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T HE  S U G Y A

We begin this daf by diving deeper into the sugya of a hanging limb on an animal, exploring the profound halachic difference

between an animal that dies on its own versus one that is properly slaughtered. The Gemara brings a beautiful limud from the

pesukim of sheratzim to show how death and shechitah affect these limbs differently, and we see a classic yeshivish chakirah

between Rav Chisda and Rabba regarding a limb of a dead fetus.

We then move into a fascinating discussion about an eight-month-old fetus, analyzing whether shechitah can purify it from

tumas neveilah. This leads us to a deep inquiry by Rav Hoshaya about whether one can perform shechitah on a living fetus

while it is still inside its mother's womb, before we begin the next Mishnah which teaches the fundamental halachos of what

we find inside a slaughtered animal.

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

וּד א׳ מּ עַ D A F  7 4 A

STATEMENT

ד. בָ לְ שׁ בִּ רוֹ פְּ וַת  צְ לָּא מִ  ן אֶ בָּהֶ ין  אֵ

Therefore, there  is  not in them any Torah prohibition, but only a mitzvah to separate  oneself from eating them as a Rabbinic

safeguard.

STATEMENT

ה. זֶה – לוֹקֶ לוֹ לָ כָ ב: אֲ ר רַ מַ ה אָ ב יְהוּדָ ר רַ מַ ר: אָ מַ אָ קָ יב וְ יָתֵ ב הוּנָא, וְ רַ יהּ דְּ מֵּ  סֵף קַ ב יוֹ יב רַ יָתֵ

Rav Yosef sat before  Rav Huna, and he  sat and said: Rav Yehuda says  that Rav says: If one  ate  this  hanging limb after the

animal died, he is  flog g ed for violating the prohibition of eating a limb from a living animal.

O BJECT IO N

לוֹ כָ ב: אֲ רַ יהּ דְ מֵ שְּׁ   א מִ תָ רְ בַּר מָ ל  מוּאֵ שְׁ בַּר  ק  חָ צְ ב יִ ר רַ מַ י אָ כִ , הָ יהּ יתוּ לֵ צִ נַן: לָא תְּ בָּ  רַ הוּא מֵ יהּ הָ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

ה. ינוֹ לוֹקֶ זֶה – אֵ לָ

One of the  Sag es  said to him: Do not listen to him in his transmission of Rav's ruling, for this  is  what Rav Yitzchak bar

Shmuel bar Marta says  in the  name  of Rav: If one  ate  this  hanging limb, he is  not flog g ed.

QU E ST IO N

? ךְ מוֹ סְ אן נִ מַּ  נַן אַ ב הוּנָא: אֲ יהּ רַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Huna said to  Rav Yosef: Upon whom shall we  re ly to know the true opinion of Rav?

ANSWER



יָא? שְׁ אי קוּ : מַ יהּ ר לֵ מַ , אֲ יהּ פֵּ  אַ סֵף לְ ב יוֹ ינְהוּ רַ רִ דְּ הְ אַ

Rav Yosef turned his  face  away in anger and said to him: What is  the  difficulty? There is no contradiction between the two

versions.

EXPLANAT IO N

וּל. יפּ ה נִ שָׂ ינָהּ עוֹ אֵ ה, דְּ יטָ חִ שְׁ  יהוּ – בִּ ר אִ מַ י אֲ כִּ וּל;  יפּ ה נִ שָׂ עוֹ ה, דְּ יתָ מִ נָא – בְּ י אֲ רִ מַ י אֲ כִּ

When I said in Rav's name that he is flogged, it was in a case where the animal died by death other than slaughter, which

renders  the hanging limb as  thoug h it had fallen off before death, and thus it remains forbidden as a limb from a living animal.

When he  said in Rav's name that he is not flogged, it was in a case where the animal died by s laug hter, which does  not render

the hanging limb as  thoug h it had fallen off before the slaughter, and therefore the slaughter permits it.

QU E ST IO N

וּל, יפּ ה נִ שָׂ ינָהּ עוֹ ה אֵ יטָ חִ שְׁ וּל,  יפּ ה נִ שָׂ ה עוֹ יתָ נַן: מִ בָּ  מוּר רַ אֲ א דַ תָ לְּ א מִ נָא הָ בָא: מְ ר רָ מַ אָ

Rava said: From where  is  this  matter that the  Sag es  stated derived, that death renders  a hanging limb as  thoug h it had

fallen off, whereas s laug hter does  not render a hanging limb as  thoug h it had fallen off?

PR O O F

אי? י מַ טֵ עוֹ מַ א״, לְ מָ טְ ם יִ מֹתָ ם בְּ הֶ יו מֵ לָ פֹּל עָ  ר יִ שֶׁ  כֹל אֲ ״וְ יב:  תִ כְ דִּ

As it is  written regarding the eight creeping animals: "And anything  upon which any of them falls , when they are  dead,

shall be  impure ." Now, what does  the phrase "when they are dead" serve to exclude?

IN FER ENCE

א, קָ ם״ נָפְ לָתָ ״נִּבְ ם – מִ יֵּיהֶ  חַ י בְּ טֵ עוֹ מַ א לְ ימָ לֵּ י אִ

If we  say it is to exclude  them during  the ir life time , that is  already derived from the word "the ir carcass ," which teaches

that only their dead carcass imparts impurity.

IN FER ENCE

וּל. יפּ ה נִ שָׂ ה עוֹ יטָ חִ שְׁ ין  אֵ וּל, וְ יפּ ה נִ שָׂ ה עוֹ יתָ : מִ נַּהּ י ע מִ מַ שְׁ לָּא   אֶ

Rather, learn from this  that death renders  a hanging limb as  thoug h it had fallen off, and s laug hter does  not render a

hanging limb as  thoug h it had fallen off.

O BJECT IO N

יב! תִ כְּ ים  צִ רָ שְׁ  א בִּ רָ א קְ הָ בָא: וְ רָ הֲבָה לְ בַּר אַ א  דָּ ב אַ יהּ רַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Adda bar Ahava said to Rava: But this  verse  is  written reg arding  creeping  animals , which are not subject to slaughter

at all! How can we derive a law of slaughter from here?

R E SO LU T IO N

ה. מָ הֵ בְ יָן לִ נְ נֵהוּ עִ ינְהוּ – תְּ ה נִ יטָ חִ שְׁ י  נֵ או בְּ לָ ים, דְּ צִ רָ שְׁ  יָן לִ נְ ינוֹ עִ ם אֵ : אִ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rava said to him: If the verse is  not needed for the  matter of creeping  animals , which are  not subject to s laug hter,

apply its  matter to an animal, which is subject to slaughter.

O BJECT IO N



ים! אִ מְּ טַ ין מְ ים – אֵ שִׁ  ים, יְבֵ אִ מְּ טַ ין – מְ חִ ה: לַ יתָ ין מִ עֵ כְּ  , יהּ י לֵ עֵ בְּ י מִ כַּתִּ  אַ וְ

The Gemara objects: But still, the phrase "when they are dead" is  needed to teach that they only defile when they are s imilar to

the state of death: when they are moist they impart impurity, but when they are completely dry they do not impart impurity!

R E SO LU T IO N

י. יבִ תִ כְּ ם״  מֹתָ ״בְּ י  רֵ תְּ

The Gemara answers: Two  instances of the phrase "when they are  dead" are  written, so one is free for Rava's derivation.

STATEMENT

וּל. יפּ ה נִ שָׂ ה עוֹ יטָ חִ שְׁ כֹּל   י הַ רֵ בְ ת – דִּ בָּר מֵ עוּ בֶר דְּ אֵ ל בְּ י, אֲבָ בָּר חַ עוּ בֶר דְּ אֵ ת בְּ לוֹקֶ חְ א: מַ דָּ סְ ב חִ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Chisda said: The  dispute  between Rabbi Meir and the Sages regarding a limb of a fetus that protruded is  only reg arding  a

limb of a living  fe tus ; but reg arding  a limb of a dead fe tus, everyone  ag rees  that s laug hter renders  the limb as  thoug h it

had fallen off before the slaughter, and it is not permitted.

STATEMENT

זֶה. בָּ ת  לוֹקֶ חְ ךְ מַ כָּ זֶה  בָּ ת  לוֹקֶ חְ מַ כְּ ר:  מַ בָּה אָ  רַ וְ

But Rabba said: Just as  there  is  a dispute  in this  case of a living fetus, so too there  is  a dispute  in that case of a dead fetus.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

י. מֹנֶה חַ שְׁ ן  בֶּ

Our Mishnah taught: An e ig ht-month-old fe tus  born alive  is not rendered pure by slaughtering it, because the concept of

slaughter does not apply to its kind.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

O BJECT IO N

. וֹ תּ רְ הַ טַ תוֹ מְ יטָ חִ שְׁ ין  ה – אֵ יטָ חִ שְׁ ינוֹ  מִ יֵּשׁ בְּ  שֶׁ י  פִּ ל  ף עַ אַ שֶׁ  , יחַ כִ י יוֹ מֹנֶה חַ שְׁ ן  בֶּ יָא:  נְ תַ הָ וְ

The Gemara challenges: But isn't it taug ht in a Braisa: An e ig ht-month-old fe tus  born alive  will prove  the point, for even

thoug h there  is  s laug hter in its  kind, its  s laug hter does  not render it pure  from carcass impurity! This contradicts our

Mishnah's reasoning.

R E SO LU T IO N

. יךְ פָּרֵ יהּ לָא  מֵּ  אִ ינָא דְּ ן מִ ידַ נָּא דִּ  תַ , וְ וֹ מּ גַּב אִ ה אַ יטָ חִ שְׁ ינוֹ  מִ נָא: יֵשׁ בְּ כָּהֲ ב  ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Kahana said: The Braisa considers that there  is  s laug hter in its  kind by virtue  of its  mother's  slaughter, which permits

the fetus inside her; but the  Tanna of our Mishnah does  not raise  a challeng e  from the  kind of its  mother, as he does not

consider that to be "its kind."



QU E ST IO N

יה? נָא לֵ הּ מְ תָּ  רְ הַ טַ הּ מְ תָ יטָ חִ שְׁ  פָה דִּ רֵ , טְ יךְ פָרֵ נָּא דְּ  תַּ אי  הַ לְ וּ

And according  to this  Tanna of the Braisa who does  raise  the  challeng e , from where  does  he  derive that the  s laug hter of

a tere ifah renders  it pure  from carcass impurity?

ANSWER

א רָ ר קְ מַ נָא: אָ תָּ א  יתָ נִ תְ מַ י לַהּ בְּ רִ מְ אָ ב, וְ ר רַ מַ ה אָ ב יְהוּדָ ר רַ מַ אָ ב, דְּ ר רַ מַ ה אָ ב יְהוּדָ רַ דְּ יהּ מִ א לֵ קָ נָפְ

פָה רֵ ? זוֹ טְ יזוֹ זוֹ אֵ ה, וְ אָ מְּ טַ ינָהּ מְ ה אֵ מָ הֵ צָת בְּ קְ ה וּמִ אָ מְּ טַ ה מְ מָ הֵ צָת בְּ קְ ה״, מִ מָ הֵ בְּ ן הַ י יָמוּת מִ כִ ״וְ

. הּ טָ חָ שְּׁ   שֶׁ

He derives  it from that which Rav Yehuda says  that Rav says , as  Rav Yehuda says  that Rav says , and some  say it was

taug ht in a Braisa: The  verse  state s : "And if there  die s  of the  animal," and the word "of" implies that only a part of the

animal class imparts  impurity when it dies, and a part of the  animal class does  not impart impurity. And which is  this? This

is  a tere ifah that one  s laug htered.

QU E ST IO N

הוּ? י, מַ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ ט  חַ שָׁ  ה, וְ מָ הֵ י בְּ עֵ מְ דוֹ לִ ת יָ יט אֶ שִׁ  יָא: הוֹ עְ שַׁ  ב הוֹ י רַ עֵ בָּ

Rav Hoshaya raised a dilemma: If one  inserted his  hand into the  womb of an animal and s laug htered a nine -month-old

living  fe tus  inside, what is  the law?

EXPLANAT IO N

נַן. בָּ  רַ י לְ עֵ בְּ תִ יר, וְ אִ י מֵ בִּ רַ י לְ עֵ בְּ תִּ

Let the  question be  asked according  to Rabbi Meir, and le t the  question be  asked according  to the  Rabbis .

EXPLANAT IO N

יָצָא יכָא דְּ י הֵ לֵּ י י מִ נֵ ה – הָ יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  ה טָ קוּעָ פְּ ן  בֶּ יר  אִ י מֵ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ אן לָא קָ כָּ ד  יר: עַ אִ י מֵ בִּ רַ י לְ עֵ בְּ תִּ

ין נִ ימָ ה סִ עָ בָּ  רְ נַן, אַ בָּ  רַ וּ לְ ילּ פִ א, אֲ מָ ילְ ה. אוֹ דִ יטָ חִ שְׁ יהּ  יָא לֵ רְ שָׁ וֹ – לָא  מּ י אִ עֵ מְ ל בִּ לָם, אֲבָ עוֹ יר הָ אֲוִ לַ

נָא. מָ חֲ יהּ רַ בֵּ ר  שַׁ  כְ אַ

Let the  question be  asked according  to Rabbi Meir: Perhaps Rabbi Meir only says  that a fe tus  born alive  requires

s laug hter when it has  emerg ed into the  air of the  world, but inside  its  mother's  womb, s laug hter does  not permit it?

Or perhaps, even according  to the  Rabbis , the  Merciful One  made  four s ig ns  valid in it—the mother's two and the fetus's

two—and thus this slaughter is effective.

PR O O F

ת עַ שְׁ ה לָהּ  יְתָ הָ תְּ לַהּ דְּ חַ כַּ  שְׁ  א, מַ יתָ י אִ אִ ן, וְ טֶ בֶּ  ן הַ פָה מִ רֵ ה טְ דָ לְ נּוֹ שֶׁ י  ע: הֲרֵ מַ שְׁ א  תָּ יָא,  נַנְ ב חֲ ר רַ מַ אָ

! הּ טַ חֲ שַׁ  יהּ וְ דֵ יֵּיל יְ  י עַ עֵ בָּ י  אִ ר, דְּ שֶׁ  וֹ כּ הַ

Rav Chananya said, come  and hear: A Braisa states, "If it was  born a tere ifah from the  womb..." And if it is  so  that

slaughter inside the womb is valid, you could find a case  where  it had a period of fitness  before birth, for if he  wanted, he

could have  inserted his  hand and s laug htered it in the womb while it was still healthy!

R E SO LU T IO N



יִם. לַ גְ שׁ רַ מֵ לַת חָ עֲ בַ תְּ לַהּ בְּ חַ כַּ  שְׁ  ן, וּמַ טֶ בֶּ  ן הַ פָה מִ רֵ ה טְ רָ צְ נּוֹ שֶׁ י  נֵ תָּ בָא:  יהּ רָ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rava said to him: Teach the Braisa as, "If it was  formed a tere ifah from the  womb," and you can find it in a case of an

animal with five  leg s , which was a tereifah from the very moment of its formation.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

. מוֹ ת דָּ יא אֶ צִ עוֹ וּמוֹ ת – קוֹרְ ה מֵ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ ת, אוֹ  י אוֹ מֵ מֹנֶה חַ שְׁ ן  בֶּ בָּהּ  צָא  ה, וּמָ מָ הֵ בְּ ת הַ ט אֶ חֵ וֹ שּׁ  י׳ הַ נִ תְ מַ

MISHNAH: One  who s laug hters  an animal and finds in it an e ig ht-month-old fe tus, whether alive  or dead, or a nine -

month-old fe tus  that is dead, tears  it open and drains  its  blood, and it is permitted to be eaten without slaughter.

MISHNAH

יר. אִ י מֵ בִּ י רַ רֵ בְ ״, דִּ נוֹ ת בְּ אֶ ״אוֹתוֹ וְ יָּיב בְּ  חַ ה, וְ יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  י – טָ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ צָא  מָ

If he  found a nine -month-old fe tus  that is alive , it requires  s laug hter, and one  is  liable  for violating the prohibition of

slaughtering "it and its  offspring " on the same day if he slaughters both it and its mother; these  are  the  words of Rabbi Meir.

MISHNAH

. וֹ תּ רְ הַ טַ וֹ מְ מּ ת אִ יטַ חִ שְׁ ים:  רִ מְ ים אוֹ מִ כָ חֲ וַ

But the  Sag es  say: The  s laug hter of its  mother permits  it for consumption, and it does not require its own slaughter.

וּד ב׳ מּ עַ D A F  7 4 B

MISHNAH

. וֹ תּ רְ הַ טַ וֹ מְ מּ ת אִ יטַ חִ שְׁ ה –  דֶ שָּׂ  בַּ שׁ  חוֹרֵ ים וְ נִ שָׁ שׁ  מֵ ן חָ בֶּ וּ  ילּ פִ ר: אֲ מֵ י אוֹ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ

Rabbi Shimon Shezuri says: Even if the fetus emerged alive and is now a five -year-old and plowing  in the  fie ld, the

slaug hter of its  mother renders  it permitted to be eaten without any further slaughter.

MISHNAH

. וֹ מּ ה אִ טָ חֲ שְׁ  לֹּא נִ  שֶׁ י  פִ ה, לְ יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  י – טָ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ בָּהּ  צָא  הּ וּמָ עָ רָ קְ

But if one  tore  her open, meaning he killed the mother animal without halachic slaughter, and found in her a live  nine -month-

old fetus, it requires  s laug hter, because  its  mother was  not s laug htered.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

G EMAR A

ד. בַ לְ ה בִּ יטָ חִ שְׁ י  קֵ סְ ל עִ לָּא עַ  וֹ אֶ כוּ בּ ילְּ יָא: לֹא הִ עְ שַׁ  י אוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ זָר אָ עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ ר רַ מַ ׳ אָ מָ גְּ

GEMAR A: Rabbi Elazar said that Rabbi Oshaya said: They did not discuss  the status of this live nine-month-old fetus

except reg arding  the  matter of s laug hter alone , to permit its meat.



QU E ST IO N

. ידוֹ גִ וֹ וְ בּ לְ י חֶ טֵ עוֹ מַ אי? לְ י מַ טֵ עוֹ מַ לְ

The Gemara asks: What does  this statement serve to exclude? The Gemara answers: It serves to exclude  its  fat and its  sciatic

nerve , which remain prohibited as in any other animal.

O BJECT IO N

י! יגִ לִ פְּ לָג  פְ יל, מִ לִ שְׁ  וֹ דִּ בּ לְ א: חֶ ימָ לֵּ י אי? אִ מַ וֹ דְּ בּ לְ חֶ

The Gemara asks: The fat of what part? If we  say it means the  fat of the  fe tus  itself, but they disag ree  about this in a braisa!

PR O O F

יל לִ שְּׁ   בַּ ג  ינוֹ נוֹהֵ ר: אֵ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ יר. רַ אִ י מֵ בִּ י רַ רֵ בְ סוּר, דִּ וֹ אָ בּ לְ חֶ יל וְ לִ שְּׁ   בַּ ג  ה נוֹהֵ שֶׁ נָּ  יד הַ יָא: גִּ נְ תַ דְּ

ר. תָּ וֹ מוּ בּ לְ חֶ וְ

As it is  taug ht in a braisa: The sciatic nerve  applie s  to a fe tus  and its  fat is  prohibited; these are the  words of Rabbi

Meir. Rabbi Yehuda says: It does  not apply to a fe tus  and its  fat is  permitted.

EXPLANAT IO N

ה י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ , וְ תוֹ יטָ שִׁ  יר לְ אִ י מֵ בִּ ךְ רַ לַ הָ י, וְ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶ ת בְּ לוֹקֶ חְ יָא: מַ עְ שַׁ  י אוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ זָר אָ עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ וְ

. תוֹ יטָ שִׁ  לְ

And Rabbi Elazar said that Rabbi Oshaya said: This  dispute  is  reg arding  a live  nine -month-old fetus, and Rabbi Meir

followed his  reasoning  that it is an independent animal, and Rabbi Yehuda followed his  reasoning  that it is part of its

mother. Thus, they do not agree that its fat is prohibited!

O BJECT IO N

נוֹ מְ שַׁ ךְ  חוֹתֵ הוּא, וְ שֶׁ קוֹם  ל מָ כׇ יו בְּ חֲרָ ט אַ טֵּ  חַ ה – מְ שֶׁ נָּ  יד הַ יָא: גִּ נְ תַ י, דְּ יגִ לִ פְּ לָג  פְ יד מִ גִ וֹ דְּ בּ לְ לָּא, חֶ  אֶ

י. פִ וֹ שּׁ  ם הַ מוֹ עִ מְ ר: גּוֹ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ יר. רַ אִ י מֵ בִּ י רַ רֵ בְ , דִּ רוֹ יקָּ עִ מֵ

Rather, say that Rabbi Oshaya meant the  fat of the  sciatic nerve  of the fetus. But they also disag ree  about that, as  it is

taug ht in a braisa: Regarding the  sciatic nerve , one  scrapes  after it in any place  that it is , and cuts  away its  fat from its

root; these are the  words of Rabbi Meir. Rabbi Yehuda says: One  cuts  it leve l with the  flesh and does not need to scrape

the fat.

R E SO LU T IO N

י קֵ סְ ל עִ לָּא עַ  וֹ אֶ כוּ בּ ילְּ יָא: לֹא הִ עְ שַׁ  י אוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ זָר אָ עָ לְ י אֶ בִּ ר רַ מַ ר, אָ מַ תְּ י אִ כִ ר – הָ מַ תְּ י אִ לָּא אִ  אֶ

. וֹ שׁ בּ חוֹרֵ , וְ עוֹ י רוֹבְ טֵ עוֹ מַ ד, לְ בַ לְ ילָה בִּ כִ אֲ

Rather, if it was  stated, it was  stated like  this : Rabbi Elazar said that Rabbi Oshaya said: They did not discuss  the

status of the fetus except reg arding  matters  of eating  alone , but for other matters it is a full animal, to exclude  one  who

copulates  with it, and one  who plows with it together with another species, which are prohibited by all.

STATEMENT

. מוֹ דָ ר בְּ סֵ וֹ – אוֹ בּ לְ חֶ ר בְּ סֵ אוֹ י הָ רֵ בְ דִ , לְ מוֹ דָ יר בְּ תִּ וֹ – מַ בּ לְ חֶ יר בְּ תִּ מַּ  י הַ רֵ בְ דִ : לְ ישׁ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ



Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish said: According  to the  words of the  one  who permits  its  fat—namely Rabbi Yehuda—he also

permits  its  blood; according  to the  words of the  one  who prohibits  its  fat—Rabbi Meir—he also prohibits  its  blood.

STATEMENT

. מוֹ דָ ר בְּ סֵ וֹ – אוֹ בּ לְ חֶ יר בְּ תִּ מַּ  י הַ רֵ בְ דִ ף לְ ר: אַ מַ נָן אָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ וְ

And Rabbi Yochanan said: Even according  to the  words of the  one  who permits  its  fat, he  prohibits  its  blood.

O BJECT IO N

. מוֹ ת דָּ יא אֶ צִ עוֹ וּמוֹ : קוֹרְ ישׁ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ נָן לְ חָ י יוֹ בִּ יהּ רַ יבֵ יתִ אֵ

Rabbi Yochanan raised an objection to Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish from our Mishnah: One tears  it and removes  its  blood,

which shows that its blood is prohibited even though its fat is permitted!

R E SO LU T IO N

ת. כָּרֵ נוּשׁ  ין עָ אֵ שֶׁ ר  מַ א: לוֹ ירָ י זֵ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rabbi Ze ira said: Reish Lakish meant to say only that eating its blood is  not punishable  by kares , whereas Rabbi Yochanan

holds that it is.

QU E ST IO N

ה י יְהוּדָ בִּ ה, רַ רָ זְהָ אַ ית בְּ צִ מְ תַּ  ם הַ יָא: דַּ נְ תַ ית, דְּ צִ מְ תַּ  ם הַ לָּא דַּ  א אֶ ה, לֹא יְהֵ י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ י? לְ רִ מְ אָ אן קָ מַ לְ

ת. כָּרֵ  הִ ר: בְּ מֵ אוֹ

The Gemara asks: According  to whom are  they saying  this? According  to Rabbi Yehuda. But le t it be  no le ss  than the

blood of exudate , as  it is  taug ht in a braisa: The blood of exudate  is  subject to a neg ative  prohibition, but Rabbi

Yehuda says: It is  subject to kares!

ANSWER

כֹּל ם״,  ל דָּ ״כׇ ם״ וְ ״דָּ ה  י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ יהּ לְ ית לֵ פָּא: אִ  פָּ ב  רַ יהּ דְּ מֵּ  א קַ ידָ סִ לָּא חֲ  ב סַ רַ יהּ דְּ רֵ סֵף בְּ ב יוֹ א רַ מָ גְּ רְ תַּ

יַּיב  חַ שׁ – לָא מִ נֶּפֶ  ם הַ דַּ יַּיב אַ  חַ לָא מִ יכָא דְּ כֹל הֵ ית, וְ צִ מְ תַּ  ם הַ דַּ יַּיב אַ  יחַ שׁ – מִ נֶּפֶ  ם הַ דַּ יַּיב אַ  יחַ מִ יכָא דְּ הֵ

ית. צִ מְ תַּ  ם הַ דַּ אַ

Rav Yosef the  son of Rav Salla the  Pious explained it before  Rav Pappa: Rabbi Yehuda holds  that the Torah writes

'blood' and 'any blood'; therefore, wherever one  is  liable  for the  blood of life , he  is  liable  for the  blood of exudate ,

and wherever one  is  not liable  for the  blood of life —such as the fetus, whose life is covered by its mother's slaughter—he  is

not liable  for the  blood of exudate .

QU E ST IO N

ה? קוּעָ פְּ ן  בֶ דּוֹת בְּ פְ הוּ לִ הוּ: מַ יָא לְ עְ בַּ י אִ

A dilemma was raised before  them: What is  the law as to whether one may redeem a firstborn donkey with a ben pekua—a

fetus found alive inside a slaughtered animal?

EXPLANAT IO N

יָא הוּא. לְּ עַ ה מְ ה – שֶׂ יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  ר טָ מַ אָ ן דְּ יוָ כֵ י לָך, דְּ עֵ יבְּ יר לָא תִּ אִ י מֵ בִּ רַ בָּא דְּ י לִּ אַ



According  to Rabbi Meir, do not raise  the  dilemma, because  s ince  he  says  it requires  s laug hter, it is  a proper lamb in

every way and may be used.

QU E ST IO N

אי? , מַ וֹ תּ רְ הַ טַ וֹ מְ מּ ת אִ יטַ חִ שְׁ י:  רִ מְ אָ נַן, דְּ בָּ  רַ בָּא דְּ י לִּ ךְ אַ י לָ עֵ יבְּ י תִּ כִּ

When you should raise  the  dilemma is  according  to the  Rabbis , who say: The  s laug hter of its  mother renders  it

permitted. What is the law?

QU E ST IO N

יט הֵ רָ זֵיל וְ אָ יט וְ הֵ רָ ן דְּ יוָ כֵּ א,  מָ ילְ לָא הוּא, אוֹ דִ וּ יקּ דִ א בְּ רָ שְׂ בִ כְּ וֹ –  תּ רְ הַ טַ וֹ מְ מּ ת אִ יטַ חִ שְׁ י  רִ מְ אָ ן דְּ יוָ כֵּ

? יהּ בֵּ ינָא  רֵ ה״ קָ ״שֶׂ י –  תֵ אָ וְ

Do we say: Since  they say the  s laug hter of its  mother renders  it permitted, it is  like  meat in a basket, and not a living

lamb? Or perhaps, s ince  it runs back and forth, we  call it a 'lamb'?

STATEMENT

ין. דִ וֹ ר: פּ מַ י אָ שֵׁ  ב אָ רַ ין, וְ דִ וֹ ין פּ ר: אֵ מַ א אָ רָ ר זוּטְ מָ

Mar Zutra said: We do not redeem with it. And Rav Ashi said: We do redeem with it.

QU E ST IO N

ים? חִ סָ פְּ  ה״ מִ ״שֶׂ ה״  ״שֶׂ תְּ  רַ מְ גָ ? דְּ ךְ תָּ  עְ אי דַּ א: מַ רָ ר זוּטְ מָ י לְ שֵׁ  ב אָ יהּ רַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Ashi said to Mar Zutra: What is  your reasoning ? That you derive  the word 'lamb' here from the word 'lamb' from the

Pesach offering ?

O BJECT IO N

נָה! שָׁ ן  ים, וּבֶ מִ תָּ אן – זָכָר,  כָּ ף  נָה, אַ שָׁ ן  ים, וּבֶ מִ תָּ ן – זָכָר,  לָּ  הַ ה לְ י מָ אִ

If so, just as  there  it must be a male , unblemished, and in its  first year, so too here  it must be a male , unblemished, and in

its  first year! But we know that is not required.

ANSWER

בָּה. י ה״ רִ דֶּ פְ ״תִּ ה״  דֶּ פְ ״תִּ

Mar Zutra replied: The Torah's repetition of 'you shall redeem' 'you shall redeem' included other types of lambs.

O BJECT IO N

? ךְ י לָ נִ הֲ אי אַ ה״ מַ ״שֶׂ ה״  ״שֶׂ ן  כֵּ ם  י, אִ י נָמֵ לֵּ י כֹּל מִ וּ  ילּ פִ בָּה, אֲ י ה״ רִ דֶּ פְ ״תִּ ה״  דֶּ פְ ״תִּ י  אִ

Rav Ashi asked: If 'you shall redeem' 'you shall redeem' included everything, then even anything  e lse  also  should be valid!

If so, what did the gezerah shavah of 'lamb' 'lamb' accomplish for you?

QU E ST IO N

י? נִ שֵׁ  ן וְ וֹ אשׁ וֹ רִ נוֹת בּ מְ הוּ לִ הוּ: מַ יָא לְ עְ בַּ י אִ

A dilemma was raised before  them: What is  the law as to whether we count first and second degrees of ritual impurity in it,

as we do with food, or is it like a living animal which cannot become tamei?



STATEMENT

י. נִ שֵׁ  ן וְ וֹ אשׁ וֹ רִ ין בּ נִ ר: מוֹ מַ נָן אָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yochanan said: We count first and second degrees of impurity in it, because it is considered slaughtered meat.

STATEMENT

. פָּתוֹ י לִ קְ שׁ בִּ קֵ שְׁ  קַ תְ מִּ ז הַ גוֹ אֱ כֶּ ה  שָׂ י, נַעֲ נִ שֵׁ  ן וְ וֹ אשׁ וֹ רִ ין בּ נִ ין מוֹ ר: אֵ מֵ ישׁ אוֹ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ

Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish says: We do not count first and second degrees of impurity in it; it is  made  like  a nut that

rattle s  in its  she ll, meaning it is a separate living body inside the mother.

O BJECT IO N

ים: רִ מְ ים אוֹ מִ כָ חֲ יר. וַ אִ י מֵ בִּ י רַ רֵ בְ לָה – דִּ ע נְבֵ גַּ ר מַ שָׂ בָּ  נָן: הַ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ ישׁ לְ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ יהּ רַ יבֵ יתִ אֵ

ה. חוּטָ שְׁ פָה  רֵ ע טְ גַּ מַ

Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish raised an objection to Rabbi Yochanan from a Mishnah: The fetus's flesh is  considered the

touch of a carcass ; these are the  words of Rabbi Meir. And the  Sag es  say: It is like the  touch of a s laug htered tre ifah.

O BJECT IO N

אי מַ ך, בְּ ידָ דִ לָּא לְ  , אֶ יהּ מֵּ  אִ א דְּ מָ דְ ר בִּ שַׁ  כְ תַּ י אִ ינוּ דְּ יְ ד גּוּפָא הוּא – הַ ינָא חַ מֵ אָ י, דְּ ידִ דִ א לְ מָ לָ שְׁ  בִּ

ר? שַׁ  כְ תַּ י אִ

Granted according  to me , who says  it is  one  body with the mother, that is  how it became  fit to receive impurity throug h

the  blood of its  mother's  slaughter. But according  to you, how did it become fit? It was never touched by liquid!

ANSWER

ן. עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ ה, וּכְ יטָ חִ שְׁ  : בִּ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rabbi Yochanan said to him: It became fit throug h the  s laug hter itself, and according  to Rabbi Shimon who holds that

slaughter makes meat fit to receive impurity even without liquid.

O BJECT IO N

א. מָ טְ בָרוֹת – נִ קְּ ית הַ בֵ ךְ לְ לַ ר, הָ שַׁ  ר – הוּכְ נָהָ בַר בְּ : עָ ישׁ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ נָן לְ חָ י יוֹ בִּ יהּ רַ יבֵ יתִ אֵ

Rabbi Yochanan raised an objection to Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish from a braisa: If the fetus crossed a river, it became  fit

to receive impurity; if it went to a cemetery, it became  tamei.

O BJECT IO N

ךְ ידָ דִ לָּא לְ  ר – לָא, אֶ שַׁ  ין, לֹא הוּכְ ר – אִ שַׁ  י: הוּכְ כִ וּם הָ שּׁ  ינְהוּ, מִ י נִ י גּוּפֵ רֵ ינָא תְּ מֵ אָ י דְּ ידִ דִ א לְ מָ לָ שְׁ  בִּ

! יהּ מֵּ  אִ א דְּ מָ דְ ר בִּ שַׁ  כְ תַּ י א אִ ד גּוּפָא הוּא, הָ תְּ חַ רַ מְ אָ דְּ

Granted according  to me , who says  they are  two bodies , that is  why the braisa says: if it became  fit by crossing the river,

yes , it can become tamei, but if it did not become fit, no. But according  to you, who says  it is  one  body, it was  already

made  fit by the  blood of its  mother's  slaughter!

S U M M A RY



The daf establishes that while the natural death of an animal renders a hanging limb as if it had fallen off beforehand (leaving

it forbidden as a limb from a living animal), a proper shechitah does not have this effect, and thus the shechitah successfully

permits the limb. We learn that this distinction is derived from the words 'when they are dead' written by sheratzim. The

Gemara then discusses the status of an eight-month-old fetus, clarifying that its shechitah is ineffective to purify it from tumah

because shechitah does not apply to its kind, though we explore how its mother's shechitah might connect to this definition.

Finally, the Gemara presents a dilemma regarding whether shechitah can be performed on a fetus inside the womb, and

introduces the Mishnah ruling that a found eight-month fetus (alive or dead) or a dead nine-month fetus is permitted

through the mother's shechitah, whereas a live nine-month fetus requires its own shechitah.

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

In our sugya, the Gemara discusses the status of a limb that is partially severed and hanging from a live animal. When the

animal dies, we must determine if this hanging limb is considered to have fallen off before death, or if it is still considered

connected. This concept of "nipul", whether something hanging by a thread is already deemed fallen and separated, is a

profound lesson in our own spiritual lives.

How often do we find ourselves "hanging by a thread" in our avodah? We might feel disconnected from our learning, our

tefillah, or our passion for Yiddishkeit, feeling as though we are barely holding on. The yetzer hara whispers to us that we are

already spiritually detached, that we have already fallen. But the Torah teaches us otherwise: as long as there is a connection,

as long as the animal is slaughtered properly, we do not say it has fallen. You are still connected.

Never write yourself off as detached just because the connection feels weak. Even a thin thread of desire to do the ratzon of

Hashem keeps you fully attached to the source of life. Your job is not to despair over the fraying connection, but to

strengthen it, knowing that in the eyes of the Aibershter, you are still completely there.

Today, identify one area of your avodah where you feel weak or disconnected, and perform one small, deliberate act of

connection, a single minute of focused tefillah or learning, to show that you are still firmly attached.
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