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

L) THE SUGYA

We begin the daf by analyzing Rav's ruling regarding the halacha in our chapter. The Gemara is bothered by a redundancy: if
Rav already established that the halacha follows the anonymous Mishnah throughout the entire chapter, why did he need to
explicitly state that the halacha follows Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam, who is the anonymous Tanna of our Mishnah? The
Gemara explains that this explicit ruling was necessary to teach us a major chiddush in the rules of psak: a dispute in a Braisa

does not break the anonymity of a Mishnah, meaning we still paskin like the anonymous Mishnah even if a Braisa argues on it.

This leads the Gemara into a deep discussion of a Braisa where Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel argues on the Rabbis regarding a
nursing animal purchased froma non-Jew. The Tanna Kamma holds we fear the animal is nursing another's offspring out of
mercy, making the next birth a doubt-firstborn, while Rabban Shimon ben Gamiliel says we go by the presumptive status that
she is nursing her own. The Gemara raises a kasha on the exact parameters of Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel's sevara, analyzing
whether an animal only shows mercy to another's offspring if she herself has given birth, or if she never shows mercy to
another’s offspring at all.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor’s commentary and are not part of the original text.
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The Gemara asks: The halakha is in accordance with Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam, why do I need Rav to state this
explicitly? Since he already said that the halakha is like the anonymous Mishnah throughout the entire chapter, and Rabbi Yosei

ben HaMeshullam s the anonymous Tanna of our Mishnah, this is redundant!
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The Gemara explains: If Rav had said only that the halakha is in accordance with the anonymous Tanna of our entire chapter,
and he had not said explicitly that the halakha is in accordance with Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam, I would have said
that Rav is referring only to Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam's rulings in this chapter,
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and what is the meaning of his phrase "throughout our entire chapter” which implies multiple rulings? It means that Rabbi

Yosei said two separate rulings in this chapter,

INFERENCE
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and we would have concluded that Rav holds that a dispute in a Braisa against an anonymous Mishnah is considered a valid
dispute that breaks the anonymity of the Mishnah, and therefore we would not rule like the other anonymous Mishnah in our

chapter which is disputed by a Braisa.
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Therefore, Rav teaches us explicitly that the halakha is in accordance with Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam, to teach us that
when he said "throughout our entire chapter” he is referring also to Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel's anonymous ruling in the

later Mishnah, and this proves that a dispute in a Braisa is not considered a valid dispute to break the anonymity of a Mishnah.
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The Gemara asks: What is this Braisa that disputes Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel's ruling?
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As it is taught in a Braisa: One who purchases a nursing animal from a non-Jew, the offspring that comes after it (the one
currently nursing) is a firstborn out of doubt, because we say that an animal sometimes shows mercy and nurses another's

offspring even though she did not give birth atall.
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Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel says: The matter stands in its presumptive status, meaning we assume she is nursing her own

offspring, and she has definitely given birth, so the next one is not a firstborn.
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And so would Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel say: One who enters into his flock at night and saw about ten or fifteen
mother animals, some giving birth for the first time and some that are not giving birth for the first time, and all of them

were giving birth,
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and the next day he arose early and found the male offspring clinging to and nursing from the mothers that are not giving
birth for the first time, and the females clinging to and nursing from the mothers giving birth for the first time, he does

not fear lest the offspring of this mother came to that mother. Rather, we assume each is nursing its own.
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A dilemma was raised before them: When Rabban Shimon ben Gamiliel said "the matter stands in its presumptive status,”
did he mean that an animal does not show mercy to nurse another’s offspring unless she gave birth, but where she did give

birth we do fear for her showing mercy to another's offspring?
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Or perhaps he meant: She shows mercy only to her own offspring, but to one thatis not her own, she does not show mercy

to it atall, even if she gave birth?
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The Gemara asks: What is the practical difference of this inquiry?
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The Gemara answers: To determine whether one is flogged for slaughtering it together with the nursing young because of the

prohibition of "it and its offspring” on the same day.
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If you say that she shows mercy only to her own, but to one not her own she does not show mercy, then it is certain that

this is her offspring, and he is flogged.
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But if you say that to one not her own she also shows mercy, then there is a doubt, and he is not flogged. What is the law?
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Come and hear a proof from our Mishnah, where Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel says: One who purchases a nursing animal
froma non-Jew does not fear lest the nursing young was the offspring of another animal. This implies she only nurses her

own!
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The Gemara rejects this: Does it teach "it is" the offspring of another? "It was" the offspring of another is what it teaches!
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This is what it is saying: He does not fear lest it is the offspring of another, unless she had an offspring originally,

meaning she only nurses if she gave birth, but we still don't know if she would nurse another's offspring once she has given birth.
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Come and hear another proof from the Braisa: If he entered into his flock and saw the first-time mothers nursing, and
those that are not first-time mothers nursing, he does not fear lest the offspring of this one came to that one, orlest

the offspring of that one came to this one.
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Why not? Let us fear lest she showed mercy to another's offspring, since they all gave birth! This proves she only nurses her

own.
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The Gemara rejects this: Ina place where her own offspring is present, she does notleave her own and show mercy to one

that is not her own. But where her own is not there, she might nurse another's.
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Come and hear another proof from the Braisa: "The matter stands in its presumptive status,” etc.
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Is it not that the first clause is similar to the latter clause? Just as the latter clause isa case where it is certainly her own
offspring, so too the first clause is a case where we assume it is certainly her own offspring, because she does not nurse

another's.
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The Gemara rejects this: Are the cases comparable? This first clause stands as it is, and that second clause stands as it is.

They are different cases.
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And what is the meaning of the connection "and so"? It refers to the exemption from firstborn status in both cases, not that

the mechanism of certainty is the same.




STATEMENT
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Rabba bar bar Chanah said that Rabbi Yochanan said: If one saw a pig that was clinging after and nursing froma ewe,
the ewe's next offspring is exempt from the law of firstborn, but the pig itself is forbidden to be eaten asa doubt "until

Eliyahu comes and teaches righteousness to you."
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The Gemara analyzes this: The ruling that the next offspring is exempt from the law of firstborn, like whom is this? It is like
Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel, who says she only nurses if she gave birth. But the ruling that the pig is forbidden to be eaten,
lest it actually came out of the ewe, is like the Rabbis who hold of "yotzei" (that which emerges from the tamei is tamei, and here

we worry it emerged from the tahor ewe and is kosher, but we rule stringently).
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And furthermore, if it is like the Rabbis, what is the meaning of "until he comes and teaches righteousness to you"?

"Until the matter becomes known to you" is what it should have said, since it is a standard doubt of fact!

EXPLANATION
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And if you say that Rabbi Yochanan was in doubt whe ther the halakha is like Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel or like the
Rabbis, and therefore ruled stringently on both sides,
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if he was in doubt, why did he rule definitely that the next offspring is exempt from the law of firstborn? It should be a doubt!
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And furthermore, was he really in doubt? But didn't Rabba bar bar Chanah say that Rabbi Yochanan said: Everywhere
that Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel taught in our Mishnah, the halakha is like him, except for the cases of Guarantor,
Tzidan, and the Last Proof!
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Rather, actually it was obvious to him that the halakha is like Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel, but he was in doubt
whether Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel holds that a mother that gave birth shows mercy to another's offspring, or if she

does not show mercy to another's offspring.
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The Gemara asks: If so, instead of teaching us this doubt using a pig, let him teach us using a kosher lamb, and the doubt

would be whether one is flogged for it because of "it and its offspring"!
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The Gemara answers: A pig was necessary for him to teach, for if he had taught us using a lamb, I would have said: If you
say that Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel holds that a mother that gave birth shows mercy, that is only to one of its own

species, but to one not of its own species, she does not show mercy.
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Therefore, he teaches us using a pig, to show that she might show mercy even to one not of her own species, as we can

say that perhaps she shows mercy even to a pig.

STATEMENT
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And this is what Rabbi Yochanan asked as a dilemma:
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The Sage Achai beribbi raised a she'elah: If one saw an animal with the appearance of a pig that was trailing aftera ewe,

what is the halachic status of this animal?
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The Gemara asks: What is the dilemma he is raising?
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If we say he is inquiring with regard to the firstborn status of the future offspring of this ewe, and he is raising a dilemma as

to whether the halacha is in accordance with the opinion of Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel, or whe ther the halacha is in




accordance with the opinion of the Rabbis, then let the dilemma be raised with respect to a regular lamb trailing after a ewe,

rather than this unusual case of a pig-like animal!
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The Gemara answers: When he raised the dilemma, he raised it on two fronts: with regard to the firstborn status of the
future offspring, and this was according to the opinion of the Rabbis; and also with regard to the eating of this pig-like

animal, and this was according to the opinion of Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel.
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The Gemara explains: He inquired with regard to the firstborn status, and this applies even according to the Rabbis, who
say that an animal is merciful and will nurse another animal's offspring. The question is: When it is merciful, is that only toward
an offspring of its own species, but toward an offspring not of its own species, it is not merciful, so this pig-like animal must
be its own offspring? Or perhaps, even toward an offspring not of its own species, it is also merciful, and therefore we have

no proof that this ewe has already given birth?
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And he also inquired with regard to the eating of this pig-like animal, and this applies even according to Rabban Shimon
ben Gamliel: If you say that he holds that an animal that has given birth is merciful and will nurse, is that only toward an
offspring of its own species, but toward an offspring not of its own species, it is not merciful, which would mean this pig-like
animal is indeed the offspring of the kosher ewe and is permitted to be eaten? Or perhaps, even toward an offspring not of its

own species, it is also merciful, and therefore the pig-like animal is not its offspring and is forbidden?
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The Gemara concludes: The dilemma shall stand unresolved.

n;wn MISHNAH
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MISHNAH: Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam says: One who slaughters a firstborn animal, and needs to clear the neck of
hair for the shechitah, makes a space with a cleaver from here and from there, and plucks the hair, provided that he does
not move it fromits place so that it remains looking as if it was not sheared. And like wise, one plucks the hair in this manner

to see the place of a blemish so a Chachamcan examine it.




GEMARA
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GEMARA: Rav said: The halacha is in accordance with Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam.
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The Sages raised a dilemma before Rav Huna: In the parallel case of one who wishes to pluck hair to slaughter a non-sacred

animal on a Yom Tov, what is the halacha?
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Is the reason of Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam to permit this by a firstborn because he holds that plucking is not the same
as shearing, and therefore it is not the d'Oraisa melacha of shearing, but on Yom Tov it is still Rabbinically forbidden,

because it is considered uprooting something fromits place of growth?
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Or perhaps in general Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam holds that plucking is the same as shearing, and this is the
reason that it is permitted here, because it is an uninte ntional act, since his intent is only to clear a space for the knife, and

on Yom Tov an unintentional act is permitted?
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Rav Huna said to them: Go and ask Rav Chananel, Rav's disciple; if he says that Rav indeed said the halacha is in

accordance with Rabbi Yosei ben HaMeshullam, I will resolve the dilemma for you.
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They went and asked him, and he said to them: This is what Rav said: The halacha is in accordance with Rabbi Yosei
ben HaMeshullam.
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They came before Rav Huna, and he said to them: In the parallel case on Yom Tov, it is permitted to pluck the hair to

facilitate the shechitah.




STATEMENT
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It was also stated by other Amoraim: Rav Chananya bar Shelamya said in the name of Rav: In the parallel case on Yom

Tov, it is permitted to pluck the hair.

S UMMARY

The Gemara attempts to resolve this inquiry regarding Rabban Shimon ben Gamiliel's view by bringing several proofs from the
Mishnah and Braisas, analyzing cases of first-time mothers and older mothers nursing in a flock. The Gemara distinguishes
between a situation where an animal's own offspring is present—where she certainly would not leave her own to nurse
another—and a situation where her offspring is not present. Finally, the Gemara discusses a ruling from Rabba bar bar Chanah
in the name of Rabbi Yochanan regarding a pig found nursing froma ewe, which exempts the ewe's next offspring from the

law of the firstborn but leaves the pig's status as a doubt until Eliyahu HaNavi arrives.
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The Gemara is deeply bothered by a question of nature: does an animal only show mercy and nurse its own offspring, or will
it nurse another's young as well? Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel teaches us a beautiful rule of nature: "In a place where her own
offspring is present, she does not leave her own and show mercy to one thatis not her own." An animal has a natural, deep-

seated connection to its own child, and as long as its own is there, it will not divert its focus to another.

Think about the yesod here for our own lives. Hashem put a natural instinct in the world that we focus on what is truly ours.
In our avodas Hashem, we each have our own unique neshama, our own specific portion in Torah, and our own distinct
family and life circumstances. The yetzer hara loves to make us look at everyone else’s portion, tempting us to "nurse” from

fields that do not belong to us, or to wish we had someone else's life, talents, or spiritual strengths.

But the real avodah is to realize that "in a place where your own is present,” you must not leave it. Hashemgave you your
specific family, your specific chavrusa, and your specific nisyonos because that is your davka portion. When you focus on

what s truly yours, you find the natural warmth, energy, and connection that Hashem built into your neshama.

Today, when you feel tempted to compare yourself to others or wish you had their portion, stop and say: "Hashem, this is the
portion You gave me, and this is where I belong.” Focus your heart and energy entirely on your own family, your own

learning, and your own avodah.
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