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T HE  S U G Y A

We begin this daf by diving deeper into the status of a ben pekua (a fetus found alive inside a slaughtered animal) and

whether a live creature can be considered "food" regarding the laws of tumah (ritual impurity). The Gemara brings down a

fascinating machlokes between Beis Shammai, Beis Hillel, and Rabbi Akiva regarding when fish become susceptible to tumah,

which leads to a deep discussion about the life force of fish and the halachic status of a tereifah fish.

Next, the shiur moves into a major machlokes between Rabbi Yochanan and Resh Lakish regarding a non-viable newborn

animal or a nine-month-old fetus whose fat was torn away while still inside the womb. We explore what makes a fetus an

independent animal—is it the completion of its months of gestation, or is it the physical passage through the birth canal? We

also learn how this affects the status of its chelev (forbidden fat) and whether such fat is offered on the Mizbe'ach.

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 5 A

R E SO LU T IO N

ן. עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ כְּ לָא  דְ א, וּ תָּ  שְׁ י ה יַבִּ יטָ חִ שְׁ  בִּ

The baraita is referring to a dry s laug hter where no blood was emitted, and this baraita is not in accordance  with Rabbi

Shimon,  who holds that the slaughter itself renders the meat susceptible to impurity even without liquid.

QU E ST IO N

א? מָ טְ בָרוֹת נִ קְּ ית הַ בֵ ךְ לְ לַ ר, הָ שַׁ  ר הוּכְ נָהָ בַר בְּ נָּא עָ  תַּ אן  מַ

Who is  the  tanna of the baraita who taught: If a live ben pekua passed throug h a river and was wetted, it was  thereby

rendered susceptible  to impurity, and if it then went to a cemetery, it became  ritually impure ?

ANSWER

י: ילִ לִ גְּ י הַ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ וּם רַ שּׁ  ר מִ מֵ זָר אוֹ עָ לְ ן אֶ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ יָא: רַ נְ תַ יא, דְּ י הִ ילִ לִ גְּ י הַ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ נָן: רַ חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ

ר. שֵׁ  כְ יךְ הֶ צָרִ ים, וְ לִ כָ ת אֳ אַ א טוּמְ מֵּ  טַ מְ

Rabbi Yochanan said: It is  Rabbi Yose i HaGelili,  as  it is  taug ht in a baraita: Rabbi Shimon ben Elazar says  in the  name

of Rabbi Yose i HaGelili: The meat of a ben pekua can become impure  with the  impurity of foods, but it requires

susceptibility through liquid first.

BR AI SA

ת אַ א טוּמְ מֵּ  טַ ינוֹ מְ י אֵ הוּא חַ שֶׁ ל  כׇ י, וְ הוּא חַ שֶׁ י  נֵ פְּ  ין, מִ לִ כָ ת אֳ אַ א טוּמְ מֵּ  טַ ינוֹ מְ ים: אֵ רִ מְ ים אוֹ מִ כָ חֲ וַ

ין. לִ כָ אֳ



But the  Sag es  say: It cannot become impure  with the  impurity of foods because  it is  alive , and anything  that is  alive

cannot become impure  with the  impurity of foods .

STATEMENT

ד. חָ בָר אֶ רוּ דָּ מְ אי אָ מַּ  שַׁ ית  י וּבֵ ילִ לִ גְּ י הַ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ נָן: רַ חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ , דְּ יהּ מֵ עְ טַ נָן לְ חָ י יוֹ בִּ א רַ דָּ זְ אַ וְ

And Rabbi Yochanan follows his  standard line of reasoning , as  Rabbi Yochanan said: Rabbi Yose i HaGelili and Be is

Shammai said the  same  thing ,  that a live creature can be considered food.

EXPLANAT IO N

ן. רַ מַ אֲ א דַּ י – הָ ילִ לִ גְּ י הַ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ רַ

The opinion of Rabbi Yose i HaGelili is that which we  just said in the baraita.

EXPLANAT IO N

ל לֵּ  ית הִ דוּ, וּבֵ צּוֹ יִּ שֶּׁ   ים: מִ רִ מְ אי אוֹ מַּ  שַׁ ית  בֵּ ה?  אָ ין טוּמְ לִ בְּ קַ י מְ תַ ימָ אֵ ים, מֵ גִ נַן: דָּ תְ אי, דִּ מַּ  שַׁ ית  בֵּ

יוֹת. חְ ין לִ לִ כוֹ ין יְ אֵ שֶׁ ה  עָ שָּׁ   ר: מִ מֵ יבָא אוֹ קִ י עֲ בִּ יָּמוּתוּ. רַ  שֶּׁ   ים: מִ רִ מְ אוֹ

The opinion of Beis  Shammai is as  we  learned in a Mishnah: Fish, from when do they become susceptible  to impurity as

food? Beis  Shammai say: From when they are  caug ht,  even while alive, and Be is  Hille l say: From when they die . Rabbi

Akiva says: From the  moment they are  unable  to live .

QU E ST IO N

יהוּ? יְ ינַ בֵּ אי  מַ

What is  the  practical difference  between them,  between Beis Hillel and Rabbi Akiva?

ANSWER

יהוּ. יְ ינַ בֵּ כָּא  י עַ אִ טֵ רְ קַ ג מְ נָן: דָּ חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rabbi Yochanan said: A convulsing  fish is  the difference between them;  Rabbi Akiva deems it susceptible, while Beis Hillel

require actual death.

QU E ST IO N

הוּ? פָה, מַ רֵ י טְ נֵ ימָ ים סִ גִ דָ דוּ בְּ לְ א: נוֹ דָּ סְ ב חִ י רַ עֵ בָּ

Rav Chisda raised a dilemma: If symptoms of a tere ifah deve loped in fish, what is  the halachah according to Rabbi Akiva?

Is it considered dead and susceptible to impurity?

EXPLANAT IO N

יָּה.  ינָהּ חַ פָה אֵ רֵ ר טְ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ י לְ עֵ יבְּ תִ יָּה, וְ  פָה חַ רֵ ר טְ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ י לְ עֵ יבְּ תִּ

You can raise  the  dilemma according  to the  one  who says  a tere ifah can live , and you can raise  the  dilemma according

to the  one  who says  a tere ifah cannot live .

EXPLANAT IO N

יהוּ – לָא, יְ יּוּתַ א חַ שָׁ י פִ לָא נְ ים דְּ גִ ל דָּ , אֲבָ הּ יּוּתַ א חַ שָׁ י פִ נְ ה הוּא דִּ מָ הֵ יָּה, בְּ  פָה חַ רֵ ר טְ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ י לְ עֵ יבְּ תִּ

ים גִ ל דָּ ה, אֲבָ יטָ חִ שְׁ ינָהּ  מִ יֵשׁ בְּ ה דְּ מָ הֵ י בְּ לֵּ י י מִ נֵ יָּה, הָ  ינָהּ חַ פָה אֵ רֵ ר טְ מַ אָ אן דְּ מַ וּ לְ ילּ פִ א אֲ מָ ילְ אוֹ דִ



א לָא. ימָ ה – אֵ יטָ חִ שְׁ ינָן  מִ ין בְּ אֵ דְּ

You can raise  the  dilemma according  to the  one  who says  a tere ifah can live : Perhaps only an animal is  able to live because

its  life  force  is  strong , but fish, whose  life  force  is  not strong , cannot live, and thus are considered dead. Or perhaps,

even according  to the  one  who says  a tere ifah cannot live , these  words  apply only to an animal, in whose  specie s

s laug hter applie s ,  so the Torah treats a tereifah as dead to invalidate its slaughter; but fish, in whose  specie s  s laug hter does

not apply, say that a tereifah is not considered dead.

R E SO LU T IO N

יקוּ. תֵּ

The dilemma shall stand unresolved.

STATEMENT

יָּה.  לֶב חַ חֵ כְּ וֹ  בּ לְ ר: חֶ מַ ישׁ אָ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ ה, וְ מָ הֵ לֶב בְּ חֵ כְּ וֹ  בּ לְ ר: חֶ מַ נָן אָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ ל, רַ ילָה נֵפֶ טִ הֵ

If an animal expe lled a non-viable  newborn, Rabbi Yochanan said: Its  fat is  like  the  fat of a domesticated animal and is

forbidden under penalty of kares, and Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish said: Its  fat is  like  the  fat of a wild animal,  which is

permitted.

EXPLANAT IO N

ים. א גָּרֵ ירָ וֵּ ה – אַ מָ הֵ לֶב בְּ חֵ כְּ וֹ  בּ לְ ר: חֶ מַ נָן אָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yochanan said: Its  fat is  like  the  fat of a domesticated animal,  because the  air of the womb's opening causes  it to be

considered born and independent.

EXPLANAT IO N

י. מִ ים גָּרְ שִׁ  דָ יָּה – חֳ  לֶב חַ חֵ כְּ וֹ  בּ לְ ר: חֶ מַ ישׁ אָ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ

Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish said: Its  fat is  like  the  fat of a wild animal,  because completing the months  of gestation causes  it

to be independent, and this fetus did not complete them.

STATEMENT

לוּם הוּא. כְּ יו – לָא  שָׁ  דָ לוּ לוֹ חֳ כָּ לֹא  יכָא דְּ כֹּל הֵ י:  רִ מְ אָ כָּא דְ י אִ

Some say a different version of the dispute: Anywhere  that its  months were  not completed, it is  nothing ,  and all agree its fat

is permitted.

EXPLANAT IO N

ל. כַ אָ י וְ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ ל  שֶׁ לֶב  שׁ חֵ לַ תָ ה, וְ מָ הֵ י בְּ עֵ מְ דוֹ לִ יט יָ שִׁ  הוֹ יכָא דְּ י – הֵ יגִ לִ פְּ י  כִּ

Where  they disag ree  is  where  one  inserted his  hand into the  womb of an animal, and tore  away the  fat of a live  nine -

month-old fe tus  and ate  it.

EXPLANAT IO N

י. מִ ים גָּרְ שִׁ  דָ ה, חֳ מָ הֵ לֶב בְּ חֵ כְּ וֹ  בּ לְ ר: חֶ מַ נָן אָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yochanan said: Its  fat is  like  the  fat of a domesticated animal,  because the months  of gestation alone cause  it to be

independent.



EXPLANAT IO N

י. מִ א גָּרְ ירָ וֵּ אַ ים וְ שִׁ  דָ יָּה, חֳ  לֶב חַ חֵ כְּ וֹ  בּ לְ ר: חֶ מַ ישׁ אָ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ

Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish said: Its  fat is  like  the  fat of a wild animal,  because both the months and the  air of the birth

canal cause  it to be independent, and this one was not born.

O BJECT IO N

ל לַ כְּ  ם – מוּצָא מִ שָׁ  אָ מוּרוֹת בְּ אֲ יוֹת הָ לָ י כְ תֵּ  שְׁ לֶב וּ ה חֵ : מָ ישׁ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ נָן לְ חָ י יוֹ בִּ יהּ רַ יבֵ יתִ אֵ

יל. לִ שְׁ ל  לַ כְּ  כֹּל – מוּצָא מִ ף  יל, אַ לִ שְׁ

Rabbi Yochanan challeng ed Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish from a baraita: Just as  the  fat and the  two kidneys  stated

reg arding  a g uilt-offering  are  excluded from the  categ ory of a fe tus  (since a guilt-offering is only a male), so too all

offerings' fats are  excluded from the  categ ory of a fe tus .

EXPLANAT IO N

? יךְ רִ טְ יצְ אי אִ מַּ  ך., אַ ידָ דִ לָּא לְ  י, אֶ טֵ עוֹ מַ א לְ רָ יךְ קְ רִ טְ יצְ אִ ינוּ דְּ יְ י, הַ ידִ דִ א לְ מָ לָ שְׁ  בִּ

Granted according  to my view, this  is  why a verse  was  needed to exclude  it, because the fat is otherwise forbidden. But

according  to your view that it is permitted, why was  a verse needed to exclude it from the altar?

ANSWER

כָא. הָ י מֵ י נָמֵ ידִ א דִּ מָ עְ : טַ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Resh Lakish said to him: My reason is  also from here ;  this verse is the source that the fat of a fetus is not forbidden at all.

O BJECT IO N

ם שָׁ  אָ מוּרוֹת בְּ אֲ יוֹת הָ לָ י כְ תֵּ  שְׁ לֶב וּ ה חֵ נָן: מָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ ישׁ לְ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ יהּ רַ יבֵ יתִ י, אֵ רִ מְ אָ כָּא דְּ י אִ וְ

יל. לִ שְׁ ל  לַ כְּ  כֹּל – מוּצָא מִ ף  יל, אַ לִ שְׁ ל  לַ כְּ  מוּצָא מִ

And some say, Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish challeng ed Rabbi Yochanan from that baraita: Just as  the  fat and the  two

kidneys  stated reg arding  a g uilt-offering  are  excluded from the  categ ory of a fe tus , so too all offerings' fats are

excluded from the  categ ory of a fe tus .

EXPLANAT IO N

ב? רַ יקְ ךְ – לִ ידָ דִ לָּא לְ  נָא, אֶ מָ חֲ יהּ רַ טֵ יעֲ י מַ כִ וּם הָ שּׁ  י, מִ ידִ דִ א לְ מָ לָ שְׁ  בִּ

Granted according  to my view, because  of this  the  Merciful One  excluded it,  as it is not considered sacrificial fat. But

according  to your view that it is forbidden fat, should it not be  offered on the altar?

ANSWER

ן. מַ ר זְ סַּ חוּ מְּ וֵה אַ הָ י דְּ ידֵּ : מִ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rabbi Yochanan said to him: It is  just as  it is  with an animal that lacks  the  proper time ,  which is forbidden for the altar but

its fat is still forbidden to eat.

STATEMENT



יר – תִּ מַּ  י הַ רֵ בְ דִ יר, לְ תִּ ר – מַ סֵ אוֹ י הָ רֵ בְ דִ י, לְ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ בָּהּ  צָא  פָה וּמָ רֵ טְּ ת הַ ט אֶ חֵ וֹ שּׁ  י: הַ מֵּ  י אַ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ

ר. סֵ אוֹ

Rabbi Ami said: One  who s laug hters  a tere ifah animal and finds in it a live  nine -month-old fe tus , according  to the

words of the  one  who forbids  a ben pekua without its own slaughter, the mother's slaughter permits  it;  according  to the

words of the  one  who permits  a ben pekua without slaughter, the mother's slaughter forbids  it.

STATEMENT

נָא. מָ חֲ יהּ רַ בֵּ ר  שַׁ  כְ ין אַ נִ ימָ ה סִ עָ בָּ  רְ ר, אַ תָּ י מוּ יר נָמֵ תִּ מַּ  י הַ רֵ בְ דִ ר: לְ מַ בָא אָ רָ

Rava said: According  to the  words of the  one  who permits , it is  also permitted,  because the  Merciful One  declared fit

four s ig ns  in it—either the mother's two signs or its own two signs.

STATEMENT

י – ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ בָּהּ  צָא  פָה, וּמָ רֵ טְּ ת הַ ט אֶ חֵ וֹ שּׁ  א: הַ דָּ סְ ב חִ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Chisda said: One  who s laug hters  a tere ifah animal and finds in it a live  nine -month-old fe tus—

וּד ב׳ מּ עַ D A F  7 5 B

STATEMENT

א. שָּׂ  מַ א בְּ מֵּ  טַ לְּ הוֹר מִ ת – טָ ם מֵ אִ בָה, וְ קֵּ הַ יִם וְ יַ חָ לְּ הַ עַ וְ זְרוֹ יָּיב בִּ  חַ ה, וְ יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  טָ

The live nine-month-old fetus requires  s laug hter to permit it for eating, and it is oblig ated in the priestly gifts of the fore leg ,

and the  jaws, and the  maw,  and if it dies  without slaughter, it is pure  from imparting  impurity throug h carrying ,  as it does

not have the status of a carcass.

QU E ST IO N

נַן. בָּ  רַ כְּ אן?  מַ כְּ א –  שָּׂ  מַ א בְּ מֵּ  טַ לְּ הוֹר מִ ת טָ ם מֵ אִ יר, וְ אִ י מֵ בִּ רַ כְּ אן?  מַ כְּ ה –  יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  בָא: טָ יהּ רָ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rava said to him,  to Rav Chisda: Your ruling is contradictory! When you say it requires  s laug hter,  according  to whom is this?

It is according  to Rabbi Meir,  who holds that the mother's slaughter does not permit a live nine-month fetus. And when you say

if it dies  it is pure  from imparting  impurity throug h carrying ,  according  to whom is this? It is according  to the  Rabbis ,

who hold that the mother's slaughter does affect it. Can you rule in accordance with two opposing views?

O BJECT IO N

יָּיב  חַ ה, וְ יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  י – טָ ה חַ עָ שְׁ  ן תִּ בֶּ בָּהּ  צָא  פָה וּמָ רֵ טְּ ת הַ ט אֶ חֵ וֹ שּׁ  יָּיא: הַ  י חִ בִּ י רַ נֵ תָ א דְ , הָ יךְ מָ עְ יטַ לִ וְ

א. שָּׂ  מַ א בְּ מֵּ  טַ לְּ הוֹר מִ ת – טָ ם מֵ אִ בָה, וְ קֵּ הַ יִם וְ יַ חָ לְּ הַ עַ וְ זְרוֹ בִּ

Rav Chisda replied: And according  to your reasoning ,  how will you explain that which Rabbi Chiyya taug ht in a braisa: One

who s laug hters  a tere ifah animal and found in it a live  nine -month-old fetus, the fetus requires  s laug hter, and is

oblig ated in the gifts of the fore leg , and the  jaws, and the  maw, and if it dies  without slaughter, it is pure  from imparting

impurity throug h carrying .

EXPLANAT IO N

נַן. בָּ  רַ כְּ א,  שָּׂ  מַ א בְּ מֵּ  טַ לְּ הוֹר מִ ת – טָ ם מֵ אִ יר, וְ אִ י מֵ בִּ רַ כְּ אן?  מַ כְּ ה  יטָ חִ שְׁ עוּן  טָ



Here too, we must ask: When it says it requires  s laug hter,  according  to whom is this? It is according  to Rabbi Meir. And

when it says if it dies ,  it is pure  from imparting  impurity throug h carrying ,  according to whom is this? It is according  to the

Rabbis ! Thus, the same difficulty applies to Rabbi Chiyya's braisa.

ANSWER

יָא! שְׁ  ךְ קַ ידָ דִ לָּא לְ  ר, אֶ מַ אָ ת קָ אוֹ מֵ צָ בָר מְ כְּ ם  יָּיא אִ  י חִ בִּ יָא, רַ שְׁ  א לָא קַ הָ

Rava answered: That is  not difficult,  because Rabbi Chiyya is  speaking  of a case where  he  already found it dead inside the

mother. In that case, even Rabbi Meir agrees that the mother's slaughter purifies it from nevelah impurity. But according  to you,

who hold that even if it was found alive and died later it is pure, the contradiction is  difficult!

ANSWER

נָא. מָ חֲ יהּ רַ בֵּ ר  שַׁ  כְ ים אַ נִ ימָ ה סִ עָ בָּ  רְ יָא, אַ שְׁ  י לָא קַ י נָמֵ ידִ דִ : לְ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Chisda said to him: According  to my view also, it is  not difficult,  because the entire ruling is in accordance with the

Rabbis, and the reason it requires slaughter is that the  Merciful One  made  four s imanim fit for it. That is, the Torah allows a

fetus to be permitted either by the two simanim of its mother's slaughter or by the two simanim of its own slaughter.

STATEMENT

א. תָּ  עְ מַ שְׁ א  הָ יהּ לְ ר לֵ מַ אָ קָ יב וְ יָתֵ י דְּ סִּ ב אַ רַ יהּ לְ חֵ כְּ  שְׁ  א, אַ ירָ י זֵ בִּ יק רַ לֵ י סָ כִּ

The Gemara relates: When Rabbi Ze ira went up to Eretz Yisrael, he  found Rav Assi s itting  and stating  this  halachah of

Rav Chisda, that the Torah fit four simanim for a fetus.

STATEMENT

נָן. חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ ן אָ כֵ ר, וְ שַׁ י : יִ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Assi said to him: It is  correct, and so said Rabbi Yochanan.

QU E ST IO N

? ישׁ קִ ן לָ בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ יהּ רַ לֵ יג עֲ לִ פְ ל דִּ לָ כְּ  מִ

Rabbi Zeira asked: Is it by implication from your specifying Rabbi Yochanan's name that Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish disag rees

with him?

ANSWER

. יהּ יק לֵ תֵ שָׁ  י וְ תֵ שָׁ א הֲוָה  תָּ  שְׁ  י: מִ רִ מְ אָ כָּא דְּ י אִ , וְ יהּ יק לֵ תֵ שָׁ  יהּ וְ י לֵ הֵ שָׁ א הֲוָה  הָ שְׁ  מִ

Rav Assi replied: When Rabbi Yochanan said this, Reish Lakish was waiting  for him to see if he would retract, and so he

remained s ilent to him,  and I do not know if he ultimately agreed. And some say that Rav Assi said: Reish Lakish was

drinking  wine at the time, and therefore he  remained s ilent to him,  so we cannot infer his opinion.

QU E ST IO N

א! מָּ  נָּא קַ  תַּ ינוּ  יְ ׳. הַ כוּ וּ וְ ילּ פִ ר: אֲ מֵ י אוֹ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ

We learned in the Mishnah: Rabbi Shimon Shezuri says: Even if a nine-month fetus emerged alive and is now five years old and

plowing, it does not require slaughter. The Gemara asks: This is  identical to  the view of the  first tanna,  the Rabbis! What is the

difference between them?

ANSWER



יהו. יְ ינַ בֵּ כָּא  י ע אִ קַ רְ י קַ בֵּ ל גַּ יס עַ רִ פְ נָא: הִ כָּהֲ ב  ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Kahana said: The case where the fetus stood upon the  g round with its hooves is  the difference between them. The

Rabbis rabbinically require slaughter once it walks on the ground, whereas Rabbi Shimon Shezuri permits it without slaughter even

then.

STATEMENT

ד לָ וָּ א – הַ יתָ יְ לַּ  עַ ה מְ מָ הֵ ל בְּ בָּא עַ  ה הַ קוּעָ פְּ ן  בֶּ ב,  אָ ע הָ זֶרַ ין לְ שִׁ  שְׁ  ר חוֹ מֵ אוֹ י הָ רֵ בְ דִ יָא: לְ שְׁ  רְ שַׁ  ב מְ ר רַ מַ אָ

נָה. קָּ תַּ ין לוֹ  אֵ

Rav Mesharshiyya said: According  to the  words of the  one  who says  we  are  concerned for the  seed of the  father in

determining the status of the offspring, if a ben pekua,  which does not require slaughter, mated with a normal animal that

requires slaughter, the  offspring  has  no rectification. It cannot be permitted by slaughter because of its father's side, and it

cannot be permitted without slaughter because of its mother's side.

STATEMENT

י ירִ כִ כָּר דְּ  ידְ א מִ יהָ מִ תְ א דִּ תָ לְּ כֹּל מִ א?  מָ עְ אי טַ ר, מַ תָּ וּ מּ שֶׁ ה  קוּעָ פְּ ן  בֶּ לוּט  קָ ים בְּ דִ כֹּל מוֹ  י: הַ יֵ בָּ  ר אַ מַ אָ

י. שֵׁ ינָ לַהּ אִ

Abaye  said: Everyone  ag rees  reg arding  a s ing le -hoofed animal born of a ben pekua mother that it is  permitted without

slaughter even if it walked on the ground. What is  the  reason? Any matter that is  wondrous, people  remember it,  and they

will not mistakenly permit normal animals.

STATEMENT

י יהֵ מִ י תְּ רֵ א? תְּ מָ עְ אי טַ ר, מַ תָּ וּ מּ שֶׁ ה  קוּעָ פְּ ן  בֶּ ה  לוּטָ ן קְ בֶּ לוּט  קָ ים בְּ דִ כֹּל מוֹ  י: הַ יֵ בָּ  ר אַ מַ י: אָ רִ מְ אָ כָּא דְּ אי

י. שֵׁ ינָ י אִ ירִ כִ כָּר דְּ  ידְ מִ

Some say that Abaye  said: Everyone  ag rees  reg arding  a s ing le -hoofed animal born of a s ing le -hoofed ben pekua

mother that it is  permitted without slaughter. What is  the  reason? Two wondrous thing s, people  sure ly remember.

STATEMENT

נוֹ ן בְּ נוֹ וּבֶ בְ יר בִּ תִּ י מַ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ יָה רַ ן הָ כֵ י, וְ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ כְּ כָה  לָ ינָא: הֲ נִ י חֲ בִּ ר רַ מַ י אָ ירִ עֵ ר זְ מַ אָ

דּוֹרוֹת. ל הַ כׇּ ד סוֹף  עַ

Ze 'e iri said that Rabbi Chanina said: The  halachah is  like  Rabbi Shimon Shezuri that a ben pekua requires no slaughter

even if it walked on the ground, and so did Rabbi Shimon Shezuri permit its  offspring , and the  offspring  of its  offspring ,

until the  end of all g enerations  without slaughter.

STATEMENT

סוּר. נוֹ אָ ר, וּבְ תָּ ר: הוּא מוּ מַ נָן אָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yochanan said: It,  the ben pekua itself, is  permitted without slaughter, but its  offspring  is  forbidden unless it

undergoes ritual slaughter.

STATEMENT

י. שֵׁ  ב אָ רַ יהּ דְּ מֵּ  קַ א לְ , אֲתָ יהּ לֵ יבָא עֲ ל דֵּ פַ נְ ה דִּ קוּעָ פְּ ן  בֶּ יהּ  בוּ הֲוָה לֵ בַּר חָ א  דָּ אַ



The Gemara relates: Adda bar Chavu had a ben pekua upon which a wolf fe ll and mauled it, and it was about to die. He came

before  Rav Ashi to ask how to render it permitted.

R U L ING

. יהּ טֵ חְ שַׁ יל  : זִ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Ashi said to him: Go and s laug hter it so that you may eat it, in accordance with the Rabbis who require slaughter once it

walks on the ground.

QU E ST IO N

יר תִּ י מַ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ יָה רַ ן הָ כֵ י, וְ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ כְּ כָה  לָ ינָא: הֲ נִ י חֲ בִּ ר רַ מַ י אָ ירִ עֵ ר זְ מַ אָ : הָ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

יהוּ לָא! ל אִ , אֲבָ נוֹ לָּא בְּ  ר אֶ מַ אָ נָן לָא קָ חָ י יוֹ בִּ וּ רַ ילּ פִ אֲ דּוֹרוֹת, וַ ל הַ כׇּ ד סוֹף  נוֹ עַ ן בְּ נוֹ וּבֶ בְ בִּ

Adda bar Chavu said to him: But did not Ze 'e iri say in the name of Rabbi Chanina that the  halachah is  like  Rabbi Shimon

Shezuri, and so did Rabbi Shimon Shezuri permit its  offspring  and the  offspring  of its  offspring  until the  end of all

g enerations? And even Rabbi Yochanan only said his prohibition regarding its  offspring , but regarding the ben pekua

itse lf, he  did not forbid it! Why then do I need to slaughter it?

ANSWER

ר. מַ אָ י קָ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ י רַ רֵ בְ דִ נָן לְ חָ י יוֹ בִּ : רַ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Ashi said to him: Rabbi Yochanan did not actually agree with Rabbi Shimon Shezuri; he only stated his ruling according

to the  words of Rabbi Shimon Shezuri,  to explain his view, but Rabbi Yochanan himself rules like the Rabbis.

QU E ST IO N

ל כׇּ לָּא   ד, אֶ לֹא עוֹ י, וְ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ כְּ כָה  לָ ינָא: הֲ נִ י חֲ בִּ ר רַ מַ לָּא אָ  ר עוּ מַ ינָא אָ נִ בַּר חֲ ין  בִ ר רָ מַ אָ הָ וְ

! מוֹתוֹ כְּ כָה  לָ נוּ – הֲ נָתֵ שְׁ  מִ י בְּ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ נָה רַ שָּׁ   שֶׁ קוֹם  מָ

Adda bar Chavu asked: But did not Ravin bar Chanina say that Ulla said in the name of Rabbi Chanina: The  halachah is

like  Rabbi Shimon Shezuri, and not only that, but anywhere  that Rabbi Shimon Shezuri taug ht in our Mishnah, the

halachah is  like  him!

ANSWER

ת רוּמַ תְ ן, וּבִ כָּ סוּ מְ י בִּ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ רַ כְּ כָה  לָ ן: הֲ נָתָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ י, דְּ א לִ ירָ בִ א סְ י הָ כִּ נָא  : אֲ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

אי. מַ ל דְּ שֶׁ ר  שֵׂ עֲ מַ

Rav Ashi said to him: I hold like  this  other opinion, as  Rabbi Yonatan said: The  halachah is  like  Rabbi Shimon Shezuri

only in the case of one  in dang er of death who orders a get, and in the case of the  tithe -of-the -tithe  of demai-produce.

EXPLANAT IO N

בוּ תְּ כְ וּ יִ לּ י אֵ י״, הֲרֵ תִּ שְׁ  אִ ט לְ בוּ גֵּ תְ כִּ ״ ר:  מַ אָ לָר וְ קוֹ צֵא בְּ יּוֹ ים, הַ רִ מְ יוּ אוֹ נָה הָ וֹ אשׁ בָּרִ נַן:  תְ ן, דִּ כָּ סוּ מְ

ן. כָּ סוּ מְ ף הַ ר: אַ מֵ י אוֹ זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ א. רַ ירָ יָ שְׁ  צֵא בִּ יּוֹ הַ שׁ וְ פָרֵ מְ ף הַ ר: אַ מַ זְרוּ לוֹ נוּ. חָ יִתְּ וְ

The Gemara explains: The case of one  in dang er of death is as  we  learned in a Mishnah: At first they would say, one  who

is  led out in chains  to be executed and said, "Write  a g et for my wife ," they should write  and g ive  it. They retraced the ir

steps  to say: Even one  who sets  sail on a ship, and one  who g oes  out in a caravan. Rabbi Shimon Shezuri says: Even

one  who is  dang erously ill.



EXPLANAT IO N

י זוּרִ שֵׁ ן  בֶּ ן  עוֹ מְ שִׁ י  בִּ , רַ הּ מָ קוֹ מְ ה לִ זְרָ חָ שֶׁ אי  מַ ל דְּ שֶׁ ר  שֵׂ עֲ ת מַ רוּמַ נַן: תְּ תְ אי, דִּ מַ ל דְּ שֶׁ ר  שֵׂ עֲ ת מַ רוּמַ תְּ

יו. פִּ ל  לוֹ עַ כְ אוֹ לוֹ וְ אֲ וֹ ל שׁ חוֹ בַּ ף  ר: אַ מֵ אוֹ

And the case of the  tithe -of-the -tithe  of demai is as  we  learned in a Mishnah: The  tithe -of-the -tithe  of demai that fe ll

back into its  place  and became mixed with chullin, Rabbi Shimon Shezuri says: Even on a weekday, one  may ask the am

ha'aretz seller if he tithed it, and eat it based on his  word.

S U M M A RY

In this daf, the Gemara clarifies that according to Rabbi Yosei HaGelili and Beis Shammai, a live creature can indeed be

considered food and become tamei once wetted by liquid. We then analyze a dispute between Rabbi Yochanan and Resh

Lakish regarding the chelev of a fetus, debating whether gestation or birth determines its status as an independent animal.

Finally, the Gemara discusses the halachah of a live, nine-month-old fetus found inside a slaughtered tereifah animal,

examining whether the mother's shechitah permits it, and Rav Chisda's ruling that such a fetus requires its own shechitah to

be eaten, is obligated in the priestly gifts, but does not convey the tumah of a carcass if it dies without shechitah.

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

In today's sugya, we find a fascinating dispute between Rabbi Yochanan and Resh Lakish about what defines a newborn

animal's status. Rabbi Yochanan holds that "the air of the womb's opening causes it" (avira garem), the moment the fetus

emerges and meets the outside air, it is transformed into an independent entity. Resh Lakish, on the other hand, holds that

"the months of gestation cause it" (chodashim garmi), it is the slow, hidden, internal process of time and development that

truly defines its status.

This machlokes contains a profound lesson for our own avodah. In life, we often look for the "avira garem" moments, the

sudden, dramatic breakthroughs, the public milestones, or the external shifts that we hope will instantly change who we are.

But the Torah is teaching us the deep truth of "chodashim garmi." Real, lasting spiritual growth is an internal process that

requires time, patience, and quiet consistency. You cannot rush the months of gestation in your own neshama.

When you are working on a middah, learning a difficult piece of Gemara, or trying to improve your tefillah, do not get

discouraged if you do not see an immediate, dramatic transformation. The Aibershter designs growth to happen quietly,

beneath the surface, day by day, through the steady accumulation of small efforts.

Today, choose one small spiritual goal, like learning for ten minutes without looking at your phone, or pausing before a

brachah, and focus on doing it consistently, trusting that the quiet, hidden process is building something real inside of you.
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