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

LJ THE SUGYA

We begin this daf by continuing our deep dive into the halachos of a broken bone in an animal's leg, specifically when the
bone has protruded outward. The Gemara discusses the status of the flesh and skin covering the bone, exploring various cases
where the flesh might be torn, decomposed, or peeled off, and how this affects the animal's kashrus. We learn about the
practical advice given by the Sages and doctors regarding how to heal such wounds, emphasizing the difference between

using a bone or an iron instrument.

We then move into a new Mishnah that teaches us the halachos of a placenta (shilyah) found inside a slaughtered animal.
The Mishnah outlines whether a placenta is considered edible, how it contracts tumah (impurity), and the status of a placenta
that partially emerged before shechitah. We also learn the halachos of a placenta froma firstborn animal and the prohibition
against following the superstitious practices of the Amorites.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor’s commentary and are not part of the original text.
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We sce that one may be registered for them, i.c., for these sinews, for the Pesach offering, which proves they are considered

edible flesh.
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And furthermore, the Torah spared the money of Israel, so we should seek a lenient ruling to save the owner fromloss.
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Rav Pappa said to Rabba: But Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish disagrees with Rabbi Yochanan,

!?’Ii‘l? Wﬂ?‘l"? N2 NN DXY ,N.‘D""ﬁjN'T NN

and this is a matter of a Torah prohibition of tereifah, and yet you say: What concernis there for them, i.c., for these sinews,

as if they are valid flesh?!
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Rabba was silent, having no immediate answer.
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The Gemara asks: And why was he silent? But doesn't Rava say: The halacha is like Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish in his

disputes with Rabbi Yochanan only in these three specific cases, and not here?
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The Gemara answers: It is different here, for Rabbi Yochanan retracted his opinion in favor of Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish

on this matter,

SNIN 129 2K 7OM 13w 2100 PR (D KT

as he said to him: Do not provoke me, for I teach it only as the opinion of a single Sage, but not as the accepted halacha.
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There was a certain animal whose bone broke and protruded outward, from which a small piece was removed,

STATEMENT
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and the case came before Abaye, who delayed it for three Festivals to consult with the Sages.

STATEMENT
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Rav Adda bar Mattana said to the owner: Go before Rava the son of Rav Yosef bar Chama, whose knife is sharp,

meaning he is sharp-witted and can resolve this quickly.
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The owner came before him. Rava said: Now, we learned in the baraita: "If the bone broke and protruded outward” and

is covered by a majority of skin and flesh, it is kosher;
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what difference is it to me if a piece of the bone fell out, and what difference is it to me if it is still there? In cither case, if

it is covered, it is kosher.
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Ravina said to Rava: If the flesh covering the bone was torn but could be gathered together to cover the majority, what is the

law?
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If the flesh was pulverized, what is the law?
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If the flesh was decomposed, what is the law?
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The Gemara asks: What is the case of flesh thatis decomposed?
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Rav Huna the son of Rav Yehoshua said: Any flesh that the doctor would scrape away and remove because it cannot heal.
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A dilemma was raised by them: If the flesh covering the bone was perforated, what is the law?

QUESTION
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If the flesh was peeled off the bone, what is the law?
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If the flesh was cracked, what is the law?
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If the bottom third of the thickness of the flesh, closest to the bone, was removed, what is the law?
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Come and hear, for Ulla said that Rabbi Yochanan said: Skin is like flesh to cover the bone,

REFUTATION




AT RWR DT NPT

but perhaps thatis only where the skin holds its own place naturally, such as near the knee, but not where there was once

flesh.

P10 MYV 1°RD T 17 RIYDN JBE 317310703 2WN 31K

Rav Ashi said: When we were in the study hall of Rav Pappi, we raised a dilemma: If the flesh was cut in the shape of a

ring around the bone, what is the law?
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And we resolved it from that which Rav Yehuda said that Rav said: I asked about this matter to the Sages and to the

doctors,
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and they said: One scratches it with a bone and it will heal, but an iron instrument causes inflammation and prevents

healing.
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Rav Pappa said: And this healing is only where the bone holds its own place and is not loose.

ﬁ;tzm MISHNAH
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MISHNAH: One who slaughters an animal and finds a placenta in it, a hearty soul may eat it,
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and it does not contract the impurity of foods, nor the impurity of carcasses.
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If he intended to eat it, it contracts the impurity of foods, but not the impurity of carcasses.
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A placenta, part of which emerged before slaughter, is forbidden to be eaten,
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fora placenta is the sign of a child in a woman, and the sign of an offspring in an animal, and we fear the head of the

offspring emerged.
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An animal giving birth for the first time that discharged a placenta, one may cast it to the dogs, and we do not worry that

it was a male firstborn,
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but in the case of consecrated animals, the placenta must be buried,
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and we do not buryitatacrossroads, nor do we hang it ona tree, because of the ways of the Amorites.

GEMARA

29 AT R B3

GEMARA: From where are these words derived thata placenta is permitted by the slaughter of the mother?
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For the Rabbis taught in a Braisa: The verse says, "Any animal in the beast you may eat” to include the placenta.
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I might have thought even if part of it emerged it is permitted?
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Therefore the verse says: "it", meaning it inside the womb is permitted, but not its placenta if it has partially emerged.

QUESTION
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The Gemara asks: Now, there is no placenta without an offspring, so the placenta is just part of the offspring; why do I need

averse to permit it?
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The Gemara answers: The verse is a mere support, aslogically it is permitted.
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We learned in the Mishnah: And it does not contract impurity.
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Rabbi Yitzchak bar Nappacha asked: If one boiled the skin of a donkey, what is the law?
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The Gemara asks: For what law is this asked? If for the impurity of foods, we already learned it in our Mishnah regarding the

placenta!
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If you say Rabbi Yitzchak's inquiry was with regard to the ritual impurity of animal carcasses, we already learned this

halakha in another baraita.
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With regard to the ritual impurity of foods, as it is taught in a baraita: The hide and the placenta of an animal do not
become impure with the ritual impurity of foods; buta hide that one cooked until it became soft, and a placenta that one

intended to eat, do become impure with the ritual impurity of foods.

ND9,0729P2 R21,197°32 K91 ,19 090892 KDY 9992 KDY - "ANP212” :X2°10 123 19921 nRmIY

.2787v32

With regard to the ritual impurity of animal carcasses also, we already learned in a baraita: The verse states, 'And when a

domesticated animal dies... one who touches its carcass shall be impure’'—implying that one is rendered impure by touching the




carcass, but not by touching the hide, and not by its bones, and not by the sinews, and not by the horns, and not by the

hooves.

TR RS INDYY NPN 19733 XY N30 2172 127 K0

And Rabba bar Rav Chana said in explanation of this baraita: This exclusion was necessary only for a case where one
prepared themas a meat pudding by cooking them with spices, which might have made them considered edible flesh. Thus,

even when cooked, they do not convey carcass impurity.
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The Gemara answers: Actually, Rabbi Yitzchak's inquiry was with regard to the ritual impurity of foods, and yet his question
was necessary because the hide of a donkey is different, as it is repulsive, and one might think that even when cooked it does

not become food.
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We learned in the Mishnah: With regard to a placenta, part of which emerged from the womb before the mother was

slaughtered, its consumption is prohibited.

GEMARA
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Rabbi Elazar said: They taught this prohibition only where there is no fetus with it in the womb; but if there is a fetus

with it, we do not fear for another fetus that might have been inside the placenta.
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And Rabbi Yochanan said: Whether there is no fetus with it or whe ther there is a fetus with it, we must fear for

another fetus that might have been inside the placenta, and it is prohibited.
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The Gemara asks: Is that so? But didn't Rabbi Yirmeya say: Rabbi Elazar said it as a stringency? According to this version,

Rabbi Elazar is the lenient one!

STATEMENT
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Rather, if it was stated, it was stated like this: Rabbi Elazar said: They taught that the placenta is prohibited only when it

is not attached to the fetus found inside; but if it is attached to the fetus, we do not fear for another fe tus. Thus, Rabbi

Elazar prohibits even when a fetus is present, unless it is attached.

STATEMENT

TR 1727912 MR 102,771 MY WY DR 7P NP RIPY RPN 12D 10K 1N RN 100 02
MR TPY? PWWIN 1R - 7212 TR

And Rabbi Yochanan said: We have only the ruling of the Mishnah prohibiting a placenta without a fetus; but if there is a
fetus with it, whe ther the placenta is attached to the fetus or whether it is not attached to the fetus, we do not fear for

another fetus.
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And this is in line with that which Rabbi Yirmeya said: Rabbi Elazar said it as a stringency, since he prohibits an

unattached placenta even when a fetus is present.
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It is taught in a baraita in accordance with Rabbi Elazar: A woman who expels a fetus that has the formof a species of
domesticated animal, wild animal, or bird, and there is a placenta with them; when the placenta is attached to them, we
do not fear for another fetus of human form; but if it is not attached to them, behold Iimpose upon her the stringency

of two births, i.e., both a male and a female birth.
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ForIsay: Perhaps the fetus of the placenta dissolved, and that fetus was of human form, and perhaps the placenta of the

animal-shaped fetus dissolved.
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We learned in the Mishnah: An animal giving birth for the first time that expelled a placenta, one may cast it to the dogs.




GEMARA

QUESTION

The Gemara asks: What is the reason for this?
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Rav Ika the son of Rav Ami said: The majority of animals give birth to something that is holy as a firstborn, and a
minority of animals give birth to something that is not holy as a firstborn, and what is it? An offspring that resembles

another species.

W2 N NIIPIT MEME? MRTIT VIR Tim0 Niap) TENM 0291 AENR NITR niTh i )
RV 22721

And all giving birth, give birth to half males and half females. Combine the minority of those that resemble another
species with the half of females, and the males that resemble their own species—which are the only ones holy as firstborns—

become the minority. Therefore, we do not assume the placenta came froma holy firstborn.
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The Mishnah continues: But in the case of consecrated animals, the placenta must be buried. What is the reason? The

majority of offspring of consecrated animals are fit to be consecrated, since both males and females are holy.
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The Mishnah states: But one may not bury it at a crossroads, nor hang it on a tree, because of the ways of the Amorites.

GEMARA

~ FINIDT 92 778 279N 99T DIWR 93 178 - FINIDT 2 WL 12T 23 AOT0 TINT NI AN
SRR DT DR S W




Abaye and Rava both say: Any matter that has healing value is not subject to the prohibition of the ways of the Amorite;

but if it has no healing value, it is subject to the prohibition of the ways of the Amorite.
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The Gemara asks: But isn't it taught in a baraita: A tree that casts off its fruit, one may paint it with red paint and load it

with stones? Granted, loading it with stones is a physical remedy, so that its strength is weakened and it retains its fruit.

S UMMARY

The Gemara first resolves the debate regarding a broken bone, clarifying that if the bone is covered by a majority of skin and
flesh, it remains kosher, even if a piece of the bone fell out. We analyze various physical states of the covering flesh, such as
being pulverized or decomposed, with Rav Huna the son of Rav Yehoshua defining decomposed flesh as that which a doctor
would scrape away. The Gemara then transitions to the Mishnah regarding a placenta, establishing that a placenta is
permitted through the shechitah of the mother, as derived from the pesukim. Finally, the Gemara discusses the tumah status of
the placenta and hide, comparing it to the skin of a donkey, and clarifies that while they can contract the impurity of foods if

cooked or intended for eating, they do not contract the impurity of carcasses.

TWYN? WHAT TO TAKE HOME

In oursugya, we see the beautiful and deep principle of "haTorah chasah al mamonamshel Yisrael”, the Torah spares the
money of Jewish people. When discussing the status of certain parts of an animal, the Gemara emphasizes that we actively
seek out permitted avenues because Hashem cares about our hard-earned livelihood. This is not a compromise on halacha;
rather, itis a fundamental truth of the Torah itself. Hashem does not want us to suffer unnecessary loss, and the halacha

reflects His deep care for our everyday physical and financial well-being.

This teaches us a profound lesson in how we must view our own resources and those of others. If Hashem Himself is
concerned with sparing a Yid's money, how much more so must we be careful with it! We must treat our friend's money with
the utmost respect, avoiding any waste, damage, or unnecessary expense on their behalf. Similarly, we should recognize that

our own livelihood is a gift from Hashem, meant to be managed with responsibility and gratitude, not wasted carelessly.

Today, show extra care for the property and money of others. Whether it is turning off a light in a shul or office to save on
their utility bill, returning a borrowed item promptly so it doesn't get damaged, or being mindful not to cause someone an

unnecessary expense, act with the conscious awareness that a Yid's money is precious in the eyes of Hashem.
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