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31.1.9; 10b (איתיביה לא רצה לפדותו)  11b (ברשותיה דכהן קאי)  

ה בְּבֶָ©֖יÍ אָדָ֛ם בְּכ֥וֹר וְכֹ֨ל וַעֲרַפְתּ֑וֹ  תִפְדֶּה֖ וְאִם־Î֥א בְשֶׂה֔ תִּפְדֶּה֣ חֲמֹר֙ וְכָל־פֶּ֤טֶר .1   יג:יג שמות ::תִּפְדֶּֽ
עֶגְלָה֙ הַהִ֤וא הָעִ֨יר זִקְֵ©י֩ וְהוֹרִ֡דוּ .2 רְפוּ־שָׁם֥ יִזָּרֵעַ֑  וÎְ֣א בּ֖וֹ  Îא־יֵעָבֵ֥ד אֲשֶׁ֛ר אֵיתָ֔ן אֶל־ַ©֣חַל אֶת־הָֽ חַל אֶת־הָעֶגְלָה֖ וְעָֽ   ד:כא דברים :בַּנָּֽ
3.  ֔Íְּקֶלהַ  יִהְיֶה֥ גֵּרָה֖ עֶשְׂרִי֥ם הַקֹּדֶ֑שׁ בְּשֶׁקֶ֣ל יִהְיֶה֖ וְכָל־עֶרְכ  כה:כז ויקרא: שָּֽׁ
סֶף־עֶרְכÍְּ֛ חֲמִשִׁי֧ת וְ֠יָסַף אֹתוֹ֑  הַמַּקְדִּ֖ישׁ אֶת־הַשָּׂדֶה֔ יִגְאַל֙ וְאִם־גָּאֹ֤ל .4  יט:כז ויקרא: לֽוֹ  וְקָם֥ עָלָ֖יו כֶּֽ
י־יִתֵּן֩  .5 יִם יְשַׁלֵּ֥ם הַגַּנָּ֖ב צֵ֥אאִם־יִמָּ  הָאִי֑שׁ מִבֵּי֣ת וְגנַֻּב֖ לִשְׁמֹ֔ר אֽוֹ־כֵלִים֙ כֶּ֤סֶף אֶל־רֵעֵה֜וּ אִ֨ישׁ כִּֽ  ו:כב שמות: שְָׁ©ֽ
י־תִקְ֠חוּ אֲלֵהֶם֒ וְאָמַרְתָּ֣ תְּדַבֵּר֘ וְאֶל־הַלְוִיִּ֣ם .6 י־יִשְׂרָאֵל֜ מֵאֵת֨ כִּֽ מַּעֲשֵׂ֗ר בְֵּ©ֽ ר רמַעֲשֵׂ֖' ה֔ תְּרוּמַת֣ מִמֶּ֙נּוּ֙ וַהֲרֵמֹתֶ֤ם בְַּ©חֲלַתְכֶם֑ מֵאִתָּ֖ם לָכֶ֛ם ָ©תַ֧תִּי אֲשֶׁ֨ר אֶת־הַֽ מַּעֲשֵֽׂ   כו:יח במדבר :מִן־הַֽ

I Continued discussion re: status of פטר חמור after עריפה 
a Challenge to previous conclusion (that ר"ש prohibits פ"ח בה©אה after עריפה):  

i תוספתא: if he doesn't want to redeem it, he must break its neck with a cleaver (from the back) 
 אסור בה©אה then bury it – and it is :ר' יהודה 1
  from it (needn't bury it) ה©אה may get :ר"ש 2

(a) Defense: that dispute is about the status while alive  
(b) Challenge: since the סיפא references while alive, רישא must be after being killed 

(i) Per (סיפא): may not kill with a reed, scythe, axe or saw, nor starve it to death 
1. Shearing/working: ר"י prohibits, ר"ש permits 

(ii) Defense: both clauses refer to status while alive; רישא refers to ה©את גופו – סיפא ,ה©את דמיו 
1. Justification: if we only learned about סד"א ,ה©את דמיו that ר"ש would concur re: גופו (and flip)  

b Further support: ©"ר stated that ר"ש concurs with ר"י after (אסור בה©אה) עריפה  
i Source: עריפה – ברייתא (v1)::עריפה (v2) – just as עגלה ערופה is אסור, so פ"ח is אסור 

1 Author: must be ר"ש, since ר"י already prohibits when alive 
 קמ"ל – מותר redemptionbecomes::עריפה that סד"א :needed ;ר"י holds that it is ר' ספרא :ר' ששת 2

ii 2nd source (©"ר): per לוי – "he took property of כהן he loses his property" – must be authored by ר"ש  
1 Rejection: could be either 

(a) ר' יהודה: he loses the added value of the donkey over the שה 
(b) ר"ש: (could be he still holds מותר) loss of value from livingdead donkey 

c ר' יוח©ן/ר' אלעזר vs ר"ל :ר"ל holds that ר"ש concurs; ר"י (or ר"א) holds that the dispute remains after עריפה 
d Some: read ©"ר as comment on (קיד' פ"ב) מש©ה if someone is מקדש בפ"ח – not מקודשת 

i Suggestion: not ר"© – ר"ש – it is per all (even ר"ש) and after עריפה 
1 Alternatively: it is neither –  

(a) If ר"ש: entire donkey is of value – קידושין valid 
(b) If ר"י: she could be מתקדשת with the increment from value of שה 

ii רב: it is ר"י – but the case is where the donkey is only worth a שקל, and he holds like ר' יוסי בר יהודה, per 
 immediately and at any amount – (v1) תפדה :ברייתא 1

(a) Justification: סד"א like בכור אדם (wait 30 days, 5 שקל) – קמ"ל immediately and any amount  
 שקל is a פדייה minimal :ריב"י 2

(a) Inconsistent: if he compares to בכור אדם – should be 5; if not – any amount 
(i) Answer: he infers from minimal ערך -payment (v3) 
(ii) רב©ן: that only refers to "financial aid"  

3 Ruling (©"ר): like (כל שהוא) חכמים  
(a) Amount (ר' יוסף): even a sickly little lamb worth 1 מעה כסף 
(b) Support (רבא): our מש©ה rules that you may redeem with גדול וקטן 

(i) Rejection: perhaps it means a healthy one (small) or at least worth more – קמ"ל  
4 Practicum: ר' טרפון – generous gives 1 סלע, stingy – 1 לעס 1/2) שקל ) – normal is (3/4) רגיא  

(a) Note: contradiction resolved: if he asks, we tell him 3/4; if he doesn't ask, any amount is sufficient 
e ר"ל: if someone has no lamb to use – he may pay the כהן the value of the donkey 

i Author: must be ר"ש (ר' יהודה rules that the only פדיון is via a שה)  
ii רבי©א: identified contradiction – we always rule like ר"י over ר"ש, and our סתם מש©ה follows ר"י 

1 But: ר"ל rules like ר"ש  
2 Rather: even ר' יהודה would agree with פ"ח ;ר"ל isn't more limited than הקדש 

(a) שה: is a leniency for the owner 
(b) Note: ר' ©חמיה would redeem פ"ח with boiled vegetables (at value)  
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f ר' הו©א: if someone redeems a fellow's פ"ח – the redemption is valid 
i Question: does the donkey belong to the owner or the redeemer?  

1 Note: according to ר"ש, obviously belongs to owner (since it was always מותר בה©אה)  
2 But: according to ר"י – is it akin to הקדש (per v4* belongs to redeemer)  

(a) Or: since he acquired it with the incremental value over the שה, it is dissimilar from הקדש 
ii ©"ברייתא :ר – if someone steals פ"ח, he pays כפל to the owners – even though he doesn't own it now – he may later 

1 Must be: ר"י (per ר"ש, he owns now); isn't like הקדש, else v5 and its implied exclusion of הקדש would apply; QED 
II Continued analysis of מש©ה ג and מש©ה ד:  

a If: he had two חמורות מבכרות and they had 2 males 2 kids to כהן; M&F or 2M&F1 kid to 2 ;כהןF&M/2M1 kid, keeps 
b If: he had one מבכרת and one non-מבכרת and they had 2 males1 kid to כהן; M&F1 kid, keeps 
c Source: v1 – may be lamb/goat, male/female, big/small, בעל מום/תמים 
d And: he may reuse the שה (if the כהן returns it to him) and it goes into corral for מע"ב and if it dies – may get ה©אה 

i ברייתא: going into corral – can't be the one given to כהן; since a bought or gifted animal is exempt from מע"ב 
1 Must be: ישראל who had 10 ספק פ"ח – he has to designate 10 kids, allot מע"ב and he keeps them 
 grandfather ישראל grandfather, who got from his כהן that he got from his פ"ח had 10 ישראל if :ר"© 2

(a) He must: designate 10 שיים, allot מע"ב and he keeps them 
3 Parallel: ישראל with piled טבל which he got from grandfather כהן, which he got from grandfather ישראל 

(a) He must: separate תרו"מ and then may keep them  
4 Justification: if we only learned ruling re: פ"ח, since the kid is already separate from the 9 others –  

(a) But: in case of the טבל, it's all mixed in  - and כמי שלא הורמו מת©ות שלא הורמו  – may not keep 
5 And: if we only learned about טבל; since תרו"מ may be taken internally, as it's all there 

(a) But: since the שה is distinct, maybe he has to give it to צריכא - כהן  
ii ר' ח©י©א: if someone buys piled טבל from a non-Jew; must separate תרו"מ but he may keep them 

1 Question: who did מירוח? If the non-Jew did, then דג©ך – and not his דגן is liable (exempt)  
(a) Rather: the Jew must have done מירוח under his watch –  

(i) Therefore: he separates מעשר, because אין ק©ין לגוי בא"י להפקיע 
(ii) But: he keeps them, since he can argue that he comes from ownership of a non-accessible defendant 

e דמאי ג:ד: if someone enrusts his fruit to a כותי or ע"ה, they are assumed not to switch (vis-à-vis מעשר ושביעית)  
i But: if he entrusts it to a non-Jew, it is treated like his own (the non-Jews) 

 דמאי it is treated like :ר"ש 1
(a) ר"א: all agree that he must separate; dispute is whether he owes it to כהן (or may keep it)  

(i) ת"ק: the non-Jew certainly swapped them ודאי טבל, must give to כהן 
(ii) דמאי :ר"ש 

(b) אביי: only due to ספקif we knew that he switched them, all would agree that it is לכהן 
(i) Challenge: ruling of ר' ח©י©א (above) 
(ii) Possible answer: the dispute is only in re תרו"ג, but all agree that he keeps תרו"מ 

(c) "לריב : if someone buys piled טבל from a non-Jew, it is exempt from תרו"מ, per v6  
f Analysis of last clause: if the שה dies, he may get ה©אה 

i Can't mean: if it died in כהן's house, that he may get ה©אה (too obvious)  
1 Rather: it died in owner's house – and the כהן may benefit – also פשיטא  
2 Justification: until it gets to the כהן, he doesn't have כייהז  כהן at moment of designation, belongs to ,קמ"ל -  

  

 


