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

LJ THE SUGYA

We begin the daf by continuing our deep dive into the fascinating sugya of whether it is possible for two events to occur with
absolute precision, both in the hands of Heaven and in the hands of man. The Gemara brings a kasha froma Braisa regarding
the Egla Arufa, where a slain body is found equidistant between two cities, and analyzes the machlokes between Rabbi

Eliezer and the Rabbis to see if this hinges on the question of precision.

Fromthere, the Gemara turns to clarify the machlokes in our Mishnah between Rabbi Tarfon and Rabbi Akiva regarding a
case where a sheep gave birth to two males and we do not know which is the firstborn. We analyze Rabbi Akiva's view that the
Kohen takes the leaner animal, and delve into the shakla v'tarya between Rabbi Yochanan and Rabbi Chiyya bar Abba
regarding how to interpret the Mishnah's ruling of assessing the value between them.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor’s commentary and are not part of the original text.
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The Tanna of our Mishnah holds in accordance with the opinion of Rabbi Yosei HaGelili, who says: It is possible for two
events to coincide precisely even when they are in the hands of Heaven, and all the more so when they are in the hands of

man, where human precision is involved.
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The Gemara suggests: Let us say that this issue of whether precision is possible is like a dispute between Tanna'im, as it is taught
in a Braisa: If a slain person was found precisely at an equal distance between two towns, they would not break the heifer's

neck atall, according to the first Tanna. But Rabbi Eliezer says: Both of them bring two heifers, one fromeach town.
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What, is it not correct to say that they disagree about this very point: that the first Tanna holds that it is impossible to
coincide precisely, and therefore one town must be closer, but since we cannot determine which, neither can bring it; and

Rabbi Eliezer holds thatit is possible to coincide precisely, and since both are indeed equally close, both must bring a

heifer?

OBJECTION
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The Gemara rejects this: And can you understand it that way? If the first Tanna holds that it is impossible to coincide
precisely, meaning that one town is definitely closer, why does he say that they would not break the heifer's neck atall? Let

them bring one heifer in partnership, and make a stipulation that it belongs to whichever town is actually closer!
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Rather, according to these Tanna'im, everyone agrees thatit is possible to coincide precisely. And here, they disagree
about the exposition of the word "nearest” in the singular, meaning only one town, and not "nearest” in the plural. As the first
Tanna holds that the Torah means "nearest” town, and not multiple nearest towns, so when they are equidistant, neither can

bring it. And Rabbi Eliezer holds that the Torah means "nearest” and even multiple nearest towns, so both must bring.
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The Gemara asks: What was the final conclusion reached about it, regarding the opinion of the Rabbis on whether precision is

possible in human hands?
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Rav Chiyya bar Avin said that Rav Amram said: It was taught in a Braisa: If the corpse was found precisely between two
towns, Rabbi Eliezer says: Both of them bring two heifers; and the Sages say: They bring one heifer in partnership

and make a stipulation.
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The Gemara analyzes this: What do the Rabbis hold here? If the Rabbis hold that it is possible to coincide precisely, and

they expound "nearest” to mean even multiple nearest towns, then let them bring two heifers, just like Rabbi Eliezer!
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And if they hold that the Torah means "nearest” and not multiple nearest towns, then they should not bring even one heifer,

even with a partnership and stipulation, because the law of Egla Arufa would not apply at all!
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Rather, is it not correct to learn from this that the Rabbis hold thatit is impossible to coincide precisely, and that this is

the rule even in the hands of man? Therefore, one town is definitely closer, and we bring one heifer with a stipulation.
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The Gemara concludes: Indeed, learn from this that it is so.
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We learned in the Mishnah: Rabbi Tarfon says: The Kohen chooses for himself the better of the two lambs.

GEMARA
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The Gemara asks: What is the reasoning of Rabbi Tarfon? He holds that the one that is healthier and stronger is the one

thatemerged first, and is therefore the true firstborn.
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The Mishnah continues: Rabbi Akiva says: They assess the value of the lambs between them, etc.

GEMARA
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Rabbi Chiyya bar Abba said that Rabbi Yochanan said: According to Rabbi Akiva, the Kohen takes the leaner of the two
lambs.
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Rabbi Chiyya bar Abba said to Rabbi Yochanan: But didn't we learn in our Mishnah: "They assess the value between

them,” which implies they divide the value of the two lambs?

ANSWER




Rabbi Yochanan said to him: While you were eating dates in Babylonia, we explained it in Eretz Yisrael from the latter

clause of the Mishnah.
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As the latter clause teaches: If one of them died, Rabbi Tarfon says: They divide the remaining lamb; Rabbi Akiva says:

He who seeks to extract from his fellow bears the burden of proof, so the owner keeps it.
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And if it enters your mind that "they assess between them” means that they divide the value equally, here too in the case

where one died, let them divide the remaining lamb between them, instead of leaving it entirely with the owner!
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Rather, what is the meaning of "meshammenin"? It means that the fatness, meaning the extra value of the better lamb, shall be
in dispute between them. The Kohen gets only the lean lamb, as the owner says to the Kohen: Bring proof that the better

one is the firstborn, and take it.

nﬁ?m MISHNAH
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We learned in the Mishnah: And the second lamb must graze until it becomes blemished, and then the owner may eatit,

and he is obligated in the priestly gifts of the shoulder, cheeks, and maw; and Rabbi Yosei exempts him.

GEMARA
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The Gemara asks: What is the reasoning of Rabbi Meir, who is the first Tanna of the Mishnah?
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Rabbi Yochanan said: Since the Kohen comes against him from two sides with a double claim, as the Kohen says to him:

If it is the firstborn, it is entirely mine; and if it is not the firstborn, give me the priestly gifts from it.

QUESTION
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The Gemara asks: And Rabbi Yosei, what is his reasoning for exempting the owner?
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Rava said: The Sages made one who does not acquire the animal like one who acquires it. And even though it did not
reach the Kohen's hand, it is as if it reached his hand and he sold it back to the Israelite inits blemished state, and a

Kohen's animal is exempt from the gifts.

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Elazar said: Everyone concedes in the case of a doubtful firstborn where there is no replacement in the hand of

the Kohen, that the owner is obligated in the priestly gifts.
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The Gemara asks: When he says "everyone concedes,” who does he mean? Rabbi Yosei? That is obvious!
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Only there did Rabbi Yosei exempt the owner, where the replacement is in the hand of the Kohen, as they made one
who does not acquire like one who acquires; but where there is no replacement in the hand of the Kohen, he does

not exempt him!
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The Gemara answers: Lest you say that the reasoning of Rabbi Yosei is that he holds that if you obligate him in the
gifts, he might come to shear and work the animal, thinking it is completely non-sacred, and this concern would apply even
though there is no replacement in the hand of the Kohen; therefore, Rabbi Elazar comes to teach us that this is not the

reason.
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The Gemara asks: And how can you say this? But doesn't the latter clause teach that Rabbi Yosei would say:
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The Mishnah states: Any animal whose replacements are in the hand of a Kohen, the owner is exempt from the priestly

gifts,and Rabbi Meir deems himobligated.

GEMARA
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The Gemara infers: If the replacements are in the hand of a Kohen, yes, Rabbi Yosei exempts him, but if there are no

replacements in the hand of'a Kohen, no, he does not exempt him.
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The Gemara explains why Rabbi Elazar's statement was needed: Lest you say that Rabbi Yosei was speaking according to the
words of Rabbi Meir, and this is what he said to him: According to my own view, the owner is exempt even if there are no
replacements in the hand of'a Kohen, because if you obligate him in the gifts, he might come to treat the animal as
chullin and violate the prohibitions of shearing and labor; but according to your view, concede to me at least where the
replacements are in the hand of a Kohen, for there the Sages made one who did not acquire the animal like one who
acquired it, so he should be exempt. And Rabbi Meir said to him: No, I do not concede. Therefore, Rabbi Elazar had to teach

us that Rabbi Yosei's actual reason is indeed because the replacements are in the hand of the Kohen.
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And Rav Pappa says: Everyone concedes in the case of a doubtful tithe animal that the owner is exempt from the priestly

gifts.
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The Gemara asks: When Rav Pappa says "Everyone concedes” — who is he referring to? Is it Rabbi Meir? But that is obvious!
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Only there does Rabbi Meir obligate the owner, by a doubtful firstborn, since the Kohen comes upon him from two

sides, but by a doubtful tithe — no, he would not obligate him.
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The Gemara answers: Rav Pappa's statement is necessary, lest you say that the reason of Rabbi Meir is so that the law of
gifts should not be forgotten, and if so, even by a doubtful tithe also he should obligate him. Therefore, Rav Pappa comes

to teach us that this is not Rabbi Meir's reason.
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The Gemara objects: But how can you say this? But doesn't the latter clause teach: For Rabbi Yosei would say: Any
animal whose replacements are in the hand of a Kohen — the owner is exempt from the gifts, and Rabbi Meir deems

himobligated! This shows their dispute is about the replacements, not about forgetting the laws of gifts.
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The Gemara resolves: Rav Pappa's statement is still needed, lest you say that Rabbi Meir obligates even in the case of a
doubtful tithe, and that which they argue about re placements is only to let you know the strength of Rabbi Yosei, who
exempts even where the Kohen comes upon him from two sides. Therefore, Rav Pappa comes to teach us that Rabbi Meir

indeed exempts in a doubtful tithe.
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The Mishnah states: If one of them died, Rabbi Tarfon says: They shall divide the remaining lamb.

GEMARA
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The Gemara asks: Why should they divide it? Let us see: If the fat and better one died, we should say it is the Kohen's
animal that died, and this one that is still here is the owner's; and if the lean and weaker one died, we should say the

owner's animal died, and this one that is still here is the Kohen's!
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Rabbi Ami said: Rabbi Tarfon retracted his view that the Kohen takes the better one, and here he holds they always divide.

n;wn MISHNAH
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The Mishnah continues: Rabbi Akiva says: One who extracts from his fellow, upon him is the burden of proof.

GEMARA
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Rabbi Chiyya said: The parable of Rabbi Tarfon, to what is this matter comparable? To two people who deposited
sheep with a shepherd, and one died, where the shepherd places the remaining sheep between them and withdraws, and

they divide it.

STATEMENT
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And the parable of Rabbi Akiva, to what is this matter comparable? To one who deposited a sheep with a homeowner

who has his own sheep, where one who extracts from his fellow, upon him is the burden of proof.
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The Gemara asks: But if so, in what do they argue? Does Rabbi Akiva disagree in the case of two who deposited witha
shepherd, that the shepherd places the sheep and withdraws? And does Rabbi Tarfon disagree in the case of one who

deposited with a homeowner? Surely they both agree to those cases!

ANSWER




[=ly i n;g‘m U’;?_-:t;? — .'I;]‘H ’73& ﬂ"r’i?pmgf I:?;t;i; o°7in bbtl :NDD 27 NRODORY N2 N
SN PPY °30R NoORIRIY — N30 P2 PEN TORDIY TN PO

Rava said, and some say Rav Pappa: Everyone concedes in the case of two who deposited with a shepherd — that the
shepherd places the sheep between them and withdraws; and in the case of one who deposited with a homeowner —

that one who extracts from his fellow, upon himis the burden of proof.
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They only argued ina case where the sheepare in the courtyard of the homeowner, and the shepherd is a Kohen.
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Rabbi Tarfon holds: The owner transfers ownership to himin his courtyard, and it is pleasing to him that a mitzvah
should be performed with his money, and therefore it is like two who deposited with a shepherd, where the she pherd

places the sheep between them and withdraws.
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And Rabbi Akiva holds: Since he has aloss, he does not transfer anything to him, and therefore it is like one who

deposited with a homeowner, where one who extracts from his fellow, upon himis the burden of proof.
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MISHNAH: If one's two ewes that had not previously given birth gave birth to two males, both of them go to the
Kohen.
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If they gave birth to a male and a female, the male goes to the Kohen.
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If they gave birth to two males and a female, one goes to him and one goes to the Kohen.

MISHNAH
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Rabbi Tarfon says: The Kohen chooses for himself the better of the two.
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Rabbi Akiva says: They make an assessment between them, and the second doubtful firstborn shall graze until it

becomes blemished. And the owneris obligated in the priestly gifts, but Rabbi Yosei exempts him.
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If one of them died, Rabbi Tarfon says: They shall divide the remaining one, and Rabbi Akiva says: One who extracts

from his fellow, upon himis the burden of proof.
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If they gave birth to two females and a male, or two males and two females, there is nothing here for the Kohen.
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If one had already given birth and one had not given birth, and they gave birth to two males, one goes to him and one

goes to the Kohen.
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Rabbi Tarfon says: The Kohen chooses the better of the two.
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Rabbi Akiva says: They make an assessment between them, and the second shall graze until it becomes blemished.
And the owner is obligated in the gifts. Rabbi Yosei exempts him, for Rabbi Yosei would say: Any animal whose

replacements are in the hand of a Kohen is exempt from the gifts. And Rabbi Meir deems himobligated.
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If one of them died, Rabbi Tarfon says: They shall divide the remaining one. Rabbi Akiva says: One who extracts from

his fellow, upon himis the burden of proof.
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If they gave birth to a male and a female, there is nothing here for the Kohen.

GEMARA
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GEMARA: The Gemara notes: Both cases are necessary, for if it had taught us only the first case, we would say in that case

Rabbi Akiva says his ruling, since the two males came from one mother.
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But in the case of two ewes that had not previously given birth, where there are two offspring from one and one from
one, say that Rabbi Akiva concedes to Rabbi Tarfon, because that mother which gave birth to one, its offspring is more

choice, so we can identify the firstborn.
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And if it had taught us only this second case, we would say in this case Rabbi Akiva says his ruling, since both of them had
not previously given birth, but where one had given birth and one had not given birth, and they gave birth to two
males, say that Rabbi Akiva concedes to Rabbi Tarfon because the doubt is weaker. Therefore, both are needed.

SUMMARY

In summary, the Gemara concludes that the Rabbis of Egla Arufa hold that absolute precision is impossible even in the hands
of man, which is why they require a partnership and a stipulation rather than two separate heifers. We then clarify that
according to Rabbi Akiva, the Kohen only receives the value of the leaner lamb because the burden of proof'is on himto
extract the better one from the owner. Finally, the Gemara explains the machlokes between Rabbi Meir and Rabbi Yosei
regarding whether the owner must give the priestly gifts from the second lamb; Rabbi Meir obligates him because of the
Kohen's double claim, while Rabbi Yosei exempts himbecause we treat the animal as if it had already been acquired by the

Kohen and sold back to the owner.




TWYR? WHAT TO TAKE HO ME

The Gemara is bothered by a fascinating question: is it possible for two things to be perfectly, 100% equal, or is there always
some tiny difference? When a slain person is found between two towns, the Rabbis hold "efshar I'tzamtzem b'yidei adam” is

impossible. Even with human tools, we can never make two things perfectly equal. One town is always closer, even by a

hairsbreadth.

This is a deep yesod for our avodas Hashem. We often look at others and think we need to match themexactly, or we look at
our own days and expect perfect, identical consistency. But the Tanna is telling us that in the physical world, perfect equality
does not exist. Hashem did not create a world of carbon copies. Every single person, every single day, and every single

mitzvah has its own unique measure.

Stop trying to measure your life against a perfect, imaginary standard of equality. Your jobis not to duplicate someone else's
learning or to make today look exactly like yesterday. Accept that every situation has its own unique closeness to Hashem.

Today, focus on the specific, unique potential of this very moment, without comparing it to any other.
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