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LJ THE SUGYA

We start a new Mishnah that deals with a classic case of safeik, a doub, in the mitzvah of pidyon haben. If a woman who
never gave birth before has twin boys, we know for sure that one of themis the firstborn who needs to be redeemed, but we
don't know which one. The Mishnah teaches that the father has to give five sela coins to the Kohen, because either way, he
is obligated to redeemone of them. But what happens if one of the twins dies within thirty days, or if the father dies before
redeeming them? The Tanna Kamma, Rabbi Meir, and Rabbi Yehuda argue about how we handle the estate and the

Kohen's claimin these complicated scenarios.

The Gemara goes deep into the shakla v'tarya of this dispute, trying to pinpoint exactly when the father died and what the
status of the estate is. We analyze whether the father died within thirty days of the birth—before the obligation of pidyon
haben even kicked in—or after thirty days. This leads the Gemara to a fascinating discussion about the halachic status of
brothers who divide an estate. Are they considered heirs, or do we view themas buyers who purchased their shares fromone
another? We also look at whether an oral debt, ora debt written in the Torah, can be collected from property that has been
divided or sold.

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

R TMY DAF 484

n;wn MISHNAH

1757 ©°¥70 N 1013 — 8131 %3 77771 AWK 1123 XY o0 *oann

MISHNAH: One whose wife had not previously given birth, and she now gave birth to two males—twins, and it is not

known which of themis the firstborn—the father gives five sela coins to the Kohen, since one of themis definitely the firstborn.
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If one of them died within thirty days of birth, the father is exempt from paying the redemption money, because he can claim

that the one who died was the firstborn, and a firstborn who dies within thirty days does not require redemption.
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If the father died and the sons are still alive, Rabbi Meir says: If they gave the five sela coins to the Kohen before they
divided their father's estate, they have given it and the Kohen may keep it; but if not—if they already divided the estate—they

are exempt fromgiving the redemption money.
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Rabbi Yehuda says: The property became obligated to pay the debt of redemption before the division; therefore, in either

case, the sons must pay the Kohen from the estate.
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If she gave birth to a male and a female, and it is not known which was born first, there is nothing here for the Kohen,

because we say the female might have been born first.

GEMARA
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GEMARA: When did the father die?

117 TIYNWNR KT 2197V DD 0D PRR 227 MWK K72 — 09 DOWRYW INRD NoRT RROPON

1[>021] (°0217)

If we say that he died after thirty days, when the obligation to redeemhad already set in, would Rabbi Meir say in this case
that when they divided the estate they are exempt? But the property had already become liened to the Kohen for this debt

while the father was still alive!
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Rather, we must say that he died within thirty days, before the obligation set in, so the debt is on the firstborn himself and not
on the father's estate. But if so, what is different when they divided the estate? Why are they exempt? Is it because the Kohen
goes to this brother and he pushes him off by saying 'prove I am the firstborn," and the Kohen goes to that brother and he

pushes him off in the same way?
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If so, when they did not divide the estate as well, let the Kohen go to this brother and let him push him off, and let him

go to that brother and let him push him off! Why does Rabbi Meir say that if they paid before dividing, the Kohen may keep it?
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Rabbi Yirmeya said: That is to say—we can infer from Rabbi Meir's ruling—that if there were two people named Yosef ben
Shimon who lived in one city, and they bought a field in partnership, a creditor of one of themcan collect his debt from

the m from this field, even though he does not know which Yosef ben Shimon is his debtor.

EXPLANATION
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Because the creditor can say to each of them: If I am claiming against you, I am taking your share of the ficld, and if Tam
claiming against your partner, I am taking your partner’s share of the field. Here too, before they divide, the estate is held in

partnership, so the Kohen can collect from the joint property.
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Rava said: Now consider, a person’s property is a guarantor for him to pay his debt. Is there any case where he cannot
claim from the debtor himself, and yet he can claim from the guarantor? Since the Kohen cannot claim from either brother

personally, how can he claim from the property?
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But didn't we learn in a Mishnah: One who lends to his fellow by means of a guarantor shall not collect from the
guarantor first; and we establish this to mean that he may not claim from the guarantor initially before demanding

payment from the debtor! Thus, Rabbi Yirmeya's explanation is difficult.
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Rather, Rava said: Actually, we are dealing with a case where the father died after thirty days, and if there is alot of

property in the estate, indeed, the Kohen takes his five sela coins even after they divided it.
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And with what are we dealing here? For example, where there is only five sela coins worth of property in the entire estate.

STATEMENT
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And everyone holds of the rule of Rav Assi, as Rav Assi said: Brothers who divided an estate are considered half heirs

and half buyers fromone another.

STATEMENT
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And everyone agrees that a debt written in the Torah, such as the redemption of the firstborn...
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The obligation of redemption is not like a debt written in a document, which would create a lien on all properties, but rather it

is compared to an oral loan.
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And everyone, both Rabbi Meir and Rabbi Yehuda, holds the rule of Rav Pappa, as Rav Pappa says: An oral loan can be
collected from the heirs out of the estate they inherited, but it cannot be collected from the purchasers who boughtland
from the debtor during his lifetime. Since the brothers divided the estate, each is considered an heir for half and a purchaser for the

other half, meaning only half the estate is subject to collection.
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And here, in our Mishnah, they are actually arguing about the principle of whether the Torah requires five sela coins and not

half of five sela coins.
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As Rabbi Meir holds: The Torah requires five scla coins and not half of five. Since the priest can only collect two and a half

sela coins from the portion they inherited as heirs, he gets nothing, because we do not give a partial redemption.
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And Rabbi Yehuda holds: The Torah requires five sela coins, and even half of five is given if that is all that can be collected.

Therefore, the priest collects the two and a half sela coins.

772 *¥ 2% K133 27003 87023 137N IR AT 231,737 °K

The Gemara asks: If so, that Rabbi Yehuda agrees the priest loses half the amount because of the division, then when Rabbi
Yehuda says in the Mishnah: The property became obligated, he should have said: The person became obligated! After

all, the obligation is on the brothers themselves to pay whatever they can, while the property itself is no longer fully bound!
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And furthermore, it was taught in a Braisa: Rabbi Yehuda says: Brothers who divided their father's estate, if there are ten

dinars, which is two and a half sela, for this brother and ten dinars for that brother, they are obligated to pay the priest; and




if not, they are exempt.
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The Gemara analyzes this Braisa: What is the meaning of ten dinars for this brother and ten dinars for that brother?

oo 2Py 2PN PNR 237K — W PSP BN wR MNipRT 13 METTT 13 NN
1501 mwyn 2

If we say it means the total value of their shares, whe ther from the portion of inheritance or the portion of purchasers, and
Rabbi Yehuda holds that the mitzva is five sela and even half of five, if so, why specifically mention ten dinars? Even less than

ten dinars also should be collected, since the priest is entitled to whatever partial amount is available!
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Rather, it is obvious that the Braisa means there are ten dinars of pure inheritance for this brother and ten dinars of pure
inheritance for that brother, which together make five sela of collectable inheritance. Consequently, we see that Rabbi Yehuda

holds: Five sela and not half of five! This contradicts our previous explanation of Rabbi Yehuda's view.
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Rather, we must explain that everyone agrees to the rule of five and not half of five, and here they argue about the rulings
of Rav Assi and Rav Pappa. Rabbi Meir accepts their view that the brothers are considered purchasers and the priest cannot

collect, while Rabbi Yehuda rejects their view and holds that the division does not make them purchasers.
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And there are those who teach this entire discussion on the latter clause of the Mishnah, where Rabbi Yehuda says the

property became obligated. The Gemara asks: When did the father die?
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If we say that he died after thirty days, when the obligation was already fully established, does this imply that Rabbi Meir
holds that when they divided the property they are exempt? But the property was already liened for the redemption before
they divided it!

QUESTION
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Rather, it must be that the father died within thirty days, before the obligation was established, and the obligation is on the
firstborn himself. But when they divided the property, why does Rabbi Yehuda obligate them? Let the priest go to this
brother, and he will push him away by saying 'T am not the firstborn,” and let himgo to this other brother, and he will push

him away with the same claim!
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Rabbi Yirmeya said: That is to say, fromRabbi Yehuda's ruling we can learn a law regarding two people named Yosef ben
Shimon who lived in one city, and one of thembought a field from his fellow, and a creditor who holds a debt against one

Yosef ben Shimon comes to collect. The creditor can collect from this field,
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as the creditor can say to him: If Tam owed by you, I am taking your own share of the field; and if I am owed by your

fellow, then this field was liened to me before you bought it fromhim. Here too, the priest can collect fromeither brother.
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Rava said: Now consider, a person’s property is his guarantor for his debt. How can you collect from the property when you

cannot even prove who the debtor is?

STATEMENT
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And all the rest of the Gemara's discussion here is like the first version that we brought above.
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MISHNAH: Two wives of one man who had not previously given birth, and they gave birth to two males, and the babies

got mixed up, the father gives tensela coins to the priest, because each is certainly a firstborn to his mother.
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If one of them died within thirty days, if he had given the ten sela to one priest, that priest must return five sela to him,

because the father was never obligated to redeem the child who died.

MISHNAH
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But if he had given five sela each to two different priests, he cannot extract the money from their hands, as each priest can

claimthat the five sela he received was for the living child.
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If one gave birth to a male and the other to a female, or if they gave birth to two males and a female, and they were mixed up,

the father gives five sela coins to the priest, because there is definitely at least one firstborn male who needs redemption.
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But if they gave birth to two females and a male, or two males and two females, there is nothing here for the priest,

because we can always say that a female was born first and exempted the male.
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If one wife had already given birth and one had not previously given birth, and they gave birth to two males, the father

gives five sela coins to the priest, because one of themis definitely a firstborn.
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If one of them died within thirty days, the father is exempt from paying, because he can claim that the one who died was the
firstborn.
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If the father died and the sons are alive, Rabbi Meir says: If they gave the redemption money to the priest before they
divided the estate, they have given it; but if not, they are exempt.
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Rabbi Yehuda says: The property became obligated and the priest collects. If they gave birth to a male and a female, there

is nothing here for the priest.
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If two wives of two different men had not previously given birth, and they gave birth to two males, and the babies got

mixed up, this father gives five sela coins to the priest and that father gives five sela coins.

MISHNAH
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If one of them died within thirty days, if they had given the ten sela to one priest, he must return five sela to them.
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If they had given the money to two priests, they cannot extract the money from their hands.
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If they gave birth to a male and a female, the fathers are exempt, but the sonis obligated to redeem himself when he

grows up, since he might be the firstborn.
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If they gave birth to two females and a male, or two females and two males, there is nothing here for the priest.
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If one wife had already given birth and one had not previously given birth, belonging to two different men, and they

gave birth to two males, this father whose wife had not previously given birth gives five sela coins to the priest.
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If they gave birth to a male and a female, there is nothing here for the priest.

GEMARA
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GEMARA: What is the difference regarding two priests, that the father cannot collect, because he goes to this priest and

he pushes him away, and he goes to that priest and he pushes him away?
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Ifhe gave it to one priest, let us also say that the priest can go to this child's claimand push him away, and go to that child's

claimand push him away, and keep all ten sela!

ANSWER
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Shmuel said:

SUMMARY

The Gemara resolves the machlokes between Rabbi Meir and Rabbi Yehuda by analyzing the nature of the father's estate
after his death. Rava explains that we are dealing with a case where the father died after thirty days, meaning the obligation
of pidyon haben had already set in, but the entire estate is only worth five sela coins. When the brothers divide this small
estate, we apply the rule of Rav Assi that brothers who divide are considered half heirs and half buyers. Since a Torah-
mandated debt like pidyon haben has the status of an oral loan, it cannot be collected from purchasers, meaning the Kohen
can only collect half the debt from the portion they inherited as heirs. Rabbi Meir holds that the Torah requires a full five sela
coins for redemption and not a partial payment, so the Kohen gets nothing once they divide. Rabbi Yehuda, however, holds
that the Kohen can collect even a partial payment of two and a half sela coins, which represents the portion of the estate they

inherited as heirs.

HWJ?:? WHAT TO TAKE HO ME

The Gemara is bothered by a deep question about how we view brothers who divide up their father's estate. Rav Assi teaches
us a powerful rule: brothers who divide are considered "half heirs and half buyers” from one another. By dividing the
inheritance, they are no longer just a single unit carrying on their father's legacy; they have become like strangers buying and

selling to each other, which lichoira weakens the connection to their father's obligations.

There is a profound lesson in avodas Hashemhere. When we stand together in unity, we are like heirs holding onto a single,
undivided inheritance. We carry the weight of our father's legacy together, and the kedushah flows naturally. But the
moment we start dividing, separating ourselves, and saying "this is mine and that is yours,” we lose that collective strength.

We become like "buyers”, separate individuals who have to negotiate and protect our own borders.

To keep the legacy of our fathers alive, we must strive to remain undivided. When we look at another Yid, we shouldn't see a
separate entity or a business partner, but a real brother sharing the exact same inheritance. Mimeila, we carry the obligations

of Hashem's Torah together as one family.

Today, make a conscious effort to avoid dividing yourself from others. When a family member or a fellow Yid in the bais
medrash asks for help, don't think about where your boundary ends and theirs begins. Step up to help them with the mindset

that we are all heirs to the same legacy, working together for our Father in Heaven.
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