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

L) THE SUGYA

We begin this daf by wrapping up a fascinating discussion regarding the precise measurements of the Sages. The Gemara
explores whether the term"up to” a certain measure includes that limit or not, bringing proofs from the laws of tumah and
taharah in broken clay vessels and bed-ropes. We learn a beautiful, overarching yesod from Rabbi Yochanan that, as a rule,
the Sages established their measures stringently to protect the halacha, ensuring we always err on the side of caution in our

avodah.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor’s commentary and are not part of the original text.

R TMY DAF ssA

n;wn MISHNAH

A% 791102 N0 2702 1YY

The Mishnah states regarding broken clay vessels: their measure to remain susceptible to impurity is if they can hold enough oil

for the anointing of a small child, and this applies to a vessel that held up to alog when whole.

GEMARA
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What, is it not teaching thata vessel of exactly a log is treated as though it were below that measure, meaning the term 'up to'

includes the log itself?
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The Gemara answers: No, a vessel of exactly a log is treated as though it were above that measure, and 'up to’ means up to but

not including.
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Come and hear a proof from the next clause: If the vessel originally held froma log up to a se'ah, its broken pieces must hold a

quarter-log to be tamei.
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What, is it not teaching thata vessel of exactly a se'ah is treated as though it were below that measure?
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The Gemara answers: No, a vessel of exactly a se'ah is treated as though it were above that measure.
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Come and hear another proof: If it held from a se'ah up to two se'ah, its pieces must hold half a log to be tamei.

?MURP2 DINND T ORR

What, is it not teaching thata vessel of exactly two se'ah is treated as though it were below that measure?
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The Gemara answers: No, a vessel of exactly two se'ah is treated as though it were above that measure.
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The Gemara objects: But isn't it taught explicitly in a braisa: A vessel of exactly a log is treated as below that; a se'ah is treated

as below that; two se'ah is treated as below that? This proves that 'up to’ includes the limit!
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The Gemara resolves this: There it is interpreted stringently, as Rabbi Abbahu said in the name of Rabbi Yochanan: All
measures of the Sages are interpreted stringently, except for the measure of like a split-bean regarding blood stains,
which is interpreted le niently. Here, treating the exact limit as 'below’ makes the vessel more easily susceptible to tumah, which is a

stringency.
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The Gemara notes: The language is also precise, as it teaches on that same Mishnah regarding a bed-rope: exactly five

handbreadths is treated as above that, and exactly ten handbreadths is treated as below that, showing we always rule stringently.
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We learned in the Mishnah: If the spleen was removed, the animal remains kosher.

GEMARA

STATEMENT
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Rav Avira said in the name of Rava: They only taught that it is kosher when it was removed, but if it was merely perforated,

itis a tereifah.
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Rabbi Yosei bar Avin, and some say Rabbi Yosei bar Zevida, challenged this froma Mishnah: If one cuts from a fe tus
that is in its mother's womb, the cut piece is permitted for eating when the mother is slaughtered; but if one cuts from the

spleen or from the kidneys of the mother, the cut piece is forbidden for eating.
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We infer: But the animal itself is permitted! Even though its spleen was cug, itis not a tereifah, which contradicts Rava's ruling

thata damaged spleen makes it a tereifah.
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The Gemara answers: The same law applies that even the animal itself is also forbidden as a tereifah; but since the first

clause taught 'permitted for eating’, the last clause also taught 'forbidden for eating’ to maintain a parallel structure.
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And if you wish, say instead: A perforated spleen is a separate case which makesita tereifah, and a cut spleen is a se parate

case which does not make it a tereifah.
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We learned in the Mishnah: If the kidneys were removed, the animal remains kosher.

GEMARA

STATEMENT
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Rakhish bar Pappa said in the name of Rav: If it was diseased in even one kidney, the animal is a tereifah.
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They say in the West, Eretz Yisrael: And this applies only when the disease reached the white area inside the kidney.
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The previous statement regarding a kidney defect refers to the location of the crevice.
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The Gemara asks: And where is the location of the crevice on the kidney?
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The Gemara answers: This is a reference to the white matter of fat under the loins where the kidney is attached.

STATEMENT
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Rav Nechunya said: I asked all the experts on tereifos of the West, Eretz Yisrael, and they said to me: The halacha is in
accordance with the opinion of Rachish bar Pappa in the name of Rav that a diseased kidney renders the animal a tereifah, but

the halacha is not in accordance with the opinion of Rav Avira that a perforated spleen renders the animal a tereifah.

EXPLANATION
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The Gemara notes: And even with regard to the opinion of Rav Avira, we said that the halacha is not in accordance with his
opinion only if the spleen was perforated in its thin, narrow end; but if it was perforated in its thick, upper end, the animal is

indeed a tereifah.
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And even if it was perforated in its thick end, if there remained in it an intact layer of the spleen like the thickness of a gold

dinar, the animal is kosher.

STATEMENT
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They say in the West: Any injury that renders an animal unfit in the lung is kosher in the kidney; for behold, a
perforation renders the animal unfit in the lung, but is kosher in the kidney. And all the more so, where an injury is

kosher in the lung, it is kosher in the kidney.
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Rabbi Tanchuma objects to this: And is this an established rule?
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But what about pus, which is kosher in the lung since the lung can discharge it, but renders the animal unfit in the kidney?
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And what about clear water, which is kosher here in the lung and there in the kidney, which does not fit the rule that whatis

kosher in the lung is all the more so kosher in the kidney, as it is equal in both?
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Rather, Rav Ashi said: Are you comparing the laws of tereifos to one another?

EXPLANATION

We do not say with regard to tereifos: This is similar to that; for behold, one cuts an organ from here and the animal

dies, and one cuts an organ from there and it lives. Therefore, we cannot derive the laws of one organ fromanother.
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The Gemara notes: And with regard to clear water found in the lung or kidney, which we said is kosher, we said so only

where they are clear, but if they are cloudy, the animal is a tereifah.
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And even when they are clear, we said so only where they are not foul-smelling, but if they are foul-smelling, the animal

isa tereifah.
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With regard to a kidney that shrank: In a small animal like a sheep, itisa tereifah if it shrank until the size of a bean; ina

large animal like a cow, itis a tereifah if it shrank until the size of an average grape.
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The Mishnah stated: If the lower jaw was removed, the animal is kosher.

GEMARA
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Rabbi Zeira said: They only taught this where the animal is able to live by means of stuffing food into its mouth and

cramming it down its throat; but if it is not able to live by means of stuffing and cramming, itis a tereifah.
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The Mishnah stated: If its womb was removed, the animal is kosher.

GEMARA

BRAISA
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A Sage taught in a Braisa: This is the womb, this is the tarpachat, and this is the shalpuachit; they are all names for the same

organ.
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The Mishnah stated: Or if the lung was shriveled by the hand of Heaven, the animal is kosher.

GEMARA
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The Rabbis taught in a Braisa: Which is a shriveled lung? Any animal whose lung has shriveled.
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If it shriveled by the hand of Heaven, such as from fright of thunder, the animal is kosher; but if it shriveled by the hand of

man, such asif a person frightened it, itis a tereifah.
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Rabbi Shimon ben Elazar says: Even by the hand of any creature, such as the roar of a lion.
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A dilemma was raised before them: Does Rabbi Shimon ben Elazar refer to the first clause of the Braisa, and his ruling is
forleniency, meaning that even the roar of a lion is considered like the hand of Heaven and the animal is kosher? Or does he
refer to the latter clause, and his ruling is for stringency, meaning that if it was shriveled by any creature, it is like the hand of

man and the animal is a tereifah?
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Come and hear a proof, as it is taught in a Braisa: A lung shriveled by the hand of man renders the animal a tereifah; Rabbi
Shimon ben Elazar says: Even by the hand of any creature itis a tereifah. This proves he refers to the latter clause for

stringency.

STATEMENT
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The Gemara relates: Rabba bar bar Chana was traveling in the desert, and he found certain rams whose lungs were

shriveled.

(srarement )
D MK L NWITR 02 PORY RN

He came and asked in the study hall how to determine the cause of the shriveling. They said to him as follows:
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In the summer, bring white basins, and fill them with cold water, and place the lungs in them for twenty-four hours.
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If they return to their healthy state and expand, it was by the hand of Heaven and the animal is kosher; but if not, itisa

tereifah.
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In the winter, bring dark basins, and fill them with luke warm water, and place the lungs in them for twenty-four hours.
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If it returns to its healthy state, the animal is kosher; but if not, itis a tereifah.
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The Mishnah stated: An animal whose hide was removed, Rabbi Meir deems it kosher and the Sages deemit a tereifah.

GEMARA

09018 BRI TR PRR 231 - TP 35710

The Rabbis taught in a Braisa: In the case of an animal whose hide was removed, Rabbi Meir deems it kosher and the

Sages deem it unfit,
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and Elazar the scribe and Yochanan ben Gudgeda already testified concerning the flayed animal that it is unfit.
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Rabbi Shimon ben Elazar said: Rabbi Meir retracted his view and agreed with the Sages.
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The Gemara asks: By inference, according to Rabbi Shimon ben Elazar, did Rabbi Meir initially disagree regarding a

flayed animal?
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But isn't it taught in a different Braisa: Rabbi Shimon ben Elazar said: Rabbi Meir and the Sages did not disagree

concerning a flayed animal, for all agree that it is unfit,
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and Rabbi Oshaya the son of Rabbi Yehuda the spice merchant already testified before Rabbi Akiva in the name of

Rabbi Tarfon concerning a flayed animal that it is unfit,
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and if there remained onit a piece of hide the size of a sela, the animal is kosher. This implies they never disagreed at all!
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Rav Nachman bar Yitzchak said: What is the meaning of "they did not disagree"? It means Rabbi Meir did not persist in

his disagreement, but rather retracted.

STATEMENT
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The Gemara analyzes the Braisa: The Master said above: If there remained on it a piece of hide the size of a sela, the animal is
kosher.
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The Gemara asks: Where must this piece of hide be located?

SIPID MW 012 Y DR MR T 278N

Rav Yehuda said that Shmuel said: It must be along the entire spine.
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A dilemma was raised before them: Does this mean a strip of hide that is long and thin, which when you combine it

together it has the total area of a sela? Or perhaps it must be the width of a sela along the entire spine?
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Come and hear, as Rabbi Nehorai explained in the name of Shmuel: It must be the width of a sela along the entire
spine.
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Rabba bar bar Chana said: The remaining hide must be on the tips of the joints of the limbs.

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Elazar ben Antigonus said in the name of Rabbi Elazar the son of Rabbi Yannai: It must be on the place of its

navel.
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Rabbi Yannai the son of Rabbi Yishmael raised a dilemma: If the place of the spine was removed but all the rest of the
hide remained, or if the place of its navel was removed but all the rest remained, or if the tips of the joints were

removed but all the rest remained, what is the law?
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The Gemara concludes: The dilemma shall stand unresolved.

STATEMENT
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Ravsaid: Any part of the hide saves the animal frombeing a flayed animal if it remains, exce pt for the hide of the hooves.

STATEMENT
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And Rabbi Yochanan said: Even the hide of the hooves also saves the animal.
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Rabbi Assiasked Rabbi Yochanan: What is the law regarding the hide of the hooves, whether it saves in the case of a

flayed animal?
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He said to him: It saves.
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Rabbi Assi said to him: But did you not teach us, our Rabbi, in a Mishnah regarding the laws of ritual impurity: These are the
animals whose hides are like their flesh, and among themis listed the hide of the hooves? Since it is considered flesh, it

should not count as hide to save the animal!
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Rabbi Yochanan said to him: Do not provoke me, for I learn that Mishnah as the view of a single Tanna, which is not the

accepted halacha.
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As it is taught in a Braisa: One who slaughters an olah-offering with the intention to burn an olive's bulk of the hide

under the tail outside its proper place, the offering is unfit, but there is no punishment of kares for it;
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if he intended to burn it outside its proper time, it is piggul, and one is liable to kares for it. This is because this hide is
considered like flesh.
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Eliezer ben Yehuda of Evelayim said in the name of Rabbi Yaakov, and so Rabbi Shimon ben Yehuda of Kefar Akos

would say in the name of Rabbi Shimon:

PROOF
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Both the hide of the hooves, and the hide of the head of a tender calf, and the hide under the tail, and all those that
the Sages enumerated regarding impurity as 'those whose hides are like their flesh’ are indeed considered hide for all

other matters, showing that the view equating them to flesh is only a minority opinion.
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The Gemara then transitions into the practical halachos of tereifos, focusing on the internal organs of the animal. We learn
that while the complete removal of the spleen or kidneys leaves the animal kosher, specific localized damage—such as a
perforation in the thick, upper end of the spleen, ora disease that reaches the white area of the kidney—can render the
animal a tereifah. Finally, Rav Ashi teaches us a fundamental principle in the laws of tereifos: we cannot compare the
vulnerability of one organ to another, as the complex nature of the body means what is fatal in one area may be perfectly

survivable in another.
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In today's daf, we learn a profound principle about the nature of halacha and life: "Ein omrim b'treifos zo domeh I'zo" —we
do not compare different laws of treifos to one another. The Gemara explains that you cannot make a logical comparison
between the lung and the kidney, because "you can cut here and the animal dies, but cut there and it lives.” What looks like

the exact same wound can be fatal in one organ but completely harmless in another.

This is a powerful lesson for our own avodah. How often do we look at a friend or a neighbor and compare our spiritual
struggles to theirs? We see someone else facing a challenge and think, "If they can handle that so easily, why amI struggling
so much with this?" Or we look at our own lives and wonder why a small setback in one area completely knocks us off our

feet, while a major challenge in another area barely affects us.

The Aibershter created each of us with a unique spiritual anatomy. Our neshama has its own sensitive areas, its own "lungs"
and "kidneys.” What is a minor scratch for one person can be a deep, painful wound for another. We cannot compare our
spiritual health or our struggles to anyone else's, nor can we compare our reactions to different situations in our own lives.

Hashem knows exactly where you are sensitive and where you are strong.

Today, when you feel yourself starting to compare your spiritual progress, your struggles, or your reactions to those of
someone else, stop and remind yourself: "My neshama is unique. I will focus only on the specific avodah Hashemhas given to

me, without comparing nyself to others."
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