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1) Clarifying the Mishnah (cont.)

Abaye concludes his successful challenge to Rab-
bah’s qualification of the early part of R’ Akiva’s state-
ment.

2) An unusable Korban Pesach

According to Shmuel, whenever in the case of a
Korban Chattas the animal would be left to die a
Korban Pesach is brought as a Korban Shelamim. Simi-
larly, any case where a Korban Chattas would be left to
graze a Korban Pesach would also be left to graze. R’
Yochanan disagreed in the first case where the animal is
found before the slaughter of the replacement.

The Gemara successfully challenges Shmuel’s ruling
and concludes that Shmuel made only the first ruling
and not the second, and his intent was to disagree with
R’ Yochanan.

A second version of the Gemara’s analysis of
Shmuel’s statement is presented.

3) MISHNAH: The Mishnah presents instances when
an animal designated as a Korban Pesach is offered as a

Korban Shelamim. H

REVIEW

1. What are the five cases where a korban chattas is left
to die?

2. What is the dispute between Rebbi and Chachamim

regarding a lost chattas?

3. How is R’ Shimon’s position regarding the five
chatta’os different than the position held by others?

4. What is done with the proceeds of the sale of a fe-
male animal designated as a Korban Pesach?
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Designating two animals for one Chattas
NPINNT MNOVN ONY YWD

Tosafos analyzes the case which the Gemara discusses
where a person sets aside two animals for his Chattas re-
quirement. If the person designated one animal to be his
Chattas, and he then declared that a second animal, as
well, should be for his Chattas obligation, there is no legal
significance to his second statement. Once the first animal
was set aside and was sanctified as a Chattas, there is no
meaning to declaring sanctity upon any other animals for
that same obligation, and the person would have no right
to bring the second animal to discharge his legal responsi-
bility to bring a Chattas.

If the person declared upon both animals together that
one should be his Chattas, neither animal has kedushah.
Here again, the statement does not result in the person’s
having the option to bring either one that he chooses, as
R’ Oshia states. The legal failure is based upon the state-
ment of Rabba (Eiruvin 50a): “Any situation where the
owner cannot bring one after the other, he cannot being
either one by itself.”

Tosafos answers that we could be dealing with a case
where the person clearly indicated that only one of the
animals is sanctified as his Chattas, with the second ani-
mal being designated as ny»InN—a legal back-up in case
anything happens to the first animal. In this case, the per-
son may then choose any one of the animals for his offer-
ing, being that they each were selected to serve in this role.

Tosafos (Menachos 80a, w90 n“T) writes that the
case of R’ Oshia where two animals were designated for
Chattas where the owner can choose either animal to
bring as his offering could be a case where the person de-
clared, “Let one of these two animals become sanctified.”
This declaration uses the concept of 1713, so that when
the person later chooses one of the animals, we consider
that animal to be the one he had in mind from the begin-
ning. This is similar to where a person has eighty loaves in
front of him for a Todah, but he only has to sanctify forty
of them for to accompany the offering. If he declares that
“forty out of the eighty loaves shall be sanctified,” this
statement is binding, and he may then select any forty that
he wishes to be for his Todah. Tosafos there notes that
this functions based upon the concept of N3, but
Tosafos also tries to resolve how it may work otherwise, as
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Forbidden fats of the animal
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When it says, “if a goat,” it divides up the subject. This teaches
that in regards to the goat, it does not require its fat tail to be

burned. (Meaning, there is only an obligation to burn the tail of
a lamb and not a goat.)

Based on the citation above, the Gemara in Kreisos'
determines that it is permitted to eat the fat tail of a non-
sanctified animal. For when the Torah forbade the eating
of the 29N of non-sanctified animals it said, “All the a5n
of the ox, lamb, and goat may not be eaten,” implying
that the Torah only forbade something which is forbid-
den in all three of them. Only the fat tail of the lamb is
offered and not of the ox or goat, and therefore, it is per-
mitted if it is unsanctified. The Rishonim explain® that
the above applies to the outer part of the fat tail on the
lamb. However, the inner part of the tail is 25n and is
forbidden in all of the 3 animals (lamb, ox, and goat)
listed above. This is the ruling of the Shulchan Aruch’.

The Rema® writes that one must remove the strands of
the fat tail for they draw taste from the 2a5n of the
kidneys. See below how they precisely remove these

strands.
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Complete faith
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Sheep embody the trusting rela-
tionship we enjoy with our Shepherd.
The Pesach can also be brought from
goats—but the ¥ does have more of
an independent character. Although
the goat is as obedient to his shep-
herd as the sheep, its nature is to of-
fer opposition to strangers. The tail
of the goat must therefore be with-
held, for boldness must be used with
care. But even the extreme end-piece
of the sheep is part of the offering—
because its qualities of faith and trust
should be employed to the utmost.

A soldier entered an inn in the
middle of the night, knocked three
times on the table with his staff, and
left. Completely at a loss, the Ba’al
Shem Tov looked to his host, but the
old innkeeper seemed joyous and un-
concerned. Half an hour later, it hap-
pened again.

“What does this mean?”

“This is a warning from the land-
lord. After another knock, I will have
three hours to pay the rent. If I don’t,
my entire family will be thrown into
prison.” Again, he seemed happily
unconcerned.

“You must have the money,
then,” assumed the Ba’al Shem Tov.

“Oh no, not a penny! But I still
have plenty of time, and God will
provide.” Soon the
again, and the innkeeper prepared to

soldier came

go for a walk.

“Do you have the money?”

“No, but God will provide!”

From a distance, the Ba’al Shem
Tov could see the innkeeper on the
road. Just then, a carriage pulled up
next to the old man, there was an ex-
change, a sack changed hands, and
the innkeeper went on his way.

The Ba’al Shem Tov flagged
down the “What hap-
pened?” “I offered the innkeeper a
sum for the coming year’s wine yield.
We haggled over the price, but [ gave
in because I know he is honest. I gave
him the money, and he said he was

carriage.

going to pay the rent.”
The Ba’al Shem Tov exclaimed:
“See how great is the power of

faith!” Il
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