a

tumtum. The Gemara seeks to determine if this dispute hinges on whether a tumtum is a safek or a distinct entity. Ultimately,

the Gemara establishes that everyone agrees a tumtum is a safek; the real point of contention is when the animal urinates from

the female organ. We analyze whether we are concerned that its male organ was simply inverted, leaving its gender in doubt,

or if we can definitely declare it a female.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor's commentary and are not part of the original text.

וּד א׳ מּ עַ D A F  4 2 A

QU E ST IO N

ינוֹס! רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ לֹא טוּמְ זָּכָר״ — וְ ״הַ יָא:  נְ תַּ ה  מָ לְּ אַ

The Gemara asks: If a tumtum is just a safek, why then is  it taug ht in a braisa regarding arachin (valuations) that the word "the

male" comes to teach us: and not a tumtum or a hermaphrodite ? If a tumtum is just a safek, we would not need a special

gezeiras hakasuv to exclude him!

ANSWER

טוּם. ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ סְ

The Gemara answers: Remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum;  the braisa is actually only referring to a hermaphrodite,

which is a distinct creation.

QU E ST IO N

לֹא בָה״, וְ קֵ ם נְ זָּכָר... אִ ״הַ ר:  מַ מוּד לוֹ לְ תַּ ה?  שָּׁ   ךְ אִ רֶ עֵ א בְּ ל יְהֵ , אֲבָ ישׁ ךְ אִ רֶ עֵ א בְּ ל לֹא יְהֵ ע: יָכוֹ מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

ינוֹס! רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ טוּמְ

The Gemara suggests: Come and hear a further kasha from the continuation of that braisa: One mig ht have thought that these

shall not be  valuated according  to the  valuation of a man, but they shall be  valuated according  to the  valuation of a

woman? Therefore, the  verse  state s : "the  male ... and if she  is  a female",  which teaches us: only a definite male or female, and

not a tumtum or a hermaphrodite ! Again, why do we need a pasuk to exclude a tumtum if he is just a safek?

ANSWER



טוּם. ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ סְ

The Gemara answers: Here too, remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum.

QU E ST IO N

ינוֹס. רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ לֹא טוּמְ ית, וְ אִ דָּ בָה וַ קֵ אי נְ דַּ בָה״ — זָכָר וַ קֵ ם נְ ם זָכָר אִ ״אִ ע:  מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

The Gemara suggests: Come and hear another kasha from a braisa regarding shelamim (peace offerings): The pasuk says,

"Whether male  or female",  which implies: only a definite  male  or a definite  female , but not a tumtum or a hermaphrodite .

ANSWER

טוּם. ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ סְ

The Gemara answers: Remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum.

QU E ST IO N

ר? מַ מוּד לוֹ לְ תַּ ה  ר; מָ מַ מוּד לוֹ לְ תַּ ין  אֵ שֶׁ ״זָכָר״,  הּ  טָּ  מַ ר לְ מֵ הוּא אוֹ שֶׁ  כְּ בָה.  קֵ לֹא נְ זָּכָר״ — וְ ״הַ ע:  מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

ינוֹס. רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ יא טוּמְ צִ הוֹ לְ

The Gemara suggests: Come and hear another kasha from a braisa regarding an olah (burnt offering): The pasuk says, "the

male",  which teaches: and not a female . But when it says  be low,  by the sheep, "male" a second time, which is  not necessary

for the  verse  to state ,  what does  the  verse  come  to teach us? It comes to exclude  a tumtum and a hermaphrodite .

ANSWER

טוּם. ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ סְ

The Gemara answers: Remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum.

QU E ST IO N

ית בֵּ  ים אַ דִ גָ ין בְּ אִ מְּ טַ ן מְ לָּ  וּ ינוֹס — כּ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ טוּמְ יר, וְ חִ מְּ הַ נַן, וְ תְ אֶ הָ צֶה, וְ וּקְ מּ הַ ד, וְ נֶּעֱבָ  ע: הַ מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

ה. יעָ לִ בְּ הַ

The Gemara suggests: Come and hear another kasha from a braisa regarding bird offerings: A bird that was  worshipped as an

idol, or se t as ide  for an idol, or given as the  hire  of a harlot, or the  price  of a dog, or a tumtum, or a hermaphrodite —if one

pinched their necks (melikah) instead of shechting them, all of them render g arments  ritually impure  when they are  in the

throat of the one eating them, because they are pasul for the mizbe'ach and melikah does not permit them.

STATEMENT

זֶר יעֶ לִ י אֱ בִּ יָה רַ הָ שֶׁ ה,  יעָ לִ בְּ ית הַ בֵּ  ים אַ דִ גָ ין בְּ אִ מְּ טַ ין מְ ינוֹס אֵ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ ר: טוּמְ מֵ זֶר אוֹ יעֶ לִ י אֱ בִּ רַ

ם. ינֵיהֶ בֵּ  ינוֹס מִ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ יא טוּמְ צִ ה מוֹ תָּ  בָה״ אַ קֵ ״זָכָר וּנְ ר  מַ נֶּאֱ  שֶׁ קוֹם  ל מָ כׇּ ר:  מֵ אוֹ

Rabbi Eliezer says: A tumtum and a hermaphrodite  do not render g arments  ritually impure  when they are  in the

throat,  because they are actually kosher for bird offerings. As Rabbi Eliezer would say: Wherever it is  stated "male  and

female" in the Torah, you exclude  a tumtum and a hermaphrodite  from among  them.

IN FER ENCE

ם! ינֵיהֶ בֵּ  ינוֹס מִ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ יא טוּמְ צִ ה מוֹ תָּ  ין אַ בָה״, אֵ קֵ ״זָכָר וּנְ וֹ  ר בּ מַ לֹא נֶאֱ יל וְ אִ עוֹף, הוֹ וְ



But a bird offering, s ince  "male  and female" is  not stated reg arding  it, you do not exclude  a tumtum and a

hermaphrodite  from among  them,  and they are kosher. Now, lichoira, if a tumtum is just a safek, why does the Tanna Kamma

hold that it is pasul?

ANSWER

טוּם. ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ סְ

The Gemara answers: Remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum.

QU E ST IO N

ים שִׁ  דוֹ ינוֹס — לֹא קְ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ ן, טוּמְ פֶ צֵא דּוֹ יוֹ יִם, וְ אַ לְ כִּ  הַ יפָה, וְ רֵ טְּ ר: הַ מֵ זָר אוֹ עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ ע: רַ מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

ין. שִׁ י דִּ קְ לֹא מַ וְ

The Gemara suggests: Come and hear another kasha: Rabbi Elazar says: A tere ifah, and diverse  kinds  (kilayim), and one

born by caesarean section, and a tumtum, and a hermaphrodite—do not become consecrated and do not consecrate

other animals.

EXPLANAT IO N

ה! מוּרָ שׂוֹת תְּ עֲ ין לַ שִׁ י דִּ קְ לֹא מַ ה, וְ מוּרָ תְ ים בִּ שִׁ  דוֹ ל: לֹא קְ מוּאֵ שְׁ ר  מַ אָ וְ

And Shmuel said in explanation: They do not become consecrated throug h substitution (temurah), and they do not

consecrate  another animal to make  it a substitution. If a tumtum is just a safek, why is it completely excluded from temurah?

ANSWER

טוּם. ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ סְ

The Gemara answers: Remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum.

QU E ST IO N

צֵא יוֹ יִם, וְ אַ לְ כִּ  הַ יפָה, וְ רֵ טְּ ן: הַ וּ הֵ לּ אֵ ין, וְ שִׁ י דִּ קְ לֹא מַ ים וְ שִׁ  דוֹ ה לֹא קְ שָּׁ   מִ ר: חֲ מֵ זָר אוֹ עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ ע: רַ מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

ינוֹס. רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם, וְ טוּמְ ן, וְ פֶ דּוֹ

The Gemara suggests: Come and hear a different version of this braisa: Rabbi Elazar says: There  are  five  types of animals that

do not become consecrated and do not consecrate , and these  are  they: A tere ifah, and diverse  kinds, and one  born by

caesarean section, and a tumtum, and a hermaphrodite .

O BJECT IO N

ה! עָ בָּ  רְ הוּ אַ ווּ לְ טוּם — הָ ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ י סְ כָא נָמֵ א הָ ימָ תֵּ י  כִ וְ

And if you will say: Here  too, remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum—then there  would only be  four types of animals

listed, but the braisa explicitly said there are five!

R E SO LU T IO N

יֵיל יָתוֹם. עָ טוּם, וְ יק טוּמְ פֵּ  אַ

The Gemara answers: Remove  the mention of a tumtum, and insert in its place an orphan (yasoam), which is an animal born

after its mother died, which is also disqualified from being brought as a korban.

QU E ST IO N



י? נָּאֵ  תַ כְּ א  ימָ לֵ

The Gemara suggests: Let us  say that this question of whether a tumtum is a safek or a distinct creation is  like  a dispute

between Tannaim?

STATEMENT

ין ים: אֵ רִ מְ ים אוֹ מִ כָ חֲ , וַ וֹ מּ כוֹר הוּא וּמוּמוֹ עִ ינוֹס בְּ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אל: אַ עֵ מָ שְׁ  י יִ בִּ וּם רַ שּׁ  ר מִ מֵ אי אוֹ עַ ילְ י אִ בִּ רַ

יו. לָ לָה עָ ה חָ שָּׁ  דוּ קְ

As the braisa states: Rabbi Ilai says  in the  name  of Rabbi Yishmae l: A hermaphrodite  is  a firstborn, and its  blemish is

with it,  meaning it is holy but must be eaten as a blemished firstborn; and the  Sag es  say: Sanctity does  not take  effect upon it

at all.

STATEMENT

״זָכָר״ ר  מַ נֶּאֱ  שֶׁ קוֹם  ל מָ כׇ זָּכָר״, וְ ״הַ ר  מֵ י הוּא אוֹ ן: הֲרֵ עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ וּם רַ שּׁ  ר מִ מֵ ה אוֹ ן יְהוּדָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ

ינוֹס. רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ טוּם וְ יא טוּמְ צִ הוֹ לָּא לְ  ינוֹ אֶ אֵ

Rabbi Shimon ben Yehuda says  in the  name  of Rabbi Shimon: Behold, the  verse  says  "the  male" by firstborns, and

wherever "male" is  stated, it is  only to exclude  a tumtum and a hermaphrodite .

IN FER ENCE

נַן! בָּ  ינוּ רַ יְ ה הַ ן יְהוּדָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ טוּם, רַ ן טוּמְ כָּ י י מִ מִ א: סְ ימָ תֵּ י  כִ וְ

And if you will say: Remove  from here  the mention of a tumtum in Rabbi Shimon's statement, then the opinion of Rabbi

Shimon ben Yehuda is  exactly the same as the  Rabbis ,  who also hold that a hermaphrodite is not kadosh! Why would he repeat

their view?

EXPLANAT IO N

ל ינוֹס, אֲבָ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ יו אַ לָ לָה עָ ה חָ שָּׁ  דוּ ין קְ בַר: אֵ א סָ מָּ  נָּא קַ  תַ יהוּ, דְּ יְ ינַ בֵּ כָּא  י טוּם אִ או טוּמְ לָּא לָ  אֶ

ן עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ א רַ אֲתָ א, וַ יקָ פֵ סְּ שׁ מִ דוֹ קָ א הוּא וְ יקָ פֵ טוּם סְ טוּמְ

Rather, is  it not that the status of a tumtum is  the point of dispute between them? As the  Tanna Kamma (the Rabbis) holds:

Sanctity does  not take  effect upon a hermaphrodite , but a tumtum is  a safek and is  holy due  to doubt; and Rabbi

Shimon ben Yehuda comes to exclude even a tumtum because he holds it is a distinct creation.

וּד ב׳ מּ עַ D A F  4 2 B

QU E ST IO N

! שׁ דוֹ לֹא קָ יָּה הוּא וְ  רִ טוּם בְּ ר: טוּמְ ימַ מֵ ה לְ ן יְהוּדָ בֶּ

Does Rabbi Shimon ben Yehuda actually come to say that a tumtum is  a distinct entity altogether, and therefore it is not

sacred at all as a firstborn?

ANSWER

א. קָ פְּ  סַ מְ בָה הוּא דִּ קֵ א, זָכָר וּנְ קָ פְּ  סַ יָּה לָא מְ  רִ בְ טוּם בִּ א טוּמְ מָ לְ י עָ לֵּ  כוּ לָא, דְּ



The Gemara answers: No, for everyone  ag rees  that we do not doubt that a tumtum is a distinct entity;  rather, whether it is a

male  or a female  is  what we  doubt.

STATEMENT

זָכָר הוּא, י דְּ יגִ לִ פְּ א לָא  מָ לְ י עָ לֵּ  כוּ רוּת — דְּ קוֹם זַכְ מְ יִם בִּ יל מַ טִ מֵ

If it urinates  from the  place  of the  male  org an, everyone  does  not dispute  that he  is  a male .

STATEMENT

בוּת: קוֹם נַקְ מָ יִם בְּ יל מַ טִ מֵ י בְּ יגִ לִ פְּ י  כִּ

When they dispute  is  in a case where it urinates  from the  place  of the  female  org an:

EXPLANAT IO N

ינַן. שִׁ י יְ בַר לָא חָ ר סָ , וּמַ בוּתוֹ נַקְ רוּתוֹ לְ כָה זַכְ פְ א נֶהֶ מָּ  שֶׁ ינַן  שִׁ י יְ בַר חָ ר סָ מָ

One Master,  the Rabbis, holds  that we are  concerned that perhaps its  male  org an was  inverted to its  female  org an area,

and therefore it remains a doubt; and one Master,  Rabbi Shimon ben Yehuda, holds  that we are  not concerned about this

possibility, and it is definitely a female.

PR O O F

ין. לִּ בוּת — חוּ קוֹם נַקְ מָ יִם בְּ יל מַ טִ ה מֵ מָ הֵ בְ זָר: בִּ עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ ה רַ הוֹרָ א דְּ י הָ כִּ

This is like  that which Rabbi Elazar ruled: In the case of an animal firstborn that urinates  from the  place  of the  female

org an, it is  chullin,  non-sacred, because it is definitely a female.

O BJECT IO N

אל? עֵ מָ שְׁ  י יִ בִּ רַ לְ א וּ מָּ  נָּא קַ  תַ שׁ לְ לָא חָ אן דְּ נָן: מַ חָ י יוֹ בִּ בַּהּ רַ י  הֵ תָּ

Rabbi Yochanan wondered about it,  saying: Who is  this Tanna who is  not concerned for the opinion of the  First Tanna

and for Rabbi Yishmae l,  who both hold that a tumtum is always a doubt?

QU E ST IO N

י? אֵ רָ בָּתְ נַן  בָּ  רַ שׁ לְ לָא חָ אן דְּ י: מַ נָן נָמֵ חָ י יוֹ בִּ א רַ ימָ לֵ וְ

The Gemara asks: And le t Rabbi Yochanan also say: Who is  this who is  not concerned for the  latter Rabbis  in our

Mishnah?

EXPLANAT IO N

א! יקָ פֵ כֹּל סְ  י הַ רֵ בְ טוּם — דִּ טוּמְ ל בְּ ינוֹס, אֲבָ רוֹגִ דְּ נְ אַ ת בְּ לוֹקֶ חֲ א: מַ דָּ סְ ב חִ ר רַ מַ אָ דְּ

For Rav Chisda said: The  dispute  in the latter part of the Mishnah is only reg arding  an androg ynos, but reg arding  a

tumtum, all ag ree  that it is a doubt!

ANSWER

א, דָּ סְ ב חִ רַ יהּ דְּ א לֵ ירָ בִ נָן לָא סְ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ

The Gemara answers: Rabbi Yochanan does  not hold of this explanation of Rav Chisda;  he learns that the latter Rabbis hold a

tumtum is a distinct entity.



QU E ST IO N

י? אֵ רָ בָּתְ נַן  בָּ  רַ כְּ ר  מַ אָ א הוּא דְּ ימָ , לֵ יהּ א לֵ ירָ בִ י לָא סְ אִ

The Gemara asks: If he  does  not hold of it,  then why did Rabbi Yochanan wonder about Rabbi Elazar's ruling? Let him say that

Rabbi Elazar said his ruling in accordance  with the  latter Rabbis !

ANSWER

ד! חַ כְּ יד  בֵ עָ י וְ רֵ יק תְּ בֵ שָׁ אן  ר: מַ מַ אָ י קָ י נָמֵ כִ הָ

The Gemara answers: This  indeed is  what he  is  saying : Who  is the one who leaves  as ide  two  Tannaim, the First Tanna and

Rabbi Yishmael, and acts  in accordance  with one ,  the latter Rabbis!

QU E ST IO N

? הּ רַ בְ אן סָ מַ כְּ זָר  עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ רַ וְ

The Gemara asks: And Rabbi Elazar, in accordance  with whom does  he  hold this?

ANSWER

ד, חָ קוֹם אֶ מָ בוּתוֹ בְּ נַקְ רוּתוֹ וְ זַכְ יל וְ אִ ם, הוֹ דָ אָ לָּא בְּ  פֵק אֶ טוּם סָ רוּ טוּמְ מְ : לֹא אָ ישׁ קִ ישׁ לָ ר רֵ מַ אָ א דְּ י הָ כִּ

The Gemara answers: He holds like  that which Reish Lakish said: They only said that a tumtum is  a doubt in the  case  of a

human, s ince  his  male  org an and her female  org an are  in the  same  place ,  meaning both genders urinate from the same

general area,

EXPLANAT IO N

בָה. קֵ בוּת נְ קוֹם נַקְ מָ יִם בְּ יל מַ טִ רוּת זָכָר, מֵ קוֹם זַכְ מָ יִם בְּ יל מַ טִ ה — מֵ מָ הֵ ל בְּ אֲבָ

but regarding an animal,  where the male and female organs are in completely different areas, if it urinates  from the  place  of the

male  org an it is  a male , and if it urinates  from the  place  of the  female  org an it is  a female .

O BJECT IO N

! בוּתוֹ נַקְ רוּתוֹ לְ כָה זַכְ פְ א נֶהֶ מָּ  שֶׁ יחוּשׁ  לֵ יָא: וְ עְ שַׁ  ב אוֹ יף לַהּ רַ קֵ תְ מַ

Rav Oshaya challeng ed this : But le t us  be  concerned that perhaps its  male  org an was  inverted to its  female  org an area!

ANSWER

א?! יעוּטָ מִ ישׁ לְ יֵ חָ יר דְּ אִ י מֵ בִּ רַ כְּ אן?  מַ כְּ  : יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Abaye said to him: In accordance  with whom is your kasha? Is it like  Rabbi Meir, who is  concerned for a minority? The

halacha does not follow Rabbi Meir, and we follow the majority of animals where this does not happen.

STATEMENT

י. נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י י אִ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י אִ יל וְ אִ נַן, הוֹ בָּ  א רַ ימָ תֵּ וּ  ילּ פִ יהוּ: אֲ יְ וַ רְ תַּ י  רִ מְ אָ ין דְ בִ בַּר אָ יָא  נַנְ ב חֲ רַ ין וְ בִ בַּר אָ י  יֵ בָּ  אַ

Abaye  bar Avin and Rav Chananya bar Avin both say: You may even say Rav Oshaya's kasha is in accordance with the

Rabbis  who do not normally worry about a minority, because they hold: Since  it has  chang ed in one way by being a tumtum, it

has  chang ed in other ways too, and we must worry about the inversion.

EXPLANAT IO N



י. נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י ר לא אִ מַ אָ ית דְּ אִ י, וְ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י ר אִ מַ אָ ית דְּ אִ

So there  is  one  who says  that since it has changed, it has  chang ed, and there  is  one  who says  that it has  not chang ed.

QU E ST IO N

י? נָּאֵ  תַּ י  נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י לָא אִ י וְ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י א אִ ימָ לֵ

The Gemara suggests: Shall we  say that this question of whether it has  chang ed or it has  not chang ed is  a dispute  between

Tannaim?

PR O O F

ין. שִׁ דּוּ יו קִ שָׁ דּוּ שׁ — קִ דֵּ קַ ין, נִתְ שִׁ דּוּ יו קִ שָׁ דּוּ שׁ — קִ ידֵּ קִּ שֶׁ טוּם  יָא: טוּמְ נְ תַ דְּ

As it was  taug ht in a braisa: A tumtum who betrothed a woman, his  betrothal is  a doubtful betrothal; and if the tumtum

was betrothed by a man, the  betrothal is  a doubtful betrothal.

STATEMENT

. וֹ תּ שְׁ  אִ ים לְ מִ יַבְּ , וּמְ וֹ תּ שְׁ  אִ ין לְ צִ לְ חוֹ ץ, וְ לֵ חוֹ וְ

And if his brother died childless, the tumtum performs chalitzah with the widow; and if the tumtum died childless, the brothers

perform chalitzah for his  wife , or they perform yibbum with his  wife .

STATEMENT

ת. מֶ בֶּ י יַ תְ לֹא מִ צֶת וְ לֶ טוּם חוֹ ת טוּמְ שֶׁ  : אֵ ךְ ידַּ יָא אִ נְ תַ וְ

And it was  taug ht in another braisa: The  wife  of a tumtum performs chalitzah and may not perform yibbum.

EXPLANAT IO N

בֵּם. י יַ לֹא מְ ץ וְ לֵ ה לֹא חוֹ מָּ  יס חַ רִ ר: סְ מַ אָ יבָא, דְּ קִ י עֲ בִּ רַ כְּ א  מָ לְ י עָ לֵּ  כוּ , דְּ רוּהָ בְ סַ

The Sages assumed that everyone  holds  in accordance  with Rabbi Akiva, who said: A natural eunuch does  not perform

chalitzah and does  not perform yibbum,  and his wife is completely exempt from the levirate bond.

QU E ST IO N

ינַן רִ מְ , לָא אָ וֹ תּ שְׁ  ת אִ ים אֶ מִ יַבְּ וֹ וּמְ תּ שְׁ  אִ ין לְ צִ לְ חוֹ ץ, וְ לֵ ר חוֹ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ י, דְּ גִ לְ פַּ י מִ א קָ הָ או בְּ אי לָ מַ

י; נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י י אִ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י אִ יל וְ אִ הוֹ

What, is  it not that they dispute  about this : that the  one  who says  the tumtum performs chalitzah, and they perform

chalitzah for his  wife  and perform yibbum with his  wife , holds  that we do not say: Since  he  has  chang ed by being a

tumtum, he  has  chang ed to also be a natural eunuch?

QU E ST IO N

י? נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י י אִ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י אִ יל וְ אִ ינַן הוֹ רִ מְ ת, אָ מֶ בֶּ י יַ תְ לֹא מִ צֶת וְ לֶ ר חוֹ מַ אָ אן דְּ וּמַ

And the  one  who says  his wife performs chalitzah and may not perform yibbum holds  that we do say: Since  he  has

chang ed, he  has  chang ed,  and we must worry that he is a natural eunuch?

ANSWER

יבָא. קִ י עֲ בִּ א רַ הָ זֶר, וְ יעֶ לִ י אֱ בִּ א רַ י, הָ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י י אִ נִּ תַּ  שְׁ י אִ יל וְ אִ ינַן הוֹ רִ מְ א אָ מָ לְ י עָ לֵּ  כוּ לָא, דְּ



The Gemara rejects this: No, everyone  can agree that we do say: Since  he  has  chang ed, he  has  chang ed. Rather, this  first

braisa is in accordance with Rabbi Eliezer,  who holds a natural eunuch does perform chalitzah and yibbum, and this  second

braisa is in accordance with Rabbi Akiva.

QU E ST IO N

יבָא? קִ י עֲ בִּ רַ בָּא דְּ י לִּ נָּא אַ  תַּ אן  וּמַ

The Gemara asks: And who is  the  Tanna of the first braisa according  to Rabbi Akiva,  who must hold that a tumtum is definitely

a eunuch?

ANSWER

! יהּ י לֵ וֵּ שַׁ  יס מְ רִ אי סָ דַּ א וַ ה — הָ י יְהוּדָ בִּ א רַ ימָ ילֵ אִ

If we  say it is Rabbi Yehuda, he  certainly makes  him a eunuch!

PR O O F

יס! רִ סָ כְּ הוּא  שֶׁ י  נֵ פְּ  ץ, מִ לוֹ י זֶה לֹא יַחְ צָא זָכָר — הֲרֵ מְ נִ ע וְ רַ קְ נִּ שֶׁ טוּם  ר: טוּמְ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ נַן, רַ תְ דִּ

As we  learned in a Mishnah, Rabbi Yehuda says: A tumtum who was torn open and found to be  a male , this  one  may

not perform chalitzah because  he  is  like  a eunuch!

ANSWER

ע רַ קָּ א יִ מָּ  שֶׁ ץ,  לֵ טוּם לֹא חוֹ ר: טוּמְ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ י בְּ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ יָא: רַ נְ תַ יא, דְּ ה הִ י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ י בְּ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ לָּא רַ  אֶ

ה. מָּ  יס חַ רִ צֵא סָ מָּ  יִ וְ

Rather, it is  Rabbi Yose  b'rabbi Yehuda, as  it was  taug ht in a braisa: Rabbi Yose  b'rabbi Yehuda says: A tumtum does

not perform chalitzah, le st he  be  torn open and found to be  a natural eunuch.

QU E ST IO N

כַח? תְּ שְׁ  בָה לָא מִ קֵ כַח, נְ תְּ שְׁ  ע זָכָר מִ רַ יקְּ מִ כֹּל דְּ וּ  טּ אַ

The Gemara asks: Is  that to say that anyone  who is  torn open is  found to be  a male , and is  not found to be  a female ? Why

does he only mention the concern of being a eunuch?

ANSWER

בָה. קֵ צֵא נְ מָּ  יִ ע וְ רַ קָּ א יִ מָּ  שֶׁ ר,  מַ אָ א קָ מָּ  שֶׁ

The Gemara answers: He is  saying  a double  'perhaps': perhaps he  will be  torn open and found to be  a female ,  in which

case she is exempt from chalitzah,

EXPLANAT IO N

ה. מָּ  יס חַ רִ צֵא סָ מָּ  א יִ מָּ  שֶׁ י,  י זָכָר נָמֵ י נָמֵ אִ

or also, if he  is  a male , perhaps he  will be  found to be  a natural eunuch.

QU E ST IO N

בָא: ר רָ מַ יהוּ? אָ יְ ינַ בֵּ אי  מַ

The Gemara asks: What is  the  difference  between them,  Rabbi Yehuda and Rabbi Yose b'rabbi Yehuda? Rava said:



S U M M A RY

The Gemara systematically addresses multiple braisos that list a tumtum alongside a hermaphrodite as being excluded from

various korbanos and valuations. In each case, the Gemara resolves the kasha by emending the text to remove the mention of

a tumtum. When challenged by a braisa that explicitly counts five excluded categories, the Gemara replaces the tumtum with

a yasoam (an orphan animal). Finally, the Gemara reframes the Tannaitic dispute regarding a tumtum, explaining that all

agree it is a safek, and the machlokes is limited to a case where it urinates from the female organ—specifically, whether we

suspect the male organ was inverted, keeping its status as a safek, or if we rule that it is a definite female.

ה שֶׂ עֲ מַ לְ W H AT  T O  T A K E  H O M E

In our sugya, the Gemara is deeply bothered by the status of a tumtum, an animal whose gender is hidden and covered. The

Gemara goes through a beautiful, intense shakla v'tarya, repeatedly asking: is a tumtum simply a safek, a case of doubt where

we just don't know what is underneath, or is it a completely different, distinct creation? The Gemara even suggests that if a

person's physical nature was changed and covered, we might say 'ho'il v'ishtani ishtani', once it has changed, its whole status

has changed.

Think about this l'maaseh in your own avodas Hashem. How often do we look at ourselves, or at our children, and feel like a

'tumtum', that our true potential, our yiras Shamayim, and our best middos are completely covered up and hidden from view?

We look at our daily struggles and think, 'Who am I really? Am I a true oved Hashem, or is it all a doubt?' The yetzer hara

wants you to believe that because you are covered in struggles, you have become a different creation entirely, that 'ishtani',

you have changed for the worse and can no longer bring a korban to Hashem.

But the truth of the Torah is that what is covered is still holy. A safek means the holiness is there, vibrant and real, just waiting

to be revealed. Your essence as a Yid is never redefined by the layers that temporarily conceal it. The job of a Yid is not to

despair because the light is covered, but to have emunah that underneath the surface, the neshama remains pure and kadosh.

Today, when you feel blocked, covered, or doubtful about your spiritual standing, do not let the yetzer hara convince you

that you have changed. Take one small, concrete action, like learning one extra halacha or saying a perek of Tehillim with

deep kavanah, to peel back the cover and let your inner, definite holiness shine through.
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