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T HE  S U G Y A

We begin the daf by continuing our sugya regarding the sale of a blemished animal tithe (ma'aser behemah). The Gemara

clarifies that the Rabbinic restriction against selling the meat in a normal marketplace does not apply to parts of the animal that

are not appraised while it is alive, such as the hide and sinews. Furthermore, we learn that the Rabbis went back to the original

Torah law for young orphans, allowing them to sell the meat normally to prevent financial loss. We also explore a practical

shailah about whether one can include the value of the meat in the bones when selling it, which leads to a beautiful

resolution based on local custom and the size of the animal.

From there, the Gemara returns to a fundamental Baraisa comparing a firstborn animal (bechor) and ma'aser behemah. While

a bechor can be sold by a Kohen while alive, ma'aser behemah cannot be sold at all, whether alive or slaughtered,

unblemished or blemished. The Gemara launches into a classic, rigorous shakla v'tarya to find the source for this prohibition

against selling ma'aser, utilizing a gezerah shavah from the laws of dedications (charamim) and analyzing whether the pesukim

are free (mufneh) to be used for this derivation.

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

נַן, בָּ  זוּר רַ ים — לָא גְּ יִּ חַ וֹם מֵ שּׁ י ינוֹ נִ אֵ שֶׁ בָר  דָּ

But regarding an item that is  not appraised when the animal is alive ,  such as the hide and the sinews, the  Rabbis  did not

decree  a prohibition against selling them after slaughter.

EXPLANAT IO N

א. יתָ יְ אוֹרָ דְּ נַן אַ בָּ  מוּהָ רַ קְ י אוֹ מֵ יַתְ וּבְ

And in the case of young orphans, the  Rabbis  e stablished the halakha according  to Torah law,  allowing them to sell the

meat of a blemished animal tithe in the normal manner to prevent financial loss.

STATEMENT

בָא, רָ א דְּ הָ בַר לַהּ לְ ק סָ חָ צְ ב יִ בַּר רַ ל  מוּאֵ שְׁ ב  ף רַ אַ וְ

And even Rav Shmuel bar Rav Yitzchak holds  in accordance  with this  ruling of Rava,  that by Torah law, the meat of a

blemished animal tithe may be sold in the normal manner.

QU E ST IO N

? וֹ כּ רְ דַ כְּ ים אוֹתוֹ  רִ כְ וֹ מּ שֶׁ ים  מִ ל יְתוֹ שֶׁ ה  מָ הֵ ר בְּ שַׂ עְ מַ ן לְ יִ נַּ  ק: מִ חָ צְ ב יִ בַּר רַ ל  מוּאֵ שְׁ ב  ר רַ מַ אָ דְּ



As Rav Shmuel bar Rav Yitzchak says: From where  is it derived that the meat of an animal tithe  of orphans may be  sold in

its  usual manner,  without having to resort to the method of inclusion?

ANSWER

ר״, שָׂ תָּ בָ  לְ כַ אָ בַּח וְ זְ ךָ תִּ שְׁ  וַּת נַפְ ל אַ כׇ ק בְּ ״רַ ר:  מַ נֶּאֱ  שֶׁ

It is derived from that which is  stated in the verse regarding blemished consecrated animals: "Notwithstanding , after all the

desire  of your soul, you may s laug hter and eat flesh according to the blessing of Hashem your Elokim."

EXPLANAT IO N

ה? יטָ חִ שְׁ ר  חַ אַ לָּא לְ  ים אֶ יִּ חַ כָה מֵ רָ וֹ בְּ ין בּ אֵ שֶׁ בָר  יזֶהוּ דָּ אֵ

Now, which is  the  item that has  no ble ss ing ,  meaning it is forbidden to derive benefit from it, while  alive , but only after

s laug hter,  as indicated by the words "you may slaughter... according to the blessing"?

EXPLANAT IO N

ה. מָ הֵ ר בְּ שַׂ עְ ר: זֶה מַ מֵ י אוֹ הֱוֵ

You must say: This  is  the animal tithe ,  which may not be sheared or worked while alive, but whose meat may be eaten after

slaughter.

QU E ST IO N

מוֹת? צָ עֲ בַּ יעוֹ  לִ בְ הַ הוּ לְ הוּ: מַ יָא לְ עְ בַּ י אִ

A dilemma was raised before  them: What is  the halakha with regard to including  the value of the meat in the  bones  of the

animal?

STATEMENT

. יעוֹ לִ בְ ין מַ ר: אֵ מַ ד אָ חַ , וְ יעוֹ לִ בְ ר: מַ מַ ד אָ י, חַ בִּ רַ ן בְּ עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ יָּיא וְ  י חִ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Chiyya and Rabbi Shimon, the  son of Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi, disputed this. One says: One  may include  the value in

the bones, and one  says: One  may not include  it.

R E SO LU T IO N

ה. סָּ  גַ א בְּ ה, הָ קָּ דַ א בְּ י — הָ יגִ לִ פְּ לָא  וְ

The Gemara notes: And they do not disag ree . This  opinion, which says one may not include it, is referring  to a small

domesticated animal whose bones are not fit for making utensils and are not sold; that opinion, which says one may include it, is

referring  to a larg e  domesticated animal whose bones are valuable and are sold.

R E SO LU T IO N

. יהּ רֵ תְ י אַ כִּ ר  , וּמָ יהּ רֵ תְ י אַ כִּ ר  י — מָ יגִ לִ פְּ לָא  ה, וְ סָּ  גַ י בְּ ידֵּ אִ י וְ ידֵּ א: אִ ימָ ית אֵ עֵ בָּ י אִ וְ

And if you wish, say instead: Both this  Sage and that Sage are referring to a larg e  animal, and still they do not disag ree .

This  Master rules according  to his  place ,  where they do not sell bones, and this  Master rules according  to his  place ,  where

they do.

STATEMENT

כָּר;  מְ נִ ה״, וְ דֶּ פְ ״לֹא יִ ר:  מֵ כוֹר הוּא אוֹ בְ גּוּפָא: בִּ



Returning to the  text itse lf cited in the Baraisa: Reg arding  a firstborn animal, the verse says: "You shall not redeem," and

yet it may be  sold by the Kohen while alive;

STATEMENT

ל מוּם. עַ בַּ לֹא  ם וְ תָּ לֹא  חוּט, וְ שָׁ לֹא  י וְ כָּר, לֹא חַ  מְ ינוֹ נִ אֵ ל״, וְ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ ר:  מַ ר נֶאֱ שֵׂ עֲ מַ בְּ

whereas reg arding  the animal tithe , it is  stated: "It shall not be  redeemed," and it cannot be  sold, ne ither alive  nor

slaug htered, ne ither unblemished nor blemished.

QU E ST IO N

י? לֵּ י י מִ נֵ נָא הָ מְ

The Gemara asks: From where  are  these  words  derived, that the prohibition of redemption in animal tithe includes a prohibition

against selling?

ANSWER

לֹא ״וְ ר  מַ נֶאֱ ר, וְ שֵׂ עֲ מַ ל״ בְּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ ר  מַ נָן: נֶאֱ חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ י אָ ימִ ב דִּ ר רַ מַ ן אָ כֵ ב, וְ ר רַ מַ נָּנָא אָ י ב חִ ר רַ מַ אָ

ים, מִ חֲרָ בַּ ל״  אֵ יִגָּ

Rav Chinnana says  that Rav says , and s imilarly, Rav Dimi says  that Rabbi Yochanan says: It is  stated "It shall not be

redeemed" reg arding  the animal tithe , and it is  stated "And it shall not be  redeemed" reg arding  dedications

(charamim).

EXPLANAT IO N

. וֹ מּ ה עִ ירָ כִ אן מְ כָּ ף  , אַ וֹ מּ ה עִ ירָ כִ ן מְ לָּ  הַ ה לְ מָ

We learn by verbal analogy: Just as  there ,  regarding dedications, the prohibition of se lling  is  mentioned with it,  so too here ,

regarding the animal tithe, the prohibition of se lling  is  applied with it.

QU E ST IO N

: ךְ רַ פְ מִ כָּא לְ י י, אִ נֵ פְ י לָא מַ אִ י, דְּ נֵ פְ : מַ עַ שֻׁ  ב יְהוֹ רַ יהּ דְּ רֵ ב הוּנָא בְּ רַ ק לְ חָ צְ בַּר יִ ן  מָ ב נַחְ יהּ רַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak said to Rav Huna the  son of Rav Yehoshua: Is  the verse free  for this verbal analogy? For if it is

not free , there  is  room to re fute  the analogy by pointing out a difference:

O BJECT IO N

כֹּל!  ל הַ ים עַ לִ ן חָ כֵּ  שֶׁ ים,  מִ חֲרָ ה לַ מָ

What is  notable  about dedications? That they apply to everything  a person wishes to dedicate, whereas animal tithe applies

only to kosher animals.

ANSWER

ר: שֵׂ עֲ מַּ  ר מִ מַ יִגְ ים, וְ מִ חֲרָ בַּ ל״  אֵ לֹא יִגָּ ״וְ ר  מֵ י, לֹא יֵאָ נֵ פְ י מַ יֵ נוֹ פְ י אַ איֵ לָ

The Gemara answers: No, it is  indeed free . Let "And it shall not be  redeemed" not be  stated reg arding  dedications, and

let it be  derived from the animal tithe :

EXPLANAT IO N

ין. לִ אָ ינָם נִגְ אֵ ים וְ שִׁ  דוֹ ים קְ מִ ף חֲרָ ל, אַ אָ ינוֹ נִגְ אֵ שׁ וְ דוֹ ר קָ שֵׂ עֲ ה מַ מָ



Just as  the animal tithe  is  sacred and may not be  redeemed, so too dedications  are  sacred and may not be  redeemed.

EXPLANAT IO N

י. יֵ נוֹ פְ אַ י? לְ ה לִ מָ נָא לְ מָ חֲ ב רַ תַ כְ ל״ דִּ אֵ לֹא יִגָּ ״וְ

If so, why do I need "And it shall not be  redeemed" which the  Merciful One  write s  in the case of dedications? It must be

to make  it free  for the verbal analogy.

O BJECT IO N

יו! חֲרָ אַ לְ יו וּ נָ פָ שׁ לְ דוֹ ן קָ כֵּ  שֶׁ ר,  שֵׂ עֲ מַ ה לְ : מָ ךְ רַ יפְ מִ כָּא לְ י אִ

The Gemara objects: There  is  still room to re fute  this: What is  notable  about the animal tithe? That it is  sacred before  it

and after it,  meaning if one mistakenly calls the ninth or eleventh animal the tithe, it becomes holy. This is not true of dedications,

so the verse is needed and is not free.

ANSWER

כוֹר: בְּ ר מִ מַ יִגְ ים, וְ מִ חֲרָ בַּ ל״  אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ ר  מֵ לָּא, לֹא יֵאָ  אֶ

Rather, le t "It shall not be  redeemed" not be  stated reg arding  dedications, and le t it be  derived from a firstborn:

EXPLANAT IO N

ין. לִ אָ ינָן נִגְ אֵ ין וְ שִׁ  דוֹ ים קְ מִ ף חֲרָ ל, אַ אָ ינוֹ נִגְ אֵ שׁ וְ דוֹ כוֹר קָ ה בְּ מָ

Just as  a firstborn is  sacred and may not be  redeemed, so too dedications  are  sacred and may not be  redeemed.

EXPLANAT IO N

י. יֵ נוֹ פְ אַ י? לְ ה לִ מָ נָא לְ מָ חֲ ב רַ תַ כְ ל״ דִּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ

If so, why do I need "It shall not be  redeemed" which the  Merciful One  write s  regarding dedications? It must be to make

it free .

O BJECT IO N

ם! חֶ רֶ תוֹ מֵ שָּׁ  דוּ ן קְ כֵּ  שֶׁ כוֹר,  בְ ה לִ : מָ ךְ רַ יפְ מִ כָּא לְ י אִ

The Gemara objects: There  is  still room to re fute  this: What is  notable  about a firstborn? That its  sanctity is  from the

womb,  which is not true of dedications. Thus, the verse is not free.

ANSWER

כוֹר, בְּ ה מִ עֲבָרָ ה הַ עֲבָרָ ר הַ מַ יִגְ ר, וְ שֵׂ עֲ מַ ל״ בְּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ ר  מֵ לָּא לֹא יֵאָ  אֶ

Rather, le t "It shall not be  redeemed" not be  stated reg arding  the animal tithe , and le t it be  derived through the verbal

analogy of the word "passing " (ha'avarah) from a firstborn:

EXPLANAT IO N

ל. אָ ינוֹ נִגְ אֵ שׁ וְ דוֹ ר קָ שֵׂ עֲ ף מַ ל, אַ אָ ינוֹ נִגְ אֵ שׁ וְ דוֹ כוֹר קָ ה בְּ מָ

Just as  a firstborn is  sacred and may not be  redeemed, so too  the animal tithe  is  sacred and may not be  redeemed.

EXPLANAT IO N



י. יֵ נוֹ פְ אַ י? לְ ה לִ מָ ר לְ שֵׂ עֲ מַ נָא בְּ מָ חֲ ב רַ תַ כְ ל״ דִּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ

If so, why do I need "It shall not be  redeemed" which the  Merciful One  write s  reg arding  the animal tithe? It must be to

make  it free  for the verbal analogy with dedications.

QU E ST IO N

ינַן! כִ פָרְ דְ כִּ ךְ  רַ יפְ מִ כָּא לְ י אִ י דְּ נֵ פְ י לָא, מַ ר נָמֵ שֵׂ עֲ מַ י, בְּ כַּתִּ  אַ וְ

The Gemara asks: And still, reg arding  the animal tithe  also, it is  not free , because  there  is  room to re fute  the derivation

from firstborn as  we  re futed it before, since a firstborn's sanctity is from the womb!

ANSWER

א הוּא. ירָ א יַתִּ רָ ״ קְ תָּ  עֲבַרְ הַ ״וְ

The Gemara answers: The word "And you shall pass" is  a superfluous verse ,  which makes the analogy free from refutation.

QU E ST IO N

ים! מִ חֲרָ לָּה״ מֵ  אוּ ״גְּ לָּה״   אוּ ״גְּ ילַף  י נֵ כוֹר נָמֵ בְּ

The Gemara asks: If so, le t a firstborn also learn the prohibition of selling by a verbal analogy of "redemption" (geulah) from

dedications ,  so that a firstborn also cannot be sold!

ANSWER

י. נֵ פְ כוֹר לָא מַ בְ י, דִּ נֵ פְ ר מַ שֵׂ עֲ מַ דְּ

The Gemara answers: The verse of animal tithe  is  free , but the verse of firstborn is  not free .

QU E ST IO N

י? יֵ נוֹ פְ אַ ר — לְ שֵׂ עֲ מַ דְ , וּ יהּ גוּפֵ כוֹר — לְ בְ ה דִּ דֶּ פְ לֹא תִ זֵית דְּ אי חָ וּמַ

The Gemara asks: And what did you see  to say that "You shall not redeem" of a firstborn is  for its  own sake , and the verse

of animal tithe  is  to make  it free?

QU E ST IO N

י! יֵ נוֹ פְ אַ כוֹר — לְ בְ , דִּ יהּ גוּפֵ ר — לְ שֵׂ עֲ מַ א: דְּ ימָ אֵ וְ

Say instead: The verse of animal tithe  is  for its  own sake , and the verse of firstborn is  to make  it free !

ANSWER

לָּה.  אוּ גְּ יָּיה מִ  דִ פְּ ין  נִ ין דָּ אֵ לָּה, וְ  אוּ גְּ לָּה מִ  אוּ ין גְּ נִ דָּ

The Gemara answers: We derive  the word "redemption" (geulah) from "redemption" (geulah), but we  do not derive

"redemption" (pidyon) from "redemption" (geulah). Since the animal tithe uses "yiga'el" like dedications, they are compared.

QU E ST IO N

יא יבָה זוֹ הִ שִׁ יא  ן״ — זוֹ הִ כֹּהֵ  ״וּבָא הַ ן״  כֹּהֵ  ב הַ שָׁ  ״וְ אל:  עֵ מָ שְׁ  י יִ בִּ י רַ בֵ נָא דְּ תָּ א  ? הָ נַּהּ י א מִ קָ אי נָפְ מַ

ה! יאָ בִּ

The Gemara asks: What difference  does  it make  that the words are slightly different? Behold, the  school of Rabbi Yishmae l

taug ht: "And the  Kohen shall re turn" and "And the  Kohen shall come" — this  re turning  is  the  same  as  this  coming ! We



see that synonyms can be used for verbal analogies.

ANSWER

ינַן. פִ לְ יהּ יָ י לֵ מֵ דָ דְּ יהּ — מִ י לֵ מֵ דָ כָּא דְּ י ל אִ , אֲבָ יהּ י לֵ מֵ דָ כָּא דְּ י לֵ יכָא דְּ י, הֵ לֵּ י י מִ נֵ הָ

The Gemara answers: These  words apply where  there  is  no  word that is  identical to it, but where there  is  a word that is

identical to it, we  derive  from the  one  that is  identical to it.

QU E ST IO N

ים! מִ חֲרָ לָּה״ מֵ  אוּ ״גְּ לָּה״   אוּ ״גְּ ר  מַ י גָּ ר נָמֵ שֵׂ עֲ א מַ הָ ר, דְּ שֵׂ עֲ מַּ  ה״ מִ עֲבָרָ ״הַ ה״  עֲבָרָ ״הַ כוֹר  ילַף בְּ לֵ וְ

The Gemara asks: And le t a firstborn derive  the prohibition of selling through the verbal analogy of "passing " (ha'avarah)

from animal tithe , s ince  animal tithe  also derived "redemption" from dedications!

ANSWER

כוֹר. לֹא בְּ ״הוּא״ וְ ״הוּא״ —  ים,  מִ י חֲרָ בֵּ נָא גַּ מָ חֲ ט רַ מיעֵ

The Gemara answers: The Merciful One  excluded this by dedications ,  writing the word "it" (hu) — meaning "it" cannot be

sold, but not a firstborn.

QU E ST IO N

ר! שֵׂ עֲ לֹא מַ ״הוּא״ וְ א  ימָ אֵ וְ

The Gemara asks: But say instead: "It" is excluded, and not animal tithe ! Why exclude the firstborn?

ANSWER

. מוֹתוֹ כְּ לָּה   אוּ ר גְּ שֵׂ עֲ מַ

The Gemara answers: Animal tithe  is more similar because it uses the word "redemption" (geulah) like  it.

STATEMENT

יכָא? נְהוּ הֵ יתַ אִ , דְּ יךְ רִ ים לָא צְ מִ חֲרָ ל״ דַּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ ר,  מַ בָא אָ רָ

Rava said: "It shall not be  redeemed" of dedications  is  not needed for its own sake at all, for where  are  they located

when they are holy?

EXPLANAT IO N

ינְהוּ. ין נִ לִּ ן — חוּ י כֹהֵ בֵּ י  ינְהוּ, אִ שׁ נִ דֵּ קְ ים — הֶ לִ עָ י בְ בֵּ י  אִ

If they are still in the  house  of the  owner, they are  like consecrated property and cannot be redeemed; if they were already

g iven to the  Kohen, they are  like non-sacred property (chullin) and do not need redemption.

PR O O F

שׁ קֹדֶ ם  רֶ ל חֵ כׇּ ״ ר:  מַ נֶּאֱ  שֶׁ ם,  יהֶ רֵ בְ ל דִּ כׇ שׁ לְ דֵּ קְ הֶ כְּ ן  י הֵ ים — הֲרֵ לִ עָ ית בְּ בֵ ן בְּ הֵ שֶׁ ן  מַ ל זְ כׇּ ים,  מִ יָא: חֲרָ נְ תַ דְּ

ים הוּא לַה׳״. שִׁ  דָ קָ

As it is  taug ht in a Braisa: Dedications, as  long  as  they are  in the  house  of the  owner, they are  like  consecrated

property in all the ir matters , as  it is  stated: "Every dedicated item is  holy of holie s  to Hashem."



PR O O F

״לֹא יֶה״.  ךָ יִהְ ל לְ אֵ רָ שְׂ יִ ם בְּ רֶ ל חֵ כׇּ ״ ר:  מַ נֶּאֱ  שֶׁ ם,  יהֶ רֵ בְ ל דִּ כׇ ין לְ לִּ חוּ כְּ ן  י הֵ ן — הֲרֵ כֹהֵ נָן לְ נְתָ

Once he  g ave  them to the  Kohen, they are  like  non-sacred property in all the ir matters , as  it is  stated: "Every

dedicated item in Israe l shall be  yours ." Therefore, the words "shall not be redeemed" are entirely free for the verbal analogy.

וּד ב׳ מּ עַ D A F  3 2 B

QU E ST IO N

י? ה לִ מָ נָא לְ מָ חֲ ב רַ תַ כְ ל״ דִּ אֵ יִגָּ

The extra phrase "it may be  redeemed" that the  Merciful One  write s  in the Torah regarding dedications, why do I need it?

ANSWER

ר. שֵׂ עֲ מַ יָן לְ נְ נֵהוּ עִ ים — תְּ מִ חֲרָ יָן לַ נְ ינוֹ עִ ם אֵ אִ

If it is  not needed for the matter of dedications ,  as we have already derived that they can be redeemed, apply it as a matter

for animal tithe ,  to teach that it may not be sold.

QU E ST IO N

כוֹר? בְ יָן לִ נְ נֵהוּ עִ א תְּ ימָ אֵ

But the Gemara asks: Why not say instead, apply it as a matter for a firstborn offering, to teach that a blemished firstborn may

not be sold?

ANSWER

. מוֹתוֹ כְּ לָּה   אוּ ר גְּ שֵׂ עֲ מַ

The Gemara answers: We apply it to animal tithe  because an expression of redemption is written like  it,  just as redemption is

written by dedications, which is  not so  concerning a firstborn.

STATEMENT

כֵר הוּא. מָּ  ר — לֹא יִ שֵׂ עֲ מַ ל״ דְּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ ר:  מַ י אָ שֵׁ  ב אָ רַ

Rav Ashi said: The phrase "it shall not be  redeemed" of animal tithe  actually means "it shall not be  sold."

PR O O F

ל״. אֵ שׁ לֹא יִגָּ קֹדֶ יֶה  תוֹ יִהְ מוּרָ יָה הוּא וּתְ הָ ״וְ יב:  תִ כְ ? דִּ ינָא לַהּ מֵ נָא אָ י: מְ שֵׁ  ב אָ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Ashi said: From where  do I say this? As it is  written: "Then both it and that for which it is  substituted shall be

holy; it shall not be  redeemed."

EXPLANAT IO N

ל, אָ ה — נִגְ יטָ חִ שְׁ ר  חַ אַ א לְ ים, הָ יִּ חַ ל — מֵ אָ ינוֹ נִגְ י אֵ תַ ימָ ים, אֵ יִּ חַ ה — מֵ מוּרָ ה תְּ שֶׂ י עוֹ תַ ימָ אֵ

Now we analyze: When does  the animal tithe effect substitution? Only while it is alive . So too, when is  it not redeemed?

Only while it is alive . This  implie s  that after s laug hter, it may be  redeemed.



O BJECT IO N

כָה! עֲרָ הַ ה וְ דָ מָ עֲ י הַ עֵ בָּ א  הָ

But how can that be? Behold, any redemption of a consecrated animal requires  standing  and valuation before a kohen, which

cannot be done after it is slaughtered!

R E SO LU T IO N

כֵר הוּא. מָּ  ל״ — לֹא יִ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ  , נַּהּ י ע מִ מַ שְׁ לָּא   אֶ

Rather, learn from this  that the phrase "it shall not be  redeemed" is not literal, but rather it means "it shall not be  sold."

O BJECT IO N

כָה, עֲרָ הַ ה וְ דָ מָ עֲ ל הַ לַ כְ יוּ בִּ חַ הָ בֵּ זְ י מִ שֵׁ  דְ ר קׇ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ א לְ יחָ נִ הָ

The Gemara asks: This  works  out we ll according  to the  one  who says  that animals  consecrated for the  altar that became

blemished were  included in the requirement of standing  and valuation;

O BJECT IO N

ר? ימַ מֵ כָּא לְ י אי אִ כָה, מַ עֲרָ הַ ה וְ דָ מָ עֲ ל הַ לַ כְ יוּ בִּ חַ לֹא הָ בֵּ זְ י מִ שֵׁ  דְ ר קׇ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ לָּא לְ  אֶ

but according  to the  one  who says  that animals  consecrated for the  altar were  not included in the requirement of

standing  and valuation, what is  there  to say? According to him, a slaughtered animal tithe could indeed be redeemed literally!

R E SO LU T IO N

יק? רִ פְּ י ה מִ יטָ חִ שְׁ ר  חַ אַ לְ יק, וּ רִ פְּ י ים לָא מִ יִּ חַ מֵ כָּא דְּ י י אִ ינַן: מִ רִ מְ אָ י קָ כִ נַן הָ אֲ

The Gemara answers: This  is  what we  are  saying  to prove Rav Ashi's point: Is  there  any case of a consecrated animal where

while  alive  it cannot be  redeemed, and yet after s laug hter it can be  redeemed? Such a concept does not exist.

QU E ST IO N

יהּ — תֵּ  שְׁ דוּ יהּ קְ יל לֵ קֵּ אַ ה דְּ יטָ חִ שְׁ ר  חַ אַ יק, לְ רִ פְּ י יהּ — לָא מִ תֵּ  שְׁ דוּ א קְ ימָ לִּ אַ ים דְּ יִּ חַ ה לָא מֵ מָ לְּ אַ

יק! רִ פְּ י מִ

The Gemara asks: Why not? Perhaps while  alive , s ince  its  sanctity is  strong , it cannot be  redeemed; whereas after

s laug hter, s ince  its  sanctity is  weakened, it can be  redeemed!

R EFU TAT IO N

ן הוּא? כֵ כֹּל דְּ לָא  וְ

The Gemara rejects this: But is  it not an a fortiori arg ument to the contrary?

R EFU TAT IO N

נוֹ — יוֹ דְ פִּ פָּס   יתְ מִ ים לְ לִּ לָא אַ ה דְּ יטָ חִ שְׁ ר  חַ אַ יק, לְ רִ פְּ י נוֹ — לָא מִ יוֹ דְ פִּ פַּס   יתְ מִ ים לְ לִּ אַ ים דְּ יִּ חַ ה מֵ וּמָ

יק? רִ פְּ י מִ

If while  alive , when its sanctity is  strong  enough to transfer its holiness to its  redemption money (just as it can transfer

holiness to a substitute), it still cannot be  redeemed; then after s laug hter, when its sanctity is  not strong  enough to

transfer its holiness to its  redemption money, should it be  able  to be  redeemed? Certainly not!



R E SO LU T IO N

כֵר הוּא. מָּ  ל״ — לֹא יִ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ  : נַּהּ י ע מִ מַ שְׁ לָּא   אֶ

Rather, learn from this  that the phrase "it shall not be  redeemed" must mean "it shall not be  sold."

QU E ST IO N

כֵר״! מָּ  ״לֹא יִ נָא  מָ חֲ וֹב רַ תּ כְ לִ וְ

The Gemara asks: But le t the  Merciful One  write  explicitly "it shall not be  sold"!

ANSWER

ל ל, אֲבָ חוֹ ין דְּ דִ יד עוֹבָ בֵ א עָ קָ ן, דְּ בַּ  דַּ זְ לָא מִ י הוּא דְּ נֵ וֹ בּ דַּ יזְ ינָא: אִ מֵ כֵר״, הֲוָה אָ מָּ  ״לֹא יִ נָא  מָ חֲ ב רַ תַ כְּ י  אִ

. שׁ דֵּ קְ הֶ יו לְ מָ י דָּ ילִ יְ א עָ הָ יק, דְּ רִ פְּ י י — מִ קֵ רוֹ פְּ י אִ

The Gemara answers: If the  Merciful One  had written "it shall not be  sold," I would have  said: It is  only se lling  that is

not permitted, because  he  is  performing  a mundane  act with a consecrated animal; but redeeming  it should be

permitted, s ince  its  redemption money enters  the  Temple  treasury.

ANSWER

יק. רִ פְּ י י מִ קֵ רוֹ פְּ י לָא אִ ן וְ בַּ  דַּ יזְ י מִ נֵ וֹ בּ דַּ יזְ לָא אִ ל״, דְּ אֵ ״לֹא יִגָּ נָא  מָ חֲ ב רַ תַ כְּ י  כִ הָ לְ

For this  reason, the  Merciful One  write s  "it shall not be  redeemed," to teach that it may ne ither be  sold nor may it be

redeemed.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

כוֹר, ן לַבְּ כֹּהֵ  ם הַ ל עִ אֵ רָ שְׂ נֶה יִ מָּ  ים: לֹא יִ רִ מְ אי אוֹ מַּ  שַׁ ית  בֵּ י׳  נִ תְ מַ

MISHNAH: Beit Shammai say: An Israe lite  may not be  reg istered with a kohen to  eat a blemished firstborn animal,

MISHNAH

י. וּ גּוֹ ילּ פִ אֲ ין, וַ ירִ תִּ ל מַ לֵּ  ית הִ וּבֵ

and Be it Hille l permit an Israelite to eat it, and they permit even a non-Jew to eat it.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

G EMAR A

יָא: נְ תַ יא, דְּ יבָא הִ קִ י עֲ בִּ י? רַ נִּ ין מַ יתִ נִ תְ ׳ מַ מָ גְּ

GEMAR A: Whose  opinion is  our Mishnah? It is  the view of Rabbi Akiva, as  it is  taug ht in a braisa:

BR AI SA



אי. מַּ  שַׁ ית  בֵּ י  רֵ בְ ים, דִּ נִ כֹּהֲ לָּהּ   וּ כּ שֶׁ ה  לָּא חֲבוּרָ  יו אֶ לָ ין עָ נִ מְ ין נִ כוֹר אֵ בְּ

Regarding a blemished firstborn, none  may be  reg istered for it except a g roup that is  entire ly kohanim; these  are  the

words of Be it Shammai.

BR AI SA

ים. וּ זָרִ ילּ פִ ים: אֲ רִ מְ ל אוֹ לֵּ  ית הִ וּבֵ

And Beit Hille l say: Even non-kohanim may register for it.

BR AI SA

י. וּ גּוֹ ילּ פִ יר אֲ תִּ יבָא מַ קִ י עֲ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Akiva goes further and permits  even a non-Jew to register and eat it.

QU E ST IO N

אי? מַּ  שַׁ ית  בֵ א דְּ מָ עְ אי טַ מַ

The Gemara asks: What is  the  reason of Be it Shammai?

ANSWER

׳״, גוֹ ךְ וְ יֶה לָ ם יִהְ רָ שָׂ ״וּבְ יב  תִ כְ דִּ

As it is  written regarding the firstborn: "And the ir flesh shall be  yours , like the wave-breast and like the right thigh, it shall be

yours."

ANSWER

ל — לָא. אֵ רָ שְׂ ין, יִ ים — אִ נִ כֹּהֲ כָא  ף הָ ל — לָא, אַ אֵ רָ שְׂ ין, יִ ים — אִ נִ כֹּהֲ ם  תָ ה הָ מָ

Just as  there , by the breast and thigh, kohanim may eat them—yes , but an Israe lite  may not; so too here , by a blemished

firstborn, kohanim may eat it—yes , but an Israe lite  may not.

S U M M A RY

In this daf, the Gemara establishes that the Rabbinic decree against selling ma'aser behemah meat in a regular butcher shop

does not extend to the hide and sinews, nor does it apply to orphans, who may sell the meat normally to avoid financial loss.

The Gemara then addresses whether the value of the meat can be included in the bones, resolving that it depends on whether

the bones are valuable and commonly sold in that locality. Finally, the Gemara analyzes the source for the absolute prohibition

against selling ma'aser behemah, deriving it via a gezerah shavah of "redemption" from charamim, and carefully tests the

validity of this verbal analogy by checking if the relevant pesukim are free from potential refutations based on the unique

stringencies of bechor and ma'aser.



ה שֶׂ עֲ מַ לְ W H AT  T O  T A K E  H O M E

The Gemara is bothered by a deep question: why does the Torah use the term "lo yiga'el" (it shall not be redeemed) when it

actually means to forbid selling the animal tithe? The Gemara explains that if the Torah had simply written "it shall not be

sold," we would have thought that only a regular commercial sale is forbidden because it looks like a weekday activity, but

redeeming it for money would be permitted since the funds go to Hekdesh. The Torah is teaching us a major yesod:

sometimes, even when our intentions are to bring "holy funds" into the treasury, if the action itself is a compromise on the

intrinsic sanctity of the object, Hashem says, "I do not want it."

In our daily avodas Hashem, we often face this exact nisayon. We might think that we can compromise on a halakha, skip a

proper tefillah b'tzibbur, or engage in a questionable business practice, telling ourselves, "It is all for a good cause! I will use

the money for tzedakah, or I will learn more Torah later." We try to "redeem" a spiritual compromise with a future payoff.

But the Torah's ratzon is clear. You cannot trade away the holiness of the present moment for a calculated benefit down the

road. The way we do a mitzvah must be holy in its own right, without shortcuts or compromises.

Today, when you are tempted to cut a corner or compromise on a halakha for the sake of a "good cause" or a future benefit,

stop and remind yourself: Hashem wants the ratzon of the mitzvah done properly right now, not a compromise that we try to

redeem later.
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