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

L) THE SUGYA
We start off on our daf finishing up the discussion about which Torah payments require Tyrian shekels, with the Gemara
explaining why the Tanna had to list cases like the rapist and the defamer specifically. We then move into a fascinating
discussion about what kinds of items can be used for payments and redemptions. The Mishnah teaches that while most
monetary obligations can be paid with either coins or equivalent value, certain things like the half-shekels, second tithe,

and appearance-offering money must be paid davka with actual minted coins.

This leads us directly into a new Mishnah regarding Pidyon Haben, the redemption of a firstborn son. The Tanna
Kamma rules that a father cannot redeem his son with slaves, promissory notes, land, or consecrated items. We also
learn that the redemption is not complete until the Kohen actually receives the money, though the Kohen is allowed to
give the five sela'im back to the father as a gift afterward. The Gemara immediately jumps into a beautiful shakla v'tarya
analyzing the source of this Mishnah, contrasting the Rabbis' view with that of Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi, who has a

different approach to what can be used for redemption.

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

‘R TMNY pDAF 514

,P°D3 K27 02 NIXRR KT

Chanan had an impaired dinar with him, which was not in circulation because of its poor condition,
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so he struck him another time to incur a second fine of half a dinar, and gave it, the full dinar, to him as payment for both

blows.
H;W?‘.) MISHNAH
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We learned in the Mishnah: The thirty shekels paid to the owner of a Canaanite slave killed by an ox, the fifty shekels paid

by a rapist and by a seducer, etc., are all paid in the shekel of the Sanctuary.

GEMARA

QUESTION
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The Gemara asks: Why do I need this additional mention of these cases? The Tanna already taught this in the first clause

of the Mishnah, which stated that all Torah payments are in Tyrian shekels!
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The Gemara answers: It was necessary to explicitly list the cases of the rapist and the defamer,

,NPUD P XX ,D9RY” 172 1N KT 11D (XPRX INUT KR

since it might enter your mind to say: Since the term "shekels" is not written regarding them, but rather "money," say

that they pay merely ordinary dinars and not shekels which are worth four dinars.
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Therefore, the Tanna comes to teach us that they derive from one another through a gezerah shavah, and all require Tyrian
shekels.

n;wn MISHNAH
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The Mishnah taught: All monetary obligations are redeemed with coins or equivalent value, except for the half-shekels.

GEMARA
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A Tanna taught in a Braisa: Except for the half-shekels, and second tithe, and the appearance-offering money, which

must be paid specifically in coins.
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The rule regarding shekels is as we learned in a Mishnah: We may combine copper shekels into darics, which are gold

coins, because of the burden of the journey, but they must remain in the form of coins.
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The rule regarding second tithe is as it is written: "And you shall bind up the money in your hand," which the Sages

expound to mean money that has a form, i.e., a minted coin.
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And the rule regarding the appearance-offering money is as Rav Yosef taught: So that one should not bring unrefined

silver into the Temple Courtyard, but rather proper coins.

H;WD MISHNAH
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MISHNAH: One may not redeem a firstborn son neither with Canaanite slaves, nor with promissory notes, nor with

land, nor with consecrated items.
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If the father wrote to a Kohen that he is obligated to give him five sela'im, the father is obligated to give them to him

because of his written commitment, but his son is not redeemed until the Kohen actually receives the money.
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Therefore, if the Kohen wished to give the five sela'im back to him as a gift, he is permitted to do so, and the redemption

is valid.
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One who designates the redemption money for his son and it was lost before reaching the Kohen, is responsible for its
replacement, as it is stated: "Shall be yours" to Aaron, and only then "you shall surely redeem," meaning the son is not

redeemed until the money is in the Kohen's possession.

GEMARA
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GEMARA: Our Mishnabh is not in accordance with Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi, as it is taught in a Braisa: Rabbi says: With

anything of value one may redeem a firstborn of man, except for promissory notes.

2277 NRRW N

What is the reason of Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi?
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The Gemara answers: He expounds the verses using the method of amplifications and restrictions.

EXPLANATION
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The phrase "And its redemption from a month old you shall redeem" is an amplification; "according to your valuation,

silver of five shekels" is a restriction; "you shall redeem" is again an amplification.
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And the rule is: When the Torah amplified, and restricted, and amplified, it amplified everything.
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What did it amplify? It amplified all things, including land and slaves. And what did it restrict? It restricted only

promissory notes, which have no intrinsic value.
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And the Rabbis expound the verses using the method of a generalization and a detail:
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"And its redemption from a month old" is a generalization; "according to your valuation, silver of five shekels" is a

detail; "you shall redeem" is once again a generalization.
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And the rule is: When there is a generalization, a detail, and a generalization, you may judge only in accordance with the

nature of the detail.
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Just as the detail is explicitly defined as something that is movable and its body is intrinsic money, i.e., silver coins, so

too, anything that is movable and its body is intrinsic money may be used.
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This excludes land, which is not movable; it excludes slaves, which are compared to land; and it excludes promissory

notes, because even though they are movable, their body is not intrinsic money.
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Ravina said to Mareimar: Does Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi really expound using amplifications and restrictions?

XT3 U1 0wR 0000 021 K

But doesn't Rabbi expound generalizations and details regarding the awl used for piercing a Hebrew slave's ear?
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As it is taught in a Braisa: From the word "awl" I only know an awl; from where do we derive to include a thorn, a

needle, a drill, or a stylus?
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The verse teaches: "And you shall take," to include anything that is taken in the hand; these are the words of Rabbi

Yosei bar Rabbi Yehuda who expounds amplifications.
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But Rabbi says: "Awl"—just as an awl is uniquely made of metal, so too, anything used must be of metal.
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And we said in explaining this dispute: In what do they differ? Rabbi expounds generalizations and details, and Rabbi

Yosei bar Rabbi Yehuda expounds amplifications and restrictions! This contradicts our assumption about Rabbi's method.
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The Gemara answers: Yes, generally Rabbi expounds generalizations and details,
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but here, regarding redemption, he expounds in accordance with that which the school of Rabbi Yishmael taught.
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For the school of Rabbi Yishmael taught: "In water,”" "in the water," written two times, this is not expounded as a

generalization and a detail, but rather as an amplification and a restriction.
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And the Rabbis say: We expound as they say in the West, Eretz Yisrael: Wherever you find two generalizations adjacent

to each other, place the detail between them and judge them as a generalization, a detail, and a generalization.

n;wn MISHNAH
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The Mishnah taught: And net with consecrated items.

QUESTION
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The Gemara asks: Isn't this obvious? They are not his to give, as they belong to the Temple!

INIX

The Gemara answers: You might say that we are dealing with a case of minor sanctity, so the Tanna had to teach us this.

‘AU DAF 51B

n;wn MISHNAH

7K 923 nivpn X9

And nor may consecrated items be redeemed with any of these items mentioned above, namely Canaanite slaves,

documents, and land.
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The Mishnah teaches: If the father of a firstborn wrote to a Kohen that he is obligated to him five sela coins, he is

obligated to give them to him, but his son is not redeemed, etc.

GEMARA
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Ulla said: By Torah law, his son is redeemed immediately when the father gives the note to the Kohen. If so, what is the
reason the Sages said his son is not redeemed? It is a Rabbinic decree, lest people say that one may redeem a firstborn son

with a third-party promissory note, which is invalid because the Torah requires actual money.
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A Tanna taught a Braisa in the presence of Rav Nachman: His son is redeemed when the father actually gives the money.

’27°737 11 A2 TN [ARDRNY] (XNND) A °272 °01 °37 >137 11 il 31 R K
2172 113 PR :2RIX 0027 PIX,IRDRPNR 11ERY °2732 MUK

Rav Nachman said to him: This Braisa is the statement of Rabbi Yosei son of Rabbi Yehuda, which was recorded as
unattributed, and some say it: This is the statement of Rabbi Elazar son of Rabbi Shimon, recorded as unattributed;

but the Sages say: His son is not redeemed at all with this note.

RULING

And the halacha is: His son is not redeemed.

n;wn MISHNAH
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The Mishnah continues: Therefore, if the Kohen wished to give the five sela coins back to him as a gift, he is permitted to

do so.

GEMARA

1203 ,X — 1] 0K 713 ,KY — NOX N33 D372 7YY 1303 1137307 KT? XPID
X — 12 11mm

The Gemara comments: We have learned in our Mishnah that which the Rabbis taught explicitly in a Braisa: If he gave it
to ten Kohanim at one time, he has fulfilled his obligation. If he gave it one after the other, he has fulfilled his obligation.

If the Kohen took it and returned it to him, he has fulfilled his obligation.
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And this was the practice of Rabbi Tarfon, who would take the redemption money and return it.
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And when the Sages heard of the matter, they said: This individual has fulfilled this halacha.
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The Gemara asks: Did he fulfill only this halacha and nothing more? Surely Rabbi Tarfon fulfilled all the mitzvos! Rather,

they meant: This individual fulfilled even this halacha, which is a difficult one to perform properly.
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The Gemara relates: Rabbi Chanina was accustomed to take the redemption money and return it. One time, he saw a
certain man who was walking back and forth before him, hinting that he wanted the money back. Rabbi Chanina said to
him: You did not conclusively resolve and give the money with a whole heart, but rather you gave it only on condition that I

return it. This is a bad thing, and therefore his son is not redeemed.

I-I;W?; MISHNAH
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The Mishnah teaches: One who designates the redemption money for his son and it was lost, is responsible for its

replacement.

GEMARA

QUESTION

The Gemara asks: From where do we derive this?
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Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish said: It is derived by a gezeirah shavah of "valuation" and "valuation" from the passage of

valuations. Just as one is responsible for valuations until they reach the Kohen, so too here.
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Rav Dimi said that Rabbi Yonatan said: The pasuk says, "And all the firstborn of your sons you shall redeem, and none
shall appear before Me empty," and he learns a gezeirah shavah of "empty" and "empty" from the burnt-offering of
appearance. Just as with the burnt-offering of appearance, one is responsible for its replacement if it is lost, so too with

the redemption of the son, one is responsible for its replacement.

OBJECTION
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Rav Pappa objects to this: Do we need to compare verse to verse to find a source?
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Rather, Rav Pappa said: This halacha is as the Mishnah itself teaches the reason, from the pasuk: "They shall be yours...

nevertheless you shall surely redeem."
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And when the statement of Reish Lakish was stated, it was stated on the first clause of the Mishnah: If the son died after
thirty days, even though the father did not yet give the money, he must give it. From where do we derive this? Rabbi

Shimon ben Lakish said: It is derived by a gezeirah shavah of "valuation" and "valuation" from valuations.

STATEMENT
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Rav Dimi said that Rabbi Yonatan said: The pasuk says, "And all the firstborn of your sons you shall redeem, and none
shall appear before Me empty." Just as there, by the burnt-offering of appearance, if the father died, the heirs are

obligated to bring it, so too here, the heirs are obligated to pay the five sela coins.

n;wn MISHNAH
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MISHNAH: The firstborn takes a double portion in the property of the father, but he does not take a double portion in
the property of the mother. And he does not take a double portion in the enhancement of the property after the father's

death, nor in property that was merely due to the father as he does in property that was actually possessed by the father.

SUMMARY

The Gemara explains that the Tanna listed the rapist and defamer to teach that they require Tyrian shekels through a
gezerah shavah, even though the Torah uses the word "money" instead of "shekels" by them. We learn that second tithe,
half-shekels, and appearance-offering money must be paid in minted coins, with the Gemara bringing the source for
each. In the Mishnah of Pidyon Haben, we see that a father cannot redeem his son with slaves, land, promissory notes,
or consecrated items, and he remains responsible for the money if it is lost before reaching the Kohen. The Gemara
explains that our Mishnah follows the Rabbis, who expound the verses using the method of "generalization, detail, and
generalization" (klal u'prat u'klal), which limits the redemption to movable property with intrinsic value, thereby
excluding land, slaves, and notes. Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi, however, uses the method of "amplification and restriction"

(ribuy u'mi'ut), which is much more inclusive and only excludes promissory notes because they have no intrinsic value.




Finally, the Gemara addresses a kasha on Rabbi's consistency in using these hermeneutical rules, resolving it by

explaining that here he is following a specific rule of the school of Rabbi Yishmael.

ﬂWU?‘ﬁ WHAT TO TAKE HOME

In our sugya, the Gemara discusses the halachah of a father who designates five sela'im to redeem his firstborn son, but
the money gets lost before it reaches the Kohen. The halachah is clear: he is still fully responsible to replace it. Why?
Because the Torah says "yihyeh lach", it must actually belong to the Kohen, and "padoh tifdeh", the redemption is only
complete when the payment is fully delivered. Until the Kohen actually holds that money in his hand, the father's

obligation has not been fulfilled.

Think about what this means for our own avodas Hashem. How often do we "designate" a mitzvah in our minds, or
even start the process, but never actually follow through to the finish line? We might decide to learn a specific shiur,
resolve to call a lonely person, or set aside money for tzedakah. In our minds, we feel a sense of accomplishment just

from making the decision. We think, "I already set it aside, I'm practically done."

But the Torah is teaching us a deep yesod here: "padoh tifdeh." A mitzvah requires completion. It is not enough to have
good intentions or to start the process and let it get lost along the way. Hashem wants us to bring our holy thoughts
down into the physical world and ensure they reach their destination. If we let our good resolutions get lost before they

are actually executed, we haven't yet fulfilled our responsibility.

Today, take one good resolution or mitzvah that you have "designated" or started recently but haven't yet finished, and

take the concrete step to complete it and bring it to its final destination.
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