*ni®> AT - °%P322 TNy n

N”? 77 - PiMis3 - i 0T

Daf Yomi - The Full Daf - Elucidated Talmud - Navy & Gold Edition - with Rashi

L) THE SUGYA

We start off on our daf by looking into the shiur of the lamb used to redeema firstborn donkey. The Gemara brings down a
machlokes and a practical halachic distinction between what we tell a person I'chatchilah when he comes to ask Beis Din how
to redeemhis donkey, and what is acceptable b'di'avad if he already went ahead and redeemed it on his own with a very
cheap lamb.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor's commentary and are not part of the original text.
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The minimum of a shekel is written with regard to affordability, meaning a case where someone makes a vow of valuation to
the Beis HaMikdash and cannot afford the standard amount, in which case the Torah sets a minimum of a shekel. It does not apply

to other redemptions.

P31 21373 137 7RI 31N

Rav Nachman said: The halacha is in accordance with the words of the Sages that you can redeema firstborn donkey with a

lamb of any value.

QUESTION

The Gemara asks: And how much must the value of this lamb be at a minimum?
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Rav Yosef'said: Evenaleanlamb that is only worth a danka, which is a sixth of a dinar, may be used.
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Rava said: We also learned in our Mishnah that the owner may give a lamb, whether it is large or small, which supports Rav

Yosef's ruling.
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The Gemara asks: Isn't this obvious? The Mishnah explicitly says a small lamb is fine!
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The Gemara answers: Lest you say that this much of a low value, such asa danka, is not acceptable because it is too cheap,
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or alternatively, you might think that a lean lamb which is physically weak is not acceptable for a mitzvah; therefore Rav Yosef

comes to teach us thatit is valid.
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The Gemara relates: Rabbi Yehuda Nesia had a firstborn donkey. He sent it before Rabbi Tarfon and said to him: How

much do I need to give to the Kohen for its redemption?

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Tarfon said to him: Behold, they said: One who hasa generous disposition redeems it with a lamb worth a sela; one

who hasa stingy disposition redeems it with a lamb worth a shekel; and an average disposition redeems it with a ragya.
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Rava said: The halacha is that one must redeem it with a lamb worth a ragya.
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The Gemara asks: And how much is a ragya? The Gemara answers: It is worth three zuz, which are three dinars. Itis called a
ragya because it is accustomed here and accustomed there, meaning it is close to both a sela of four dinars and a shekel of two

dinars.
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The Gemara asks: This is a difficulty, as we have a halacha against a halacha! Rav Nachman ruled that a lamb of any value is

valid, while Rava rules that a ragya is required!
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The Gemara answers: This is not difficult. Here, where we require a ragya, it is when he comes to consult the Beis Din
beforehand, so we tell himto give a respectable amount. There, where any value is valid, it is when he does it on his own

without consulting, in which case the redemption is valid post facto.

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Yitzchak said that Reish Lakish said: One who has a firstborn donkey and does not have a lamb to redeemit,

may redeem it with its monetary value in money or vessels and give that to the Kohen.
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The Gemara asks: In accordance with whose opinion is this statement? If we say it is in accordance with Rabbi Yehuda, but

didn't he say that the Torah was particular about it being redeemed specifically with a lamb?
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Rather, it must be in accordance with Rabbi Shimon, who does not require a lamb exclusively.
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The Gemara notes: Rav Aha taught it this way, that Reish Lakish follows Rabbi Shimon. But Ravina found this difficult: In
any dispute between Rabbi Yehuda and Rabbi Shimon, the halacha is established like Rabbi Yehuda!
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And furthermore, the Tanna taught us an unattributed Mishnah like Rabbi Yehuda that a firstborn donkey is forbidden
before redemption. And yet you say that the halacha is like Rabbi Shimon?
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Rather, Ravina concludes: Even if you say the halacha is like Rabbi Yehuda, the firstborn donkey should not be more
stringent than consecrated property which can be redeemed with its value. And the Torah did not say "with a lamb" to be

stringent on him, but rather to be lenient on him, so that he does not have to give the full value of the donkey if he hasa

lamb.

STATEMENT
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The Gemara relates that Rav Nachman the son of Rav Yosef redeemed a firstborn donkey with boiled vegetables worth

its value.

STATEMENT
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Rav Sheizevi said that Rav Huna said: One who redeems the firstborn donkey of his fellow, its redemption is valid.
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A dilemma was raised before them: Does the redeemed donkey now belong to the redeemer, or perhaps the redeemed

donkey belongs to the owner?
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The Gemara clarifies: According to Rabbi Shimon, do not raise the dilemma, since he says that the donkey is permitted

for benefit before redemption, so it is the monetary property of the owner, and the redeemer cannot take it.
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When you should raise the dilemma, it is according to Rabbi Yehuda, who says that the donkey is forbidden for benefit

before redemption.
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Do we compare it to consecrated property, and the Merciful One says regarding consecrated property: "And he shall give
the money and it shall be established for him,” meaning the redeemer acquires it? Or perhaps, since the owner gains the
difference in value between the cheaplamband the expensive donkey, it is not similar to consecrated property, and the

owner retains ownership?
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Rav Nachman said: Come and hear a proof froma Baraisa: One who steals the firstborn donkey of his fellow pays
double payment to the owner; and even though he has no monetary rights in it now, he will have rights in it after this,

when it is redeemed.

T FIRVIYR KPR 2PWIY 1D PRONRR TIYRY 223 RROK 2030

The Gemara analyzes: Whose opinion is this? If we say it is Rabbi Shimon, why does it say he has no rights now? He is allowed

to benefit fromit! Rather, it is obvious that this is Rabbi Yehuda.

INFERENCE
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And if it enters your mind that we compare it to consecrated property, the Torah says regarding double payment: "And it
be stolen from the house of the man,” and not from the house of consecrated property! Since double payment is paid, it

must not be like consecrated property.
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The Gemara concludes: And there is nothing more to say; this is a decisive proof that it is not like consecrated property, and the

owner retains ownership.

n;wn MISHNAH
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The Gemara returns to the Mishnah: Whe ther it had given birth first or whether it had not given birth first, etc.

GEMARA

BR AISA

The Rabbis taught in a Baraisa: How did they say thata lamb used for redemption enters the corral to be tithed under
Maaser Behemah?

EXPLANATION

You cannot say this refers to a lamb that came into the hand of a Kohen, for behold we learned: An animal that is

purchased or given as a gift is exempt from animal tithe, and the Kohen received this lamb as a gift.
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Rather, it must be in the case of an Israelite who had ten doubtful firstborn donkeys in his house, who separates ten

lambs for them to redeem them, and since the lambs belong to himbecause of the doubt, he tithes them, and they are his.
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The Gemara notes: This Baraisa supports Rav Nachman, for Rav Nachman said in the name of Rabbah bar Avuha: An

Israclite who had ten doubtful firstborn donkeys separates ten lambs for them, tithes them, and they are his.




STATEMENT
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And Rav Nachman said in the name of Rabbah bar Avuha: An Israelite who had ten definite firstborn donkeys in his
house, which fell to him as an inheritance from the house of his mother's father who was a Kohen, and those donkeys

had come to that mother's father who was a Kohen from the house of his mother's father who was an Israelite,
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he separates tenlambs for them, tithes them, and they are his, because as an heir to a Kohen he is exempt from giving the
lambs to another Kohen.

STATEMENT

52X N°2 1903 ,iN°2 7IN2 19 NiRn 0% 2w 1D MY PRI MR 92 127 RN TR0 270K
APW T 1 ye — PR 2K 02K noon 19 17D 13 AN 22K ININY 1D duN

And Rav Nachman said in the name of Rabbah bar Avuha: An Israelite who had untithed produce whose processing
was completed in his house, which fell to him from the house of his mother's father who was a Kohen, and those had
come to that mother's father who was a Kohen from the house of his mother's father who was an Israelite — he tithes

them and they are his.
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The Gemara notes: And it is necessary to state all of these cases. For if he had only let us hear the first case of the donkeys,

we would say it is because he is separating a lamb and standing it aside, so it looks like a regular redemption.

EXPLANATION
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But here, in the case of the produce, gifts that have not been separated are considered as if they have not been

separated atall, so say that he does not keep them. Therefore it is needed.
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And if he had only let us hear this case of the produce, we would say it is because it is possible to tithe from it and within
it, as it is lying there. But there, in the case of the donkeys, since he needs to bring a lamb from the outside, say that he

does not keep it. Therefore both are necessary.

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Shmuel bar Natan said that Rabbi Chanina said: One who purchases untithed produce...
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STATEMENT
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If one purchases grain that is already smoothed into piles, which completes the processing, from a non-Jew, he must tithe them,

but they are his, meaning he does not have to give the tithes to the Kohen or Levi.
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The Gemara asks: Who smoothed them? Who completed the processing of this grain?
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If we say that a non-Jew smoothed them, then why is there any obligation to tithe at all? The Merciful One says in the

Torah, "Your grain,” which implies that only your own grain is obligated, and not the grain of a non-Jew whose processing was

completed while in the non-Jew's possession!
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Rather, we must say that a Jew smoothed them while they were still in the domain of the non-Jew, before purchasing them.

EXPLANATION
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Therefore, he must tithe them, because a non-Jew has no power of acquisition in Eretz Yisrael to remove the land's

sanctity and exempt its produce from the obligation of tithing.
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But they are his, and he keeps the tithes, because he cansay to the Kohen: "I am coming from the power of a man, the non-
Jew, with whom you cannot engage inlitigation to demand these gifts, since a non-Jew is exempt from giving them. Therefore,

I too amexempt from giving themto you."

STATEMENT
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The Gemara introduces a related discussion: We learned in a Mishnah there in Demai: One who deposits his produce with a

Samaritan or with an am ha'aretz, the produce remains in its presumptive status regarding tithes and regarding the

Sabbatical year, and we do not suspect that they switched it for untithed or Shevi'is produce.
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But if he deposited it with a non-Jew, the returned produce is treated like his own produce, because we assume the non-Jew

switched it. Rabbi Shimon says: It is treated as demai, meaning it is a safek, a doubt, whether he switched it.

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Elazar said: Regarding separating the tithes, everyone agrees that he must separate them. Where they argue is

regarding giving them to the Kohen.

SRT 730 TIYRY 227,100 1M33M°R 2Y3 PR PRT1 730 KR KN

The First Tanna holds: He certainly switched them, so this is now the non-Jew's produce which the Jew acquired, and he
must give them to the Kohen. And Rabbi Shimon holds: It is demai, so the Kohen cannot demand them without bringing

proof.
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Rav Dimi sat and was saying this halacha of Rabbi Elazar. Abaye said to him: The reason Rabbi Shimon exempts him from
giving it over is only because we are in doubt whether he switched them or whether he did not switch them. But if he

certainly switched them, everyone agrees that he must give them to the Kohen.
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But doesn't Rabbi Shmuel say in the name of Rabbi Chanina: One who purchases untithed produce froma non-Jew
that is smoothed, he tithes them but they are his? Why would he have to give themto the Kohen here if he definitely

switched themand they are considered purchased froma non-Jew?
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Rav Dimi answered: Perhaps here, where he must give it to the Kohen, itis referring to Terumah Gedolah, whereas there,

where Rabbi Chanina says they are his, it is referring to Terumas Maaser.

STATEMENT
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Abaye said to him: You have reminded me of a ruling that Rabbi Yehoshua ben Levi said: From where do we know that

one who purchases smoothed untithed produce froma non-Jew is exempt from giving Terumas Maaser to the Kohen?
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As itis stated: "And to the Levites youshall speak and say to them, when you take from the children of Israel the

tithe... then you shall set apart fromit a gift for Hashem, a tithe of the tithe."
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This teaches: Untithed produce that you take from the children of Israel, you must se parate Terumas Maaser from them
and give it to the Kohen; but untithed produce that you take from a non-Jew, youdo not have to separate Terumas

Maaser from them and give it to the Kohen.

n;wn MISHNAH
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We learned in the Mishnah: And if the lamb designated for the redemption of a firstborn donkey dies, they may derive benefit

from it.

GEMARA
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The Gemara asks: Where did it die? In whose possession was it when it died?
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If we say that it died in the house of the Kohen, and the Kohen may benefit from it, that is obvious! It is his own

property, so why shouldn't he benefit fromit?
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Rather, we must say that it died in the house of the owner, and the Kohen may benefit from it, meaning the owner must

give the carcass to the Kohen. But this is also obvious, since the lamb was already designated for him!
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The Gemara answers: It might enter your mind to say that as long as it has not reached his hand, the Kohen has not

acquired it, and therefore if it dies, the owner would have to give himanother lamb.
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Therefore, the Mishnah comes to teach us that from the moment the owner separated it, it stands in the domain of the
Kohen, and the owner has fulfilled his obligation.

SUMMARY

The Gemara establishes that while a lamb of any value—even a very cheap or lean one—is valid b'di'avad for redeeming a
firstborn donkey, I'chatchilah we instruct a person to use a respectable lamb worth a ragya (three zuz). We then learn that
according to Rabbi Yehuda, if a person does not have a lamb, he can redeem the donkey with its monetary value in money or
vessels, as the Torah's mention of a "lamb” was meant as a lula (leniency) rather than a chumra. Additionally, the Gemara
clarifies that if someone redeems his friend's firstborn donkey, the redemption is valid, and the donkey remains the property of

the original owner rather than the redeemer.
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The Gemara is bothered by a contradiction between two halachos: Rav Nachman rules that you can redeema peter chamor
with a lamb of any value, even a cheap, lean one worth a danka, while Rava rules that you must use a ragya, a respectable
lamb worth three dinars. The teretz is beautiful: if a person comes to ask the Beis Din beforehand, we tell himto give a

respectable amount (a ragya). But if he went ahead and did it on his own, even the cheapest lamb is valid.

Lichoira, this teaches us a massive yesod in our own avodas Hashem. When we are planning our service of Hashem, when we
are "coming to consult” and deciding how we want to live our lives, we should never look for the cheapest, easiest way out.
We shouldn't ask, "What is the bare minimumI can get away with?" We strive for the ragya, something respectable, beautiful,

and full. We want our mitzvos to look like we care about them.

But on the flipside, the Torah is telling us that Hashemstill deeply values the small things. If'a Yid was only able to muster a
"danka”, a tiny, weak, cheap effort because that was all he had in himat that moment, Hashemdoes not throw it back in his
face. Post facto, it is still a valid redemption. Hashem cherishes every single drop of effort, even the smallest, poorest-looking

mitzvah.

Today, when you do a mitzvah or sit down to learn, try to do it with a "ragya” mindset, give it your best, most respectable
energy. But if you find yourself tired and only able to give a tiny, "danka” effort, do not despair. Do that small action anyway,

knowing that in Shamayim, it is still precious and completely valid.
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