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

LJ THE SUGYA

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 performshechitah 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.
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STATEMENT
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Therefore, there is not in them any Torah prohibition, but only a mitzvah to separate oneself fromeating themas a Rabbinic

safeguard.
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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 flogged for violating the prohibition of eating a limb froma living animal.
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One of the Sages 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 flogged.
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Rav Huna said to Rav Yosef: Upon whom shall we rely to know the true opinion of Rav?

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

versions.
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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 though 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 slaughter, which does not render

the hanging limb as though it had fallen off before the slaughter, and therefore the slaughter permits it.
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Rava said: From where is this matter that the Sages stated derived, that death renders a hanging limb as though it had

fallen off, whereas slaughter does not render a hanging limbas though it had fallen off?
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As it is written regarding the cight 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?
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If we say itis to exclude themduring their life time, thatis already derived from the word "their carcass,” which teaches

that only their dead carcass imparts impurity.
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Rather, learn from this that death renders a hanging limbas though it had fallen off, and slaughter does not rendera
hanging limb as though it had fallen off.
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Rav Adda bar Ahava said to Rava: But this verse is written regarding creeping animals, which are not subject to slaughter

atalll How can we derive a law of slaughter fromhere?
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Rava said to him: If the verse is not needed for the matter of creeping animals, which are not subject to slaughter,

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

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

the state of death: when they are moist they impart impurity, but when they are completely dry they do not impart impurity!
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The Gemara answers: Two instances of the phrase "when they are dead"” are written, so one is free for Rava's derivation.
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Rav Chisda said: The dispute between Rabbi Meir and the Sages regarding a limb of a fetus that protruded is only regarding a
limb of a living fetus; but regarding a limb of a dead fetus, everyone agrees that slaughter renders the limbas though it

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

n;wn MISHNAH
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Our Mishnah taught: An eight-month-old fetus born alive is not rendered pure by slaughtering it, because the concept of

slaughter does not apply to its kind.

GEMARA
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The Gemara challenges: But isn't it taught in a Braisa: An eight-month-old fetus born alive will prove the point, foreven
though there is slaughter in its kind, its slaughter does not render it pure from carcass impurity! This contradicts our

Mishnah's reasoning.
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Rav Kahana said: The Braisa considers that there is slaughter 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 challenge from the kind of its mother, as he does not

consider that to be "its kind."
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And according to this Tanna of the Braisa who does raise the challenge, from where does he derive that the slaughter of

a tereifah renders it pure from carcass impurity?
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He derives it from that which Rav Yehuda says that Rav says, as Rav Yehuda says that Rav says, and some say it was
taught in a Braisa: The verse states: "And if there dies 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 tereifah that one slaughtered.
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Rav Hoshaya raised a dilemma: If one inserted his hand into the womb of an animal and slaughtered a nine-month-old

living fetus inside, what is the law?
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Let the question be asked according to Rabbi Meir, and let the question be asked according to the Rabbis.
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Let the question be asked according to Rabbi Meir: Perhaps Rabbi Meir only says that a fetus born alive requires
slaughter when it has emerged into the air of the world, but inside its mother's womb, slaughter does not permit it?
Or perhaps, even according to the Rabbis, the Merciful One made four signs valid in it—the mother's two and the fetus's

two—and thus this slaughter is effective.
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Rav Chananya said, come and hear: A Braisa states, "If it was born a tereifah 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 slaughtered it in the womb while it was still healthy!

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

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

n;wn MISHNAH
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MISHNAH: One who slaughters an animal and finds in it an eight-month-old fe tus, whether alive or dead, or a nine-

month-old fetus thatis dead, tears it open and drains its blood, and it is permitted to be eaten without slaughter.
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If he found a nine-month-old fetus thatis alive, it requires slaughter, 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.
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But the Sages say: The slaughter of its mother permits it for consumption, and it does not require its own slaughter.
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Rabbi Shimon Shezuri says: Even if the fetus emerged alive and is now a five-year-old and plowing in the field, the

slaughter of its mother renders it permitted to be eaten without any further slaughter.
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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 slaughter, because its mother was not slaughtered.

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

except regarding the matter of slaughter alone, to permit its meat.
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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.
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The Gemara asks: The fat of what part? If we say it means the fat of the fetus itself; but they disagree about this in a braisa!
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As it is taught in a braisa: The sciatic nerve applies to a fetus and its fat is prohibited; these are the words of Rabbi

Meir. Rabbi Yehuda says: It does not apply to a fetus and its fat is permitted.
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And Rabbi Elazar said that Rabbi Oshaya said: This dispute is regarding a live nine-month-old fetus, and Rabbi Meir
followed his reasoning thatitis 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!
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Rather, say that Rabbi Oshaya meant the fat of the sciatic nerve of the fetus. But they also disagree about that, as it is
taught 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 level with the flesh and does not need to scrape
the fat.
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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 exce pt regarding 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.
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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
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And Rabbi Yochanan said: Even according to the words of the one who permits its fat, he prohibits its blood.
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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!
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Rabbi Zeira said: Reish Lakish meant to say only that eating its blood is not punishable by kares, whereas Rabbi Yochanan
holds that it is.
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The Gemara asks: According to whom are they saying this? According to Rabbi Yehuda. Butlet it be no less than the
blood of exudate, as it is taught in a braisa: The blood of exudate is subject to a negative prohibition, but Rabbi

Yehuda says: It is subject to kares!

53 ,”2T ’7;”'1: ’Q7” A7 ’31_7? H”? NOR :RXB22 277 "°%2R RT7°0N N’?Q 277 92 noi° 21 NRn
Y% K - WPIT DTR 230% KT K377 99, MO%RAT DTN 220°% - WHIT BTR 2307 K7
O¥nATOTR

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.
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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?
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According to Rabbi Meir, do not raise the dilemma, because since he says it requires slaughter, it is a proper lamb in

every way and may be used.
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When you should raise the dilemma is according to the Rabbis, who say: The slaughter of its mother renders it
permitted. What is the law?
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Do we say: Since they say the slaughter of its mother renders it permitted, it is like meat in a basket, and not a living

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

STATEMENT
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Mar Zutra said: We do not redeem with it. And Rav Ashi said: We do redeem with it.
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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?
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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.
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Mar Zutra replied: The Torah's repetition of 'you shall redeem’ 'you shall redeem’ included other types of lambs.
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Rav Ashi asked: If 'you shall redeem’ 'you shall redeem’ included everything, then even anything else also should be valid!

If so, what did the gezerah shavah of 'lamb’ 'lamb’ accomplish for you?
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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, oris it like a living animal which cannot become tamei?




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

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

rattles inits shell, meaning it is a separate living body inside the mother.
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Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish raised an objection to Rabbi Yochanan froma Mishnah: The fetus's flesh is considered the
touch of a carcass; these are the words of Rabbi Meir. And the Sages say: Itis like the touch of a slaughtered treifah.
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Granted according to me, who says it is one body with the mother, that is how it became fit to receive impurity through

the blood of its mother's slaughter. But according to you, how did it become fit? It was never touched by liquid!
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Rabbi Yochanan said to him: It became fit through the slaughter itself, and according to Rabbi Shimon who holds that

slaughter makes meat fit to receive impurity even without liquid.
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Rabbi Yochanan raised an objection to Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish froma braisa: If the fetus crossed a river, it became fit

to receive impurity; if it went to a cemetery, it became tamei.
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Granted according to me, who says they are two bodies, that is why the braisa says: if it be came 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!

SUMMARY




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 froma living animal), a proper shechitah does not have this effect, and thus the shechitah successtully
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) ora dead nine-month fetus is permitted

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

TWYR? WHAT TO TAKE HOME

In our sugya, the Gemara discusses the status of a limb that is partially severed and hanging froma 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
Hashemkeeps 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 performone 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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