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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 crossbreeding, specifically focusing on the offspring of a
deerand a goat. The Gemara analyzes the machlokes between Rabbi Eliezer and the Rabbis regarding the word "seh” (sheep)
and whether a partial sheep is included in this definition. This has major practical ramifications for the mitzvos of covering the
blood (kisuy hadam), the priestly gifts (matnos kehunah), and the prohibition of slaughtering an animal and its offspring on

the same day (oto v'es bno).

We then move into a fascinating discussion regarding the "koy"—a creature of doubtful status. The Sages analyze whether it
is a domesticated animal (behemah) or a wild beast (chayah), bringing down various Tannaitic opinions, including whether it
is a distinct creation or a hybrid. We also learn about the status of forest goats, exploring whether they are fit for the Altar and
whether their chelev (fat) is permitted, which hinges on how we classify themamong the kosher animals listed in the Torah.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor’s commentary and are not part of the original text.
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They disagree regarding the term"sheep” to determine if it means and even a partial sheep is included in the law.
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The Rabbis hold that the word "sheep” indicates and even a partial sheep is considered a domesticated animal,
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and Rabbi Eliezer holds that the word "sheep” indicates that it must be entirely a sheep, and not a partial sheep.

STATEMENT
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Rav Pappa said: Therefore, regarding the matter of covering the blood and the priestly gifts, you do not find a case

where they disagree except in the case of a deer that mates with a female goat.
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Forbothaccording to the Rabbis and according to Rabbi Eliezer, they are in doubt whether we concern ourselves

with the seed of the father or not.
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And they disagree regarding whether the word "sheep” means and even a partial sheep.
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Regarding the matter of "it and its offspring” on the same day, you find it as a case of dispute either in the case of a male

goat that mates witha doe, or in the case of a deer that mates with a female goat.
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In the case of a male goat that mates with a doe, and regarding the prohibition without lashes, the Rabbis hold: Perhaps
we concern ourselves with the seed of the father, and we say "sheep and even a partial sheep,” and therefore it s

prohibited ab initio.
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And Rabbi Eliezer holds: Even thoughindeed we concern ourselves with the seed of the father, we do not say "sheep

and evena partial sheep.”
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And in the case of a deer that mates with a female goat, and regarding the liability for lashes:
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The Rabbis hold: Even thoughindeed we concern ourselves with the seed of the father, we say "sheep and evena

partial sheep,” and we flog him.
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And Rabbi Eliezer holds: There is a prohibition, but there are no lashes.
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There is a prohibition, because perhaps we do not concern ourselves with the seed of the father, and this offspring is a

proper sheep like its mother.
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But there are no lashes, because perhaps we concern ourselves with the seed of the father, and we do not say "sheep

and evena partial sheep.”

STATEMENT
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Rav Yehuda said: A koy is a distinct creation, and the Sages did not decide regarding it whether itis a species of

domesticated animal or whether it is a species of wild animal.

STATEMENT
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Rav Nachman said: A koy, this is the wild ram.
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The Gemara notes: This is like a dispute between Tanna'im in a braisa: A koy, this is the wild ram; and some say: This is that

which comes from the mating of a male goatand a doe.
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Rabbi Yosei says: A koy is a distinct creation, and the Sages did not decide regarding it whether it is a species of

wild animal or whether it is a species of domesticated animal.
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Rabban Shimon ben Gamliel says: It is a species of domesticated animal, and those of the house of Dushai would

raise herds upon herds of them.

STATEMENT
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Rabbi Zeira said that Rav Safra said that Rav Hamnuna said: These forest goats are fit for the Altar as sacrifices,
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for he holds in accordance with this which Rabbi Yitzchak said: The verse enumerated ten kosher animals, and no more.

AT YT MR YR - NIPA TTR2 N7 WAR NPT M




And these, since the verse did not count them among the wild animals, learn from this that they are a species of goat.
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Rav Acha bar Yaakov challenged this: But say that the verse is interpreted as a generalization and a specification: "Deer and

gazelle" is a specification, "any animal” is a generalization.
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When we have a specification and a generalization, the generalization becomes an addition to the specification, and

thus there are many other wild animals that are kosher.
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The Gemara answers: If so, why do I need all these specifications of the seven wild animals?
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Rav Acha the son of RavIka challenged this: But perhaps they are a species of wild goat which is listed in the verse!
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Rav Acha the son of Rava said to Rav Ashi, and some say it was Rav Acha the son of Rav Avya to Rav Ashi: Perhaps

they are a species of wild oxoraspecies of mountainsheep?

STATEMENT
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Rav Chanan said to Rav Ashi: Ameimar permitted their fat, proving he held they are a species of domesticated goat.
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Abba the son of Rav Minyamin bar Chiyya asked of Rav Huna bar Chiyya: These forest goats, what is the law regarding
bringing themto the Altar?
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He said to him: Rabbi Yosei and the Rabbis do not disagree except regarding the wild ox.

Na il e IRIN 9010 927 N7 R 1] 23 bl 207




As we learned in a Mishnah: The wild oxis a species of domesticated animal; Rabbi Yosei says: It is a species of wild

animal.
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For the Rabbis hold: Since we translate it as "wild ox," it is a species of domesticated animal; and Rabbi Yosei holds:

Since the verse counts it among the wild animals, it is a species of wild animal.
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But these forest goats, all agree that they are a species of goat.
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Rav Acha the son of Rav Ika challenged this: But perhaps they are a species of wild goat!
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Ravina said to Rav Ashi: But perhaps they are a species of wild ox, ora species of mountain sheep!
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Rav Nachman said to Rav Ashi: Ameimar permitted their fat.

n;wn MISHNAH
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We learned in the Mishnah: How is the case of one who slaughters "it and its offspring" on the same day, etc.

GEMARA
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Rabbi Oshaya said: Our entire Mishnah is not in accordance with Rabbi Shimon.

EXPLANATION
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From where do we derive this? From that which it teaches: If one slaughtered consecrated animals outside the Temple, the

first slaughterer is liable to kares, and both animals are invalid, and both slaughterers receive forty lashes.
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Now, we have heard Rabbi Shimon who says: A slaughter that is not fit to permit the animal for eating is not called a

slaughter to create a prohibition,
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Regarding the first animal, since it was slaughtered outside the Temple courtyard, he has merely killed it like a carcass, and it s

not considered a valid slaughtering.
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Therefore, the second animal is one that is fit to be accepted inside the Temple courtyard, as the prohibition of "it and its

offspring” does not apply to an invalid slaughtering.
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If so, when he slaughters the second one outside, let himalso be liable to receive karet for slaughtering a sacrificial animal

outside the Temple!

STATEMENT
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Similarly, if both animals were non-sacred animals slaughtered inside the Temple courtyard, the Mishnah states that both of

them are unfit, and the second one receives forty lashes for violating "it and its offspring."
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Now, we have heard Rabbi Shimon who says: An unfit slaughtering is not called a slaughtering.

EXPLANATION
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Since non-sacred animals slaughtered in the Temple courtyard are forbidden, the first slaughtering is unfit, so he has merely
killed it.
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If so, for the second animal, why does he receive forty lashes?

STATEMENT

21097 ,07Y 28T NN 3930 231,V WD TN - 02302 BT

Furthermore, if they were sacrificial animals slaughtered inside the Temple courtyard, the first is fit and he is exempt from

lashes, but the second receives forty lashes and is unfit.
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Now, we have heard Rabbi Shimon who says: An unfit slaughtering is not called a slaughtering.
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The slaughtering of sacrificial animals is also an unfit slaughtering, because as long as he has not sprinkled the blood,

the meat is not permitted to be eaten.
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If so, for the second animal, why does he receive forty lashes, and why is it unfit?
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Rather, learn from this that our Mishnah is not in accordance with Rabbi Shimon.
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The Gemara asks: Is it not obvious that this is so? Why did Rabbi Oshaya need to state this?
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The Gemara answers: The case of the slaughtering of sacrificial animals was necessary for him to state,
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lest it enter your mind to say: The slaughtering of sacrificial animals is a fit slaughtering even according to Rabbi

Shimon,

EXPLANATION
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for if he stabbed the animal and sprinkled the blood, the meat is not permitted, but when he slaughtered it, the meat is

permitted through the sprinkling, and thus it is a fit slaughtering;
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therefore, Rabbi Oshaya teaches us that even this is considered an unfit slaughtering according to Rabbi Shimon, and the
Mishnah is indeed not like him.
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The Gemara asks: In the case of sacrificial animals inside, let him also be flogged because of the prohibition of an animal

whose time has not yet arrived to be sacrificed, since the second animal cannot be offered until the next day?
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As it is taught in a Braisa: From where is it derived regarding all the disqualifications of the bull and of the lamb, that

offering themis a violation of "it shall not be accepted”?
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The verse states: "Either a bull or alamb that has a limb too long or too short..." and concludes "but for a vow it shall not
be accepted.” This taught regarding all the disqualifications of the bull and of the lamb, including an animal whose time

has not yet arrived, that it is prohibited under "it shall not be accepted”!
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The Gemara answers: When the Mishnah reckons prohibitions of "it and its offspring,” it does not reckon unrelated

prohibitions.
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The Gemara asks: And does it not? But what about the case of sacrificial animals outside, which are unrelated

prohibitions, and yet the Mishnah reckons them?
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As it teaches: If they were sacrificial animals outside, the first is liable to karet, and both of them receive forty lashes.

EXPLANATION
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Granted, the second animal is flogged because of the prohibition of "it and its offspring,"
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but the first, why does he receive lashes? Is it not because of the unrelated prohibition of slaughtering outside the

Temple?
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The Gemara answers: Wherever there is no prohibition of "it and its offspring” violated by that slaughtering, such as the

first animal, the Mishnah reckons unrelated prohibitions;
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but wherever there is a prohibition of "it and its offspring” violated, it does not reckon unrelated prohibitions.
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Rabbi Zeira said: Leave aside the prohibition of an animal whose time has not yet arrived, as the verse

SUMMARY

On this daf, the Gemara clarifies the exact parameters of the dispute between Rabbi Eliezer and the Rabbis regarding hybrid
offspring, showing how their doubts about paternal seed and the definition of "seh” affect the lashes for oto v'es bno. We then
explore the identity of the koy, with Rav Nachman identifying it as a wild ram, while others view it as a hybrid or a unique
creation. Finally, the Gemara discusses forest goats, concluding that they are a species of goat whose fat is permitted, before
transitioning into a new Mishnah regarding the laws of oto v'es bno and analyzing it according to the view of Rabbi Shimon

regarding a slaughter that is not fit (shechitah she'eina re'uyah).




TWYN? WHAT TO TAKE HOME

In today’s daf, we find the Sages deeply engaged in defining the status of the koy, a creature of doubtful identity. Isita
domesticated animal (behemah) or a wild beast (chayah)? Rabbi Yosei teaches us a profound perspective: "A koy is a distinct
creation, and the Sages did not decide regarding it." Rather than forcing this unique creature into a rigid, pre-existing

category, the Torah recognizes its status as a "briyah bifnei atzmah", a distinct creation with its own unique reality.

How often do we look at our fellow Yidden, or even at ourselves, and try to force theminto neat, pre-packaged boxes? We
want to label people immediately: are they this type of Jew or that type? When someone does not fit our standard definitions,
we might feel uncomfortable or dismissive. But Hashem created a vast world with many different kinds of souls. Some people
are a "briyah bifnei atzmah", they have a unique path in their avodah, a different temperament, or a specific set of challenges

that do not fit the standard mold.

Instead of trying to force every person, or every child of ours, into a rigid category, we must learn the lesson of the koy. We
must respect the distinct nature of each neshama. Hashem made themexactly as they are, with their own specific purpose in

this world. Our job is not to categorize them, but to help themsshine in their own unique way.

Today, when you meet someone who doesn't seem to fit into your usual categories of people, catch yourself before you
judge or label them. Instead, smile and remind yourself that every single Yid is a unique creation of Hashem, with their own

special path in serving Him.
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